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HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES. 


£'OCRTE    SbSSIOX    OF     THE     TlFENTY-FoURTS    PARLIAMENT   OF    TUB 

United     Kingdom    of      Great    BsiTAm    and     Irslaxd, 

APPOINTED     TO     MEET     5     AOGUST,      1886,      IN      THE      FIFTIETH 
YEiB    DP    THE    ReIGN    OF 

HER   MAJESTY    QUEEN   VICTORIA. 


No.  I.]  SECOND    VOLUME    OF    SESSION    1889.  [Mahch  26. 


HOUSE    OF     LOEDS. 
lf<mdasul^lk  March,  1SB9. 


PUBLIC  BtriLDINOS  IN  THE  METBO- 
PO  LIS -PERSONA.!.  EXPLANATION- 
LORD  LAMINGTON. 
Lord  LAMINGTON :  My  Lords,  I 
have  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Feaiaon, 
the  architect  engaged  in  coanection  with 
the  alterations  at  Westminster  Hall,  in 
ooQsoquencQ  of  which  I  desire  to  correct 
a  mis- statement  I  made  in  calling 
TOur  LordaMps'  attention  on  Monday 
last  to  the  general  queation  of  public 
buildiQge  in  the  Metropolis.  I  stated 
that  there  was  only  one  entrance  to  the 
upper  floor.  Mr.  Pearson  informs  me 
thattherearethreoentrancestothe  rooms 
on  the  upper  floor,  and  two  entrancea  to 
the  rooms  on  the  lower  floor.  I  did 
fnll  justice  to  the  exterior  architecture 
of  the  building ;  but,  in  spite  of  this 
letter  from  Mr.  Pearson,  who  seems 
rather  aggrieved  at  what  I  said,  I  still 
VOL.  CCOXXXIV.      [imBD  sxbcbb.] 


think  that  it  is  a  great  pit;  that  the 
alterations  should  have  been  so  oarried 
out  as  to  render  some  of  the  rooms  prac- 
tically useless.  In  saying  this,  of  oourse, 
I  do  not  wish  to  impute  any  fault 
to  Mr.  Pearson ;  it  is  the  design 
adopted  by  the  Select  Committee  on 
Westminster  Hatl  of  which  I  complain. 

H.M.S.    SULTAN. 

ViscooNT  eiDMOUTH :  Seeing  in 
bis  place  the  noble  Lord  who  represents 
the  Admiralty  in  this  House,  I  beg  to  ask 
whether  any  definite  information  has 
been  reoeiTed  respecting  the  disaster  to 
H.M.S.  Sultan  f 

Lord  ELPHINSTONE:  The  Com- 
mander ia-Chief  in  the  Mediterranean 
reports  that  the  Sultan  grounded  on  a 
rook  or  patch  of  rocks  unmarked  on  the 
charts,  and  vhere  deep  water  is  shown. 
In  fact,  she  is  on  the  ten-fathom  line, 
and  400  yards  from  the  shore.  Of 
course,  whether  this  is  due  to  defective 
survey  or  to  recent  volcanic  action  can- 
not at  present  be  determined.  The 
Commander-in-Ohief  has  been  in- 
Btmoted  to  caose  every  inquiry  to  be 
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made  locnlly,  Troin  finhermen  and  others 
HkelY  to  know,  as  to  whether  anything 
was  known  of  the  exact  poeition  of  this 
rock.  The  channel  was  BUTvajed  in 
1 857.  The  ciroumstanoes  of  the  etrand- 
inii;  of  the  Sullan  will  be  fully  iDTeeti- 
gated  by  a  oourt-manial  that  will  be 
held  at  Portsmouth  uniler  the  preai- 
dency  of  the  Commander-in-Chief  at 
that  port. 

VisootWT  SIDMOUTH:  iUy  I  ask 
whether  any  hopea  are  entertained  of 
railing  the  ve»tte\  ? 

jMsta  ELPHIN8T0NE:  We  have 
no  farther  iDformatinii  of  any  kind  be- 
yond the  telegraphia  dexpatoh  which  I 
have  read;  but  we  eipeottoget  fuller 
information  to-morrow  moming. 

DURATinX  OF  SPEECHES  IN 
PAHLIA31EST  BILL  (No.  21.) 
Order  of  the  Day  fortheSeoond  Head- 
ing, read. 
*LoKD  DENMAN :  My  Lords,  this 
is  a  measure  the  object  of  which  I  have 
had  the  honour  to  explain  to  your  Lord- 
ships on  former  oorasions.  I  hare  to 
apologise  for  naming  the  House  of 
Commons,  but  your  Lordships  may  in 
Committee  strike  out  those  words,  and 
if  the  Bill  should  be  in  Committee  in 
another  plaoe,  the  words  might  be 
re-instated.  It  is  directed  especially 
■gainst  the  praotioe  of  speakers 
in  Farliameut  of  speaking  ajfainst  time 
according  to  orders,  similar  to  the 
orders  giren  by  the  owner  of  a  raoo- 
horse  to  his  jockey,  which  is  a 
praotioe  unworthy  of  Parliament,  and 
one  which  greatly  impedes  public  busi- 
ness. I  wonid  urge  upon  your  Lord- 
•hips  that,  at  least,  thie  Bill  can  do  no 
harm.  We  havo  many  instances  of 
assemblies  in  which  there  is  a  time 
limit,  and  it  is  always  found  that 
those  who  address  the  meeting  con- 
form  to  the  time  prsForibed,  with 
very  few  exceptions.  If  your  Lordships 
doubt  the  necessity  for  such  a  measure, 
I  need  only  refer  you  to  the  pages  of 
Maviard  toT  ItiHT-S  to  prove  the  exist- 
ence of  the  evil  against  which  the  Bill  is 
directed.  I  am  afraid  anything  I  could 
say  would  have  very  little  influence 
with  your  Lnrdshipa,  but  I  have 
determined  to  do  my  duty  in  a  straight- 
forward way  ;  and,  without  wearying 
your  Lordships  withalongepeech,  Inov 
move  the  Second  lieadiug. 
Zerd  S^hitutmtt 
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Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2'." — ( Lord  J}entna».) 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SB- 
CREiARY  OP  STATE  Foa  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bitrt)  :  My  Lordx,  I  do  not  think  the 
time  has  arrived  for,  at  any  rate, 
this  House  to  take  up  such  a  measure  as 
ibis.  X  certainly  have  not  noticed  here 
the  evil  of  undue  prolixity  to  which  the 
noble  Ijord  has  referred.  If  ever  that 
evil  arises,  and  busineea  ehould  get  into 
the  position  in  which  we  are  told  it  is  in 
another  place,  I  should  be  glad  to 
accept  the  assistance  of  my  noble  Friend 
in  coping  with  the  difEculty.  I  thinkif 
the  noble  Lord  would  go  over  the  way 
and  propose  his  measure  there,  it  might 
have  some  beneficial  effect ;  but.  f  o  far 
OS  this  House  ia  concerned,  I  feellehall 
be  carryiogyour  Lordships' consciouRneBS 
with  me  when  I  move  that  the  Bill  ba 
read  a  second  timethis  day  six  months. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "now,"  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion    "  this  day  six  months." — (7K» 

ilarqKtU  of  Solitbury.) 

On  Question  whfther  the  word  "now" 
stand  part  of  the  Motion,  resolved  in  th« 
negative. 

Bill  to  bo  read  2'  this  day  six  months. 

WOMES'S  SUFFEIAOE  BILL  (No.  32). 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

LoBD  DENMAN;  With  regard  to> 
this  proposal,  it  ia  again  one  which 
your  Lordahips  have  bad  before  you  on 
more  than  one  occasion.  Ia  the  Repre- 
sentation- of  the  People  Bill,  the  noble 
Marquess,  then  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, secured  me  four  daya  in  order  for 
the  insertion  of  my  Amendment  as  to 
Women'eSufi'rage.witboutwhichtheBill 
seemed  to  me  to  be  imperfect.  It  aeems 
to  me  not  only  a  ludicrous  anomaly,  but 
a  great  hardship,  that  whilst  labourers 
and  othere  employed  on  a  certain  estate 
have  the  franchise,  the  owner  of  the 
estate,  if  she  happens  to  be  a  widow  or 
a  spinster,  should  not  be  on  at  least 
equal  terma.  Ia  the  House  of  Com- 
mons the  Second  Reading  of  a  Bill 
similar  to  this  has  ooce  lieen  carried, 
although  iu  a  manner  not  very  credit- 
able to  that  House.  If  your  Lordships 
grant  the  Second  Beadicg  of  ihis  Bill  it 
win  be  a  gracious  not ;  it  will  commit 
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foa  to  nothing,  and  the  details  of  the 
metuure  can  be  thrashed  out  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Unved,  '■  ThattheBill  be  now  readS'." 
—{Tht  Lord  D>»man.) 

The  Marodbss  of  SALISBURY: 
I  am  sorry  to  appear  in  any  way  ob- 
etruotire,  eepentally  od  a  queetion  as  to 
the  main  points  of  which  I  am  in  f^ene- 
ral  agreement  with  the  noble  Ijord. 
But,  my  Lords.  I  hold  that  it  is  a  very 
important  prinniple  that  each  House 
should  look  arter  its  own  oonstitution. 
I  would  not  encourage  any  proposala  by 
the  House  of  Commons  as  to  the  con- 
stitution of  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
nothing  would  be  more  caluulated  to 
have  that  effect  than  if  your  Lordships 
were  to  consent  to  this  propoia'.  On 
this  short  ground,  I  beff  to  more  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  this  day 
six  monlbe. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  ont 
"  now,"  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  "this  day  tax  months." — {Th» 
J/tirqtUM  of  Saluhitrjf.) 

Eabi.  QBANVILLG  :  I  nnderstand 
that,  OS  a  previous  occasion,  the  noble 
Marquess  ezpresaed  bimaelf  in  favour 
of  the  principle  of  the  measure.  It 
would,  no  duubt,  have  greater  weight  if 
Her  Majesty's  Government  intruduoed 
«  Bill  on  the  subject  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament. 

Thb  Hxaacsss  of  SALISBUHT 
When  I  uttered  the  opinion  to  which 
tfae  noble  Lord  refere,  1  was  very  care- 
ful to  say  that  it  was  only  my  own 
personal  opinion  that  I  was  eipressing, 
and  I  4iil  not  in  any  way  speak  on 
behall  of  Her  Majesty's  Qov«rament. 

On  <Ue»tion,  Ttwt  the  word  "  nov 
■tend  part  of  the  Motion,  resolved  in 
th«  aegative. 
'     Bill  to  be  read  3'  this  day  six  months. 

tAlfD  TRANSFER   BILL  (So.  S). 
jLfroiBTHKHT  or  SKLBtTT  OOUKITTEE. 

The  Lordi)  following  were  named  of 
the  OioiiniUee— 

L.  CbuictUor  L.  Amndell  of  War- 

H.  Bnth  dour 

E.  Staotiops  L.  ThiirlDw- 

E.  UiUtown  L.  Hurtismere 

E.  tlorky  (I^  Uennikerl 

E.  Beauchamp  L.  WikUon 

B.  Kimberley  I.  Hobhouae 

£.  Feveribam  O..  Biher 

£.  Belboroe  L.  Uerwhsll 

L.  Tbriog 


LIGBSSINO  ACT,  1872,  AUENDMSKT  Bltl. 
(KO.  2S). 
A  Bill  to  amend  the  LiosDBin^  A<^f\iJ2,tlt 
to  the  Kranting  liceoocs  f«T  sale  ol  iiiKNuaatiBg 
liqitnrs  at  nilmy  statioaa— Tcetented  by^flM 
Earl  Beanchamp ;  rend  I* ;  to  be  printed ;  and 
to  be  read  2'   on  TueaJay,.tbe  36^  iDstSnt. 

COMPANIES  BELIEF  DILL  (KO.  26). 
ABIll  loiet atreatqaaatioomlTectinKaerbia 
aliares  isaued  under  coolracts  filM  under  Snction 
2Sof  the  Companins  Actf  Mflt -Preaentedjjy 
the  I*nl  \Vig«n  fE.  Crawford);  read  Pj  to 
be  printed ;  and  to  be  read  1*  on  Tueaday,  lbs 
26lh  inttant. 

Hon 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Mofliay,  18(A  iforei    1889..    " 


QDBES'S  SPEECH  (ANSWfiR  TO-. 
AUDRBS6).  V. 

The  -COMPTROLLER  of  *™ 
HOUSEHOLD  (Lobd  Ahthtib  "Hill) 
reported  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the 
Address,  as  fulloweth  :— 

1  thank  jou  for  yoon  Tbyal  and  dnUfol  Ad- 
dress, and  for  your  a'araranCD  that  you  will 
take  into  your  oarolul  ooQiidemlion  the 
Ueunrei  whiub  miy  be  aulmUtel  to  yoa. 

You  mtkf  rely  oo  My  cordial  oo-opiration  in 
your  endeavonis  to  promote  the  weU-b^og  of 
Uy  Poople  in  all  paita  of  Hj  Damiaions. 


QVSSTTOirS. 

^STAL  FACILITIE?  IS  IMVBRSESS- 
SHIRE. 
Me  FRASER-MACKINT08H(Invei'. 
nessshire)  asked  the  Postm net? t  General 
why  the  postal  facilities  demanded  bj 
the  residoDis  above  Find  horn  Bridge,  in  ' 
Inverness-shire,  on  the  South  Bant  flf 
the  River  Findhom,  have  been  refused^ 
whether  the  residents  on  the  Tforth 
Bank  of  the  River  Findhom  have  a 
regular  poat;  whether  oomplaints  hars 
retL-bed  the  DepartmeDt  that  the  poet 
ofBue  at  Tomatin,  situated  under  tbe 
same  roof  with  a  building  holding  a, 
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licence  for  the  sale  of  apiritnoue  liquors, 
U  b;  tbe  South  Bank  leudenta  held  to 
bs  a  Bnare  and  danger  to  the  persona, 
Kenerally  youn^,  who  have  to  be  aent  to 
Tbmatia  to  post  and  call  for  lettaTs; 
and  whether,  bj  a  email  expenditare, 
the  post  runner  nho  performe  the  cir- 
cuit from  Tomatin,  by  Freebum  and 
Oorrybtough,  cmild  overtake  a  daily 
delivery  in  the  Boulh  Bank  diatrict  t 

BiR  H.  UAXWELL  (Wigtonahire,  a 
Lord  of  the  TaBAenav) :  The  Fost- 
jnaater  Oeneral  does  not  feel  justified  in 
taaootioning  an  extension  of  the  post  to  the 
South  Bank  ot  the  Btvsr  Finahorn,  be- 
cause the  letters  are  very  feir  in  num- 
ber— about  three  a  day  only — and  the 
expense  neceseary  would  be  out  of  all 

Sroportion  to  the  revenue.  The  reai- 
ente  on  the  North  Bank  of  that  river 
tiave  a  regular  post.  As  regards  the 
post  office  at  Tomatio,  no  complaints 
Auob  aa  those  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Uember  have  reached  the  Department. 
The  aub-postnustresB  reeidea  with  her 
4)rothsr,  who  holds  a  licence  for  the  sale 
of  liquors  not  to  be  drunk  on  the 
premisea.  I  believe  the  inhabitants 
.generally  are  very  well  satisfied  with 
Che  managemetit  of  the  office. '  The  last 
«ugge«tioa  ot  the  hon.  Member  is  not 
practicable,  on  the  aoore  of  expense. 

SALMON  FISUma  IS  SCOTLAJfl). 

Mb.  mackintosh  asked  the  Sec- 
retary to  the  Treasury  whether  he  has 
observed  that  a  notice  has  been  iosued 
by  the-  Solicitor  in  Scotland  to  the 
Woods  and  Forests,  warning  the  publio 
that  fishing  for  salmon  without  a  Crown 

Sant  is  illegal ;  what  is  the  object  of 
:s  notice  at  the  present  time  ;  and 
wltether  it  is  the  &ct  that  rights  of 
salmon  fishing  can  he  acquired  other- 
^Be'''thUt  by  grant  referred  to  ? 

The  8E0EETAEY  to  thb  THEA- 
SDKY  (Mr.  Jaoksos,  Leeds,  N.l :  The 
.notice  inqueation  was  published  because 
representation  was  made  to  the  Oom- 
mtsaioners  of  Woods  that  a  paragraph 
iji  the  JDundM  Advertiier  purporting  to 
express  the  views  ot  the  Fishery  Board 
on  the  subject  would  otherwise  encour- 
j-  aBd  fishermen  in  the  belief  that  they 
't  were  entitled  to  fish  forsslmon  in  the 
aealeyond  one  mile  from  the  ahore.  A 
similar  notice  was  published  in  1886. 
It  is  not  known  that  salmon  fishings  can 
be  acquired  otbertrise  than  by  grant 
from  the  Crown. 
Mr.  Xaekinieth 


Ub.  8.  WILLIAMSON  (Kilmarnock) 
asked  if  there  had  not  been  a  peraistont 
and  deliberato  misrepresentation  of 
the  rights  of  the  fiehennen  to  the  Com- 
missioners of  Woods  and  Forests,  and 
whether  the  claim  nf  the  fishermen  with 
respect  to  fishing  for  salmon  was  not  a 
perfectly  leital  one  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  Outaide  they  have 
no  righta. 

Ub.  WILLIAMSON  intimated  that 
he  would  take  an  early  opportunity  of 
calling  attention  to  the  subject 

THE  8HEBIFF  OF  NOTTINGHAM. 

Mb.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottinghamshire. 
Bnshdifi'e)  asked  the  Secretai^  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  evidence 
given  by  Mrs.  Grundy,  landlady  of  the 
"  Oreen  Man  Inn,"  and  the  remarks  of 
Mr.  Justice  Stephen  thereon  (ae  reported 
in  the  Nottingham  Daily  Expnt*  of  6th 
March),  at  the  Nottinghamshire  Assizes, 
on  the  5th  March,  in  a  case  where  James 
Low  was  indicted  for  killing  Joseph 
T.  Taylor  at  Nottingham  on  2lBt  Feb- 
ruary:— 

"  The  learned  Jadge,  in  snmmiag  np  the  sti  ' 
deDM,  said  that  if  the  jury  buierod  thk 
priioDer  killed  Taylor  b3-  throwing  him  down 
m  the  conne  of  a  gtrut^gle  it  was  manalaughter. 
The  witaeia,  Un.  Orandr,  landladjr  of  the 
'  Qreen  Man  Inn,'  was  recalled,  and  aibed  bj 
hia  Lordihip  whether  beei  had  been  given  to 
these  people  who  mere  in  the  house  on  the 
mgbt  in  question  P  Witoees'.  Yes.  H is  Lord- 
ship :  How  mnch  F  Witness  ;  36  Kallons.  His 
Lordship:  Who  gave  it  them  f  Witness;  The 
landlord.  His  Lordship :  Unt  of  hia  own 
pocket,  I  suppose  F  Witness:  Yes.  His  Lord- 
ship :  Who  IB  the  landlord?  Witness:  Mr. 
Bobinaon.  His  Lordship :  Who  is  Mi.  Kobio- 
son  P  Witness ;  A  brewtr.  Do  yon  (witness) 
mean  to  say  that  36  gallons  of  beer  were  sap- 
pliod  without  stint  to  all  people  P— Witness : 
Yes.     His  Lordship  :  1  think  it  ii  a  most  im- 

? roper  thing.  Have  you  a  licence  P— Witness  ; 
'es.  His  Lordship  :  I  think  it  is  a  matter 
which  should  be  brought  before  the  licennng 
justices.  I  think  it  is  a  very  discreditable  pro- 
ceediDg.  I  think  a  person  in  a  superior  posi- 
tion ot  life,  who  hM  the  oppoituttity  of 
distrthatiDg  quantities  of  beer  to  a  nomber  of 
labouring  men  going  into  a  pnblio  house  ot 
that  kind,  acts  with  great  want  of  oommoii 
sense  and  real  good  nature  to  the  people  whom 
he  supplies  in  this  way  with  liquor.  This  is 
the  kind  of  way  in  which  a  thing  of  Qiat  kind 
is  not  onlikely  to  end;" 

Whether  the  Mr.  Sobioaoa  referred  to 
is  at  present  Sheriff  of  the  borough  of 
Nottingham  ;  and  whether  he  proposes 
to  make  any  inveatigation  into  or  take 
any  action  in  the  matter? 
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Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Oookermouth)  also  a«k«d  whether 
the  attention  of  the  right  hnn.  Gentle- 
man had  been  called  to  a  trial  for  man- 
riaughter  before  Sir  FitzJamee  Stephens 
at  Nottingham  on  March  5th,  vhere, 
according;  to  the  aooounts  in  the  Notting- 
ham papers,  the  Judge  made  severe 
oommente  on  the  oonduct  of  Ur.  Bobin- 
aon.  Sheriff  of  the  county  of  the  town 
of  Nottiagbam ;  whether  his  Lordship 
described  the  conduct  of  the  Sheriff 
in 

"  DutributiDg  quantitjea  of  beer  to  &  nam' 
bar  of  labonriDg  mBD  goinff  into  •  public  hotus 
M  a  very  diacredi table  proceeding," 
and  added  that  he  considered  the  person 
who  supplied  the  ale  gratis  to  be  greatly 
reaponsible  for  what  occurred — namelr, 
the  Tnanslaaghter;  whether,  if  this  be 
the  case,  the  right  bon.  gentleman 
intends  taking  any  steps  towards 
oensoring  or  otherwise  dealing  with 
the  Sheriff  for  what  the  Judge  de- 
scribed aa  bis  very  improper  conduct ; 
and  whether  it  is  the  case  that  this 
Sheriff  of  the  oounty  of  the  town  of 
Nottingnam  owns  upwards  of  100 
public  honses  ia  the  town  of  Nottiog- 
hamf 

Thk  secretary  op  state  Foa 
THE  HOMK  I>EPABTHENT  (Mr. 
Mattbbws,  Birmingham,  £.) :  The  facts 
are  correctly  stated.  The  case  occurred 
at  a  time  when  there  were  general  fes- 
tivities, iooidentsl  to  Mr.  Robinson's 
aon  coming  of  age,  and  the  Sheriff, 
wishing  not  to  exclude  the  poorer 
closaes  from  a  share  in  the  rejoidugs, 
distributed  refreshments  gratis  at  cer- 
tain places.  All  the  facts  were  not 
known  to  the  learned  Judge  when  be 
need  the  expreesions  quoted,  and  when 
^e  circumetaaces  were  made  known  to 
him  he  took  occasion  on  a  subsequent 
day, '  as  no  doubt  both  bon.  Members 
are  aware,  to  express  publicly  bis  sorrow 
at  having  spoken  as  he  did,  and  thereby 
gJTon  pain  to  a  gentleman  whose  real 
wish  was  to  be  kind  and  friendly  to  his 
neighbours,  and  especially  his  poorer 
neighbours.  The  learned  Judge  informs 
me  that,  had  he  known  the  facts,  he 
would  have  oonsiderably  softened  the 
severity  of  his  remarks,  and  while  he  is 
of  opinion  that  the  distribution  of  beer 
was  incautious,  he  cannot  say  an  reflec- 
tion that  it  was, directly  connected  with 
the  offence  in  queetion.  After  this  ex- 
presaion  of  opinion  by  the  Judge,  I  do 


not  intend  to  take  any  steps  towardtr' 
censuring  or  otherwise  dealing  with  th« 
Sheriff,  whose  only  fault  was  a  mista^n 
kindness,  and  who.  I  am  sure,  must  e0- 
gret  the  deplorable  fatality  which 
marred  the  general  rejoioinge.  The 
Sheriff  informs  me  that  he  owns  37,  not 
100,  publio-houBM  in  the  town  oi  Not- 
tingham. 

Ma.  J.  ELLIS  t  Did  not  the  learned 
Judge,  in  the  explanation  to  which  tho 
right  hoa.  Qentlemao  refers,  use  these 
words — 

"I  etill  thick, and  I  caonot  withdMiw  the 
words  I  used,  that  to  take  tb«  coarM  of  dittri- 
butiDg  beer  to  i^tt  of  labonring  men  who 
entered  a  publicTion«e  in  the  ordinary  way 
was  misdirected  benevolence." 

Ma.  MATTHEWS:  In  the  report  I 
have  of  the  Judge's  expression  those 
words  occur.  I  may  obterve  that  t&e 
hoB.  Gentleman,  when  he  put  his  ques- 
tion without  Doticiug  the  expressions  ot 
the  learned  Judge,  was  aware  of  them. 

Hb.  J.  ELLIS :    Ob,   I    was  quite 


BIE  W.  MARRIOTT  AND  SIR  BDOAB 
VINCENT. 
Mb.  JENNINGS  (Stockport)  aeked 
theUnder  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  the  correspondence 
which,  according  to  reports  in  tne  Press, 
has  passed  between  Sir  William  Mar- 
riott and  Sir  Edgar  Vincent  has  been 
forwarded  to  the  Foreign  Office  by  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring;  and  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  any  objec- 
tion to  its  production  ? 

*The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOK  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
Jakes  Fbhqubsos,  Manchester,  N.EO: 
The  correspondence  between  Sir  W- 
Marriott  and  Sir  Edgar  Vincent  has 
only  been  forwarded  privately  and  nn- 
officially,  and  cannot  bo  presented. 

THE  IRISH  PRISON  BOARD. 
Mb.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.) :  I 
have  a  question  on  the  Paper  to  aik 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland.  Is  it  a  fact  that  the 
Prison  Board  in  Ireland  bas  refused  io 
hold  communication  with  prison  chap- 
lains in  relation  to  prisoners  except 
through  the  medium  of  the  governors  at 
the  prisons ;  under  what  rule  is  this 
practice  enforced  i  and,  whether,  having 
regud  to  the  fact  that  the  prison  chap- 
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lains  are  virtually -in  depsndent  of  the' 
mftauon,  h9  will  direct  the  PHnoas 
Bdard  to  eatertain  oomiouiiioatioDS  from 
tfie  ohaplains  vithout  this  iDtervention 
tX  tha  goTemors?  A^  the  right  hon. 
GfiQt'eman  the  Chief  SeiretaTy  is  not 
prdBeot,  I  wilt  defer  the  qnenti'in. 

The    solicitor    GENERAL  po» 
IBELAND  (Ur.  Maodxh,  UniTenity  of 
DnhlinJ :  I  &m  prepared  to  answer  it. 
Vx.  UAONBirX:  I  beg  to  defer  it. 

*Ur.  BPEAKBB:  Order,  order!  As 
the  Solicitor  General  i>  prepared  to 
nuwer  it,  Z  call  upon  the  Solicitor 
Geoeral. 

*Mb.  UADDBN  :  The  GeDsral  Prisons 
Board  iDforois  me  that  the  goTsmor  of 
«  prison  being;  respoiiBible  for  its  disci- 

Slioe,  it  la  the  practice  to  rsqiiire  all' 
ie  officers  of  the  prison,  including  the 
t^tKplain  or  chaplains,  to  forward  com- 
Kiimlnations  on  onlicarT  niatten>,  or  oa< 
matters  fcr  vhiah  the  governor  is 
responsihU,. through  that  ottirer,  whose 
report  on  auch  matters  is  obviously 
neoesaary.  At  ihe  aame  time,  the  Board 
aliraya  receives  any  conGdential  report 
ortamarks  of  the  chaplains  regarding 
the  welfare  of  pnaonars  of  tbeir  o»n 
denomination  whenever  thay  see  fit  to 
nuke  such  comoiunioationa.  The  Board 
adds  that  the  chaplain   is  not  virtually 


wttier  in  Ireland  or,  aj  lar  as  t^e  Board 
itf  aware,  in  England. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  Would 
the  chaplain  be  required  to  report  to  the 
governor  on  a  matter  aSecting  the 
gorsmor  himself  f 

*Vu.'  MADDEN:  That  I  im^ine 
Tould  be  an  exceptional  case,  but  the 
rigfat  hoD.  Gentleman  Lad  better  put  ft' 
question  on  the  paper. 

IHI8H  PBISON  SUBOEONS. 
Un.  MAO  NEILL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu  tenant 
whether  hia  attention  has  been  directed 
to  an  article  in  the  Uedifl  t^tu, 
-rtgrlnted  In  the  /n<A  Timet  of  the  7th' 
March,  complaining  that  Irish  prison 
Mugeans  are  made  the  ecap^oate  for 
lilie  seta  of  the  Govarnmeot  whenever' 
iSese  acts  may  oveate  uproar  or  involve 
■drerse  critictom  ;  is  it  a  fact  that  the 
Frisona  Board  requires  a  weekly  return 
of^extra  diets  and  remissions  of  prison 
ffiicipline  ordered  by  the  surgeons,  with 
the  reasooa  for  which  thev  are  granted, 
to  prieonera  under  the  Oriminal  Law 
Mlr.itMKeitt 


and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act ;  and  have 
prison  surgeons  been  reprimanded  by 
the  Prisons  Board  for  the  granting  of 
such  iadulgenoee  and  remtseions  to  such 

<*&[&.  MADDEN:  There  is  no  truth 
in  the  statement  that  the  Irieh  priaon> 
Burgeons  are  made  the  soapegoats  for 
Ihe  acts  of  the  Government. 

IRELiNU— POLICE  PASSES. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenaoi  whether 
it  ia  a  fact  that  Sergeant  Uahony,  of 
the  £oyal  Irish  Oiinatahnlary,  issues 
passports  to  the  iuhabitants  of  Owee- 
dore,  of  one  of  which  the  following  is  a 

copy  :      "  Puss .       Signed, 

Owen  Mahony,  Sergeant,  B.I.C.  ;  " 
under  what  authority  is  Sergeant 
Mahony  empowered  either  to  give  or  to 
withhuld  permission  to  the  inhabitantsof 
Gweedore  to  go  or  come  in  pursuance, 
of  their  lawful  avocatious ;  and  is  it  a. 
fact,  ae  stated  in  the  Dtrrg  Jmu-Hal  of 
Haroh  4th,  1889,  that 

"SergBsnt  Uohony,  li.T.C,  U  atTMtiag  and 
diiohBTKiuff  it  will  pflasanta  in  Qweedore,  and 
that  he  HDd  certain  other  mambers  of  the  con- 
atsbuUry  have  Srsd  OQ  per«ODB  SyiDg  through 
bogi  to  ewape  baisg  hurried  off  si  haudcnSed 
■uspects  to  gaol,  &c.  f  " 

*Ub.  madden  explained  that  Sergt. 


independent    of  Uis    prison   governor,'  Mubony  hai  given   the   docnmenta  in' 

_;«.__  .•_T..i-_  J  „   _.  i__  ._  .?_  Tl — J.    question  to  certain  persons  to  fave  them 

from  inoonrenieooe.     It  is  not  true  that 

Mahony  was  arresting  and  discharging 

at  will  peasants  in  Donegal. 

Mb.  MAC  NEILL:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  Mr.  Blackburn, 
at  the  present  moment  in  charge  of  a 
detachment  of  the  Irish  0<)3stabulary,' 
recently  presented  a  revotver  at  thff 
head  of  a  man  ? 
*Mb.  MADDEN:  That  question  does 
not  arise  out  of  my  answer. 

Mb.  SEXTUN:  Are  the  police  entitled 
to  limit  the  freedom  of  tbe  Irish  people 
by  issuing  passes  ?  Where  do  they  get- 
their  authority  ? 

*Mb.  MADDEN  :  I  stated  in  my 
anawer  that  bo  olBoer  of  the  Irish 
Constabulary  has  power  to  limit  the 
freedom  of  the  people  by  issuing  passes.' 
In  the  ease  of  two  persons  passes  were' 
given  to  show  they  were  free  from 
suspicion. 

Mb.  SEXTON:   Does   it   not  follow 
that  other  persons  in  the  district  were 
suspected  ? 
*Mb.  MADDEN:  No,  Sir. 
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THE  COAL  MINES  REGULiTION  ACT. 

Kb.  WILLIAM  CKAWFOED  (Dur- 
ham, MiH)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Dtipartment  if  it  is  in 
keeping  with  the  proviaioDa  of  "The 
Ooal  Uine^  Begulatioa  Act,  1B87,"  tn 
compel  workmeD  to  descend  and  ascend 
the  shaft  of  a  coat  mine  with  loaded 
tuba  in  the  same  cage,  or  the  oompanioa 
cage  running  in  the  same  shaft,  u  it  lb 
now  done  at  the  WeaTmuutb  Collier;,  in 
the  count;  of  Durham  ? 

Mr.  UATXBKWS:  There  is  nothing 
in  the  provisions  of  the  Coal  Mines  Act, 
1887,  to  forbid  the  practice  in  question, 
which  is  regulated  by  special  rules  in 
the  different  oullierim.  In  the  Wear- 
mouth  Colliery  there  is  a  special  rule 
(eatablished  after  disouasions  in  which 
the  men  were  represented)  against 
allowing  men  to  descend  or  aacend  with 
or  against  a  loaded  tub  without  per- 
miasiun;  and  I  am  informed  that  the 
permission  given  is  in  onoordanca  with 
a  practice  which  has  prAvailed  there 
man;  years  without  accident. 

ZANZIBAR. 
Mb.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
ashed  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  trade  of  British  Indian  subjects 
in  Zanzibar  has  been  nearly  ruined  by 
the  action  of  the  Germans  on  the  main- 
land, putting  a  stop  alike  to  the  coast- 
wise and  the  interior  trade;  that  the 
main  resnlt  of  the  bombardment  of 
coast  ports  by  German  war  ships  has 
been  Uie  destruciion  of  the  property  of 
Indians;  that  in  one  case  an  Indian 
merehant  and  hia-wife  wwe  shot  in  their 
house  by  German  sailors;  and  that 
within  a  space  of  two  months  upwards 
of  1,000  Indians  left  Zanzibar  for  India, 
the  majority,  being  utterly  ruined ;  and, 
whether  he  will  take  any  steps  to  as- 
certain the  extent  of  the  injury  done, 
and  to  obtain  compensation  from  the 
German  Qovemmeat  for  the  losses  sus- 
tained by  British  subjeotsT 
•Sib  J.  FERGUSSOiV :  It  is  true  that 
on  that  part  of  the  coast  which  is  the 
aoeoe  of  disturbances  British  Indians 
have  suffered  great  loeses  from  the 
stoppage  of  trade  and  destruotion  of 
property,  though  a  large  number  are 
fltill  residing  and  carrying  on  busiaeoa 
within  the  sphere  of  German  influence. 
I  eaaoot  lay  that  the  destruction  of  the 


property  of  the  Indians  has  been  the 
main  result  of  the  action  of  Qennan 
shipe,  although  incidentally  they  have 
suffered  by  the  etate  of  war.  £a' 
September  an  Inilian  and  his  wife  were 
unfortunately  killed  in  the  firing  which 
followed  on  an  attack  upon  the  German 
Company's  people  by  some  natives  from 
the  interior.  Indiana  have  returned 
home  in  a  destitute  condition,  but  we 
have  no  actual  aixiouot  of  their  numbers. 
Deeply  aa  the  looses  of  these  British 
subjects  is  to  be  regretted,  there  is  no ' 
principle  of  international  law  on  which 
compensation  can  be  demanded  from 
the  German  Qovernmnnt. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  gave  notice  that, 
in  consequence  ut  the  ezoeeding  gravity 
of  the  facts  and  the  answer  which  had 
just  been  given. -he  would  at  the  earliest 
opportunity  raiite  the  question  before 
the  House. 

Mr.  a.  M'ABTHUB  CLeicester)  asked 
whether  it  was  tree,  as  stated  in  the 
TVutM  of  to-day,  that  Oolonel  Euan 
Smith  had  publicly  warned  all  British 
subjects  to  wirhdraw  from  Baadani,  in 
consequence  of  an  offluial  announoement 
by  the  German  Admiral  of  hie  intention 
to  punish  that  place  ? 
*Sit.  J.  FERGUSSON :  It  is  true  that 
the  British  aubje<:ts  have  been  warned 
to  withdraw  &oui  Saadaai  in  oansequenoe- 
of  the  offiuial  anuouacement  of  the  Ger- 
man Admiral  of  his  intention  to  punish 
that  place.  The  Admiral,  in  the  notice 
he  has  given,  has  ol>served  the  forma  of 
war,  and  Her  Majesty's  Qovernment 
would  not  be  entitled  to  object  to  hia 
proceedings. 

Mr.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (OWham): 
Have  memorials  been  received  at  the 
Foreign  Office  claiiiiiag  compensation  ? 
*SiB  J.  FEEGUSSO.V:  The  hon. 
Member  had  better  give  notice  of  that 
Question. 

H.M.8.  SVLTAK. 
SiK  EDWARD  EEED  tCardiff)  asked, 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether' 
there  is  any  truth  in  the  report  that  the, 
grounding  of  the  Sultan  waa  due  to  a 
defective  chart  of  the  Maltese  Islands ; 
and,  in  view  of  the  crucial  test  to  which 
surveys  are  subject  in  these  days  of  deep 
draught,  highspeed,  and  torpedo  opera- 
tions, whether  he  wilt  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  encouraging  naval  <^cfirt 
posseeaed  of  the  neceaeary  aptitude  to- 
join  the  surveying  hroaoh  of  the  pro-- 
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fession,  b;  pennitting  promotion  to  ope- 
rate as  freely  in  that  aa  ia  other 
branoheB,  anch  as  that  of  gunner;  and 
torpedo  work  ? 

■l-HB  FffiST  LORD  OF  TH«  ADMI- 
BALTY  (Lord  Geohoe  Hamilton, 
Uiddlesez,  Ealing):  The  C!ommander- 
in-Ohief  reports  that  the  SiUtan 
grounded  on  a  patoh  of  rooks  unmarked 
on  the  chart  and  where  deep  water  is 
shown.  Whether  this  ia  due  to  defeo- 
tire  surrey  or  recent  Tolcanio  action 
cannot  at  present  be  stated.  The 
Commander-in-Chief  has  been  instructed 
to  cause  every  inquiry  to  be  made 
locally,  from  fishermen  and  othera,  as 
to  any  previoua  knowledge  of  the  ex- 
istence of  these  rocks.  The  channel 
where  the  accident  occurred  was  sur- 
Teyed  in  1857  and  1860.  The  cironm- 
stances  attending  the  stranding  of  the 
Sultan  will  be  fully  inrestigated  by  a 
Court  Uartial  that  will  be  held  at 
Portsmouth  under  the  presidency  of 
the  Commander-in-Chief  at  that  port. 
The  Admiralty  fully  recognite  the  Tain- 
able  work  done  by  the  surveying  offlcere, 
and  it  is  their  wish  to  encourage  officers 
with  an  aptitude  for  this  class  of  work 
to  join  that  branch  of  the  Service.  Tbe 
pay  they  get  while  surveying  is  consider- 
ably higher  then  that  of  other  officers 
of  their  rank,  and  their  claims  for  pro- 
motion are  considered  equally  with  those 
of  their  brother  officers. 

THE  DECLARATION  OF  PARIS. 
Sib  OEOBGE  BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool,  .  irkdale)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  the  Empire  of  Qermany  and 
the  Kingdom  el  Italy  hold  themselves 
to  be  bound  by  the  Declaration  of  Paris, 
April  IBth,  18A6,  respecting  neutral 
maritime  rights  in  time  of  war,  to  which 
the  Kingdoms  of  Pruaaia  and  Sardinia 
reaiMotively  agreed  F 
*8iE  J.  FEBGUSSON :  Both  Germany 
and  Italy  in  recent  Trealiee  with  foreign 
Powers  have  declared  that,  with  regard 
to  those  Powers,  they  accepted  the 
prinoiplee  of  the  Declaration  of  Paris. 

HICUMOND  PARK. 
StB  JOHN  ELLIS  (Surrey,  Kings. 
too)  asked  tbe  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  whether  any  large  number  of 
oak  trees  have  been  fellea  in  Richmond 
Park ;  whether  a  formal  avenue  of  trees 
Sir  BiKori  St«d 
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has  been  planted ;  and,  whether  repre* 
aentations  have  reached  him  that  a 
single  avenue  of  trees  is  out  of  keeping 
and  will  aeriouely  interfere  with  the 
picturesque  charaoter  of  the  park  f 

*Thk  PIBST  COMMISSIONER  or 
W0BK8  (Mr.  PumsEr,  Univeraity  of 
Dublin) :  I  think  I  can  best  answer  the 
question  of  my  hon.  Friend  by  quoting 
a  few  lines  from  a  Report  which  has 
been  made  to  me  on  the  subject  of  the 
new  avenue  of  fa oree- chestnuts  in  Rich- 
mond Park  by  Mr.  John  Clutton,  whose 
name  is  well  known  as  that  of  one  of  the 
best  authorities  on  tbe  subject  of  park 
plantations  of  tbe  present  day,  and  who 
has  been  our  adviser  on  the  management 
of  the  timber  of  Bicbmond  Park  for  the 
last  twenty-five  years,  with,  I  think, 
very  satisfactory  results.  Mr.  Clutton 
writes  as  follows: — 

"  I  kdrised  in  1S85  that  the  STenue  or  cheat- 
Duts  referred  to  shoald  be  planted,  aad  so  far 
ai  I  eonld  aacertaia  it  wag  thought  at  the  time 
that  tach  an  aTume  would  be  an  improTsmotti 
to  the  park.  The  ohettnat  trees,  having  been 
moat  carefally  planted  and  cared  for  by  the 
woodman  in  the  park,  hax'e  made  good  pro- 
greai.  In  carrying-  this  avenue  in  a.  direct  line 
from  th«  I«dder  Stils  to  Ham  CroM  (where 
four  roadi  meat),  two  oak  tree*  and  16  old 
oak  pollardi  ilood  betweeo  the  two  lines  of 
youDg  treee,  and  thus  destroyed  the  effect  in- 
tended to  be  produced.  U'he  old  pollanU  were, 
for  the  moat  part,  mere  ahella,  fast  paMing  into 
decay,  and  near  them  are  many  otbera  in  a 
similar  condition.  My  reaeooi  for  recommend- 
ing an  avSDue  were,  fint,  that  it  wontd  form  a 
ihady  walk  of  about  half  a  mile  in  the  line  of 
a  mnch- frequented  footpath  leading  from  Rich- 
mond to  CcKHnbe  and  Kew  Maiden  by  tha 
I«dder  Stile  Oate ;  secondly,  that  there  ore 
many  of  the  finest  Avenuea  (fast  falling;  to 
decay)  in  leveial  of  the  Royal  parks,  such  as 
Bother  Fark  (horse- cbettnats),  and  Windsor 
Park  [elms  and  other  lieee).  The  avennea  and 
rides  in  Windsor  Park  are  numerous  and  ex- 
tensire.  In  Uichmond  Park  also  there  ia  the 
Queen's  Ride,  on  either  side  of  which  the  tree* 

old  and  becoming  decayed." 
I  may  add  that  the  two  oak  trees  and 
the  16  old  oak  pollards  which  have 
thus  been  removed,  formed  a  comer  of 
a  wood  in  which  there  still  remain 
several  hundreds  of  similar  trees. 

IRELAND— MR.  CREAOH,  J.P. 

a.  T.  W.  BTJSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
asked  tiie  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  ia 
aware  that  Mr.  Creagh,  J. P.,  of  Quin, 
county  Clare,  who  was  wounded  on 
Sunday,  the  lOlh  instant,  has  been 
three  times  fired  at  since  1872 ;  whether 
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hia  attentioa  hu  been  o&Ued  to  the  fact 
that  on  one  of  theu  ocoEBioni  the  man 
who  fired  at  him  blew  oS  h\»  own  finger 
owing  to  the  bnritiag  of  hia  gun,  and 
was  arrested,  but  acquitted  b;  a  Clare 
jur7,  although  the  finger  wbioh  had 
been  picked  up  on  the  ipot  waa  pro- 
duoed  in  Court,  aTid  found  to  be  the 
finger  of  the  prisonsr ;  and  it  Mr. 
Greagh  and  his  aister  are  under  polioe 
protection? 

Ub.  cox  (aare,  E.)  aaked  whether 
the  hoo.  and  learned  Oentleman's 
attention  had  been  direoted  to  a  state- 
ment made  at  the  local  branch  of  the 
National  League  to  the  effect  that  Mr. 
(>eagh  waa  a  kindly,  good-natured 
gentleman,  with  all  the  quatitiea  neoea- 
■ary  to  entitle  him  to  the  popularity  he 
enjoyed,  and  that  he  was  known  to 
have  supported  many  poor  people  out  of 
hia  own  pocket  in  timea  of  dietreaaf 

*Mn.  MU>DEN :  The  hon.  Member 
must  give  notice  of  that  queition.  It 
ia  the  case  that  Mr.  Creagh,  J.P.,  has 
been  fired  at  on  three  ocoawona  ainoe 
1872.  When  fired  at  in  1873,  he  waa 
about  to  evict  the  father  of  the  man 
who  waa  aubaequentiy  charged  with  the 
offence.  The  man  was  arreated  aa  he 
was  about  to  get  hia  hand,  which 
in  a  shattered  condition,  amputated. 
is  the  fact  that  medical  eridenoe  waa 
given  at  the  trial  to  the  effect  that  a 
finger  found  at  the  scene  of  the  outrage, 
where  the  blunderbuss  need  had  ex- 
plodod,  belonged  to  the  amputated 
hand,  and  that,  notwithstanding  this 
evidence,  the  j  ury  a<Miuitted  the  aooused. 
Since  the  recent  firing  at  Mr.  Crea^h 
and  hie  siater,  thsy  are  receiving  polioe 
protection,  and  a  police  hut  is  about  to 
be  erected  near  Mr.  Greagh's  house. 
Ma.  FLTNN  (Cork,  N.) :  Is  the  hon. 

and  learned  Gentleman    aware  that  a 

Eiublie  meeting  has  been  held  in   the 
ooality  to  protest,  in  the  strongest  man- 
ner, against  the  outrage  in  question  ? 
'Mb.   MADDEN  :    I  am   not  aware 

of  it. 
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with  which  15  policemen  are  conatantl; 
employed.  The  question  of  the  extra 
pohoe  force  in  the  county  has  been 
recently  inquired  into,  with  a  result  that 
a  reduction  of  five  in  the  number  waa 
effected  from  February  1  last.  No  fur- 
ther reduction  is  at  present  possible. 


WESTUEATH  EXTRi  POLICE. 
In  answer  to  Mr.  Donal  Sullivan, 
*Ma.  MADDEN  eaid  the  Oonatabulary 
■  authorities  report  that,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  one  murder  of  an  agrarian  cha- 
racter, the  county  of  Weatmaath  is  fairly 
quiet,  though,  unfortunately,  it  ia  still 
neoetsary  to  afford  polioe  proteotion  to 
\  large  number  of  person^  in  connection 


DIVISIONAL  C0MUI3SI0NEKS. 
He.  IANE  (Cork  County,  B.)  asked 
the  Solidlor  Qeneral  for  Ireland  undw 
what  oiroumatances  the  position  of  divi- 
aional  magistrate  waa  abolished  and  that 
of  diviaional  commissioner  instituted; 
and  whether  the  salaries  and  duties  of 
the  present  divisional  commiBsionera  are 
the  asme  aa  when  these  gentlemen  were 
called  divisional  magistrates  ? 

•Mb.  madden  aaid  that  it  had  been 
long  felt  that  the  title  of  Divisional 
Magistrate  was  misleading,  and  the  title 
of  Divisional  Commissioner  had  been 
adopted  aa  more  appropriate,  inasmuch 
aa  the  duties  of  the  officers  in  questicm 
were  purely  executive. 

Ms.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Did  they  retain 
and  exerdae  the  functions  of  magia- 
tratM? 
*Ma.  MADDEN:  They  did  not  exer- 
cise any  judicij  functions;  their  func- 
tions were  neither  more  nor  less  after 
the  change  of  name. 

Mn.  T.  M.  HEALT :  Will  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  be  called  to 
the  fact  that,  being  no  longer  magiatiatea 
in  name,  they  should  not  be  allowed  to 
be  so  in  fact  ? 

Mb.  LANE:  May  I  ask  wheth^ 
since  the  change  in  name,  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  baa  not  conferred  upon  theee 
gentlemen  Gommiasions  of  the  Peace 
for  the  aame  districts  over  which  they 
acted  as  divisional  magistrates  ? 
•Mb.  MADDEN :  I  must  ask  for  notice 
of  that  question. 

THE  SUPERINTENDEST  OF  POUCE  AT 
UEKTUYR. 
Ma.  DAVID  -THOMAS-  (Merthyi 
Tydvill  asked  the  Secretary  of  8tat«  for 
the  Home  Department  when,  and  in  tha 
Police  Force  of  which  county  adjacent 
to  Glamorganshire,  Captain  Lindsay 
had  been  employed ;  if  he  would  state 
on  what  previous  occasions  the  office  of 
Superintendent  of  Ptdioe  for  Merthyr 
has  bean  filled  by  appointment  from 
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outaidfl  tlie  ranks  of  the  police  force  of 
the  county;  whether  Captain  Lindsay 
had  any  kiio«Ied)fe  of  Welsh,  a  lan- 
guage whi<^  is  very  extoQsively  spoken 
in  toe  district ;  what  is  the  salary  attach- 
ing to  the  office  of  Superinteadeut  at 
Merthyr,  and  what  are  the  aaiaries  of 
the  en  peri  n  tend  en  Is  of  other  districts  in 
Glamorgan  eh  ire  ;  whether  he  had  reason 
to  believe  that  the  Chief  Constable  was 
unaUe  to  discover  among  the  police  of 
the  county  a  man  qualified  to  discharge 
the  duties  of  Superintendent  of  Mertbyr 
efficiently ;  if  ht)  could  state  ^hat  quali- 
fications Captain  Lionel  Lindsay,  the 
aon  of  the  Chief  Constable,  possessed 
for  the  office;  whether  the  satisfaction 
avinoed  by  the  police  force  of  the  county 
in  general  at  Captain  Lindsay's  appoint- 
inant  was  shared  by  tho^e  who  in  the 
ordinary  ooiirse  might  have  'expected 
promotion  upon  the  retirement  of 
Superintendent  Thomas;  wbetber  the 
joint  committee  of  magiatratefr  and 
oounty  ooanciUurs  will  have  any  power 
to  revise  this  appointment ;  and  whether 
he  would  exert  his  inJQuence  with 
Oolonel  Lindsay  with  a  view  to-  making 
the  latter  see  the  propriety  of  cancelling 
the  appointment  of  hie  son  to  the  Te> 
munerative  public  o£oe  in  question  ? 

Cui^xEL  HILL  (Bristol,  tj..):  Before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ansffers  this 

auestion,  may  I  ask  bim  in  i<etation  to 
le  same  subject  whether  thb  Chief 
Constable  ot  Glamorganshire  has  for 
22  years  oontinued  to  discharge  the 
difficult  duties  of  hi)  office  with  singular 
ability ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
such  appointments  have  never  been 
questioned,  though  the  officer^  did  not 
always  possess  a  knowledge  of  the 
Welsh  language ;  whether  with  respect 
to  the  force  under  his  command  the 
appointment  of  officeni  does  not  rest 
abaolutely  with  the  Chief  ConstaUle-, 
and  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  aware  that  the  gentleman  wbo  is  the 
subject  of  the  question  bai  aciaptdly 
made  himself  acquainted  with  German, 
French,  Italian,  and  Arabic,  as  to 
warrant  the  b^ief  that  he  will  soon 
aoquire  a  competent  knowled^  of  the 
Welsh  language  t 

Mr.  UATXHBW8:  Gaplatn  Lind- 
say's previous  poUco  service  hte  been 
in  Egypt,  not  in  this  coanlVy.  The 
office  in  question  has  hitherto  b6en  filled 
by  promution  from  the  force. '  Neither 
<mplain  Lindsay  nor  his  predecessors  in 
Jfr.  SMid  Tiw-rai 
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the  office  had  knowledge  of  the  Welsh 
language.  I  ant  not  acquainted  with 
Captain  Lindsay's  linguistic 'accomplish- 
ments, mentioned  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
but  no  doubt  what  he  says  is  accurate. 
The  salaries  of  superintendents  in  this 
force  are  £  IbO.  rising  to  £200  after  five 
yeaTH.  The  Oliief  Constable  considered 
chat  Captain  Lindsay  was  better  qualified 
than  anyone  else.  The  selection  waa 
approved  by  the  Chairman  of  Quarter 
Sessions  and  the  Justioes  of  the  Petty 
Sessional  division.  Captain  Lindsay 
has  a  good  record  of  police  service  ia 
Egypt,  and  has  received  ezcelleut  testi- 
monial) from  the  chief  officers  of  police 
in  that  country.  I  bave  no  reason  to 
donht  that  the  appointment  is  popular 
in  the  force.  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
provision  in  the  Statute  for  the  revision 
of  all '  appointoient  such  as  this,  which 
has  been  properly  made  in  accordance 
with  the  law.  It  is  nut  my  intention  to 
make  any  representation  to  the  Chief- 
OoBstable  en  the  subject. 

THE  CORE  SUB-COHHISSIOH. 
Mr.  LANE  (on  behalf  of  Mr:  Mausicb 
HlBALT,  Cork)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
how'  many  unions  are  at  present  in- 
clttded  within  the  circuit  of  the  County 
Oirk  Sub-Co  torn  issi  on,  including  the 
Waterford  unions  recently  added  to  it; 
what  is  the  average  number  of  Poor 
Law  uirions  at  present  included  in  the 
circiritof  a  Sub-Commission;  howmany 
fair  rent  applications  from  the  county 
Cork  were  unbeard  up  to  the  end  of 
Febratiry  1889;  hov  many  of  the  county 
Waterford  unions  are  inoluded  in  the 
circuit  of  the  Cork  Sub- Commission,  and 
bow  many  unions  lie  partly  in  the 
cennty  Waterford  and  partly  in  the 
county  Cork ;  whether  the  Chairman  of 
the  Sab  Commission  and  the  Begiltrar 
baVe,  under  the  prraent  arrangement, 
to  ast  with  the  Waterford  Lay  Com- 
missioners as  well  as  with  the  Cork  Lay 
Commissioners,  and  fit  alternately  in 
the  county  WaterFord  and  in  remote 
parte  of  the  county  Cjrk;  whether, 
within  tbe  past  month,  in  consequence 
of  this  stale  of  things,  tbe  Chairman 
and  Registrar  bad  to  go  from  a  sitting 
in-Bontry^  oounty  Cork,  to  on6  in  Im- 
more,  oounty  Waterford,  then  to  one  in 
Skibbereen,  county  Cork,  tben  to  one  in 
Dangarvaui  oonuty  Waterford,  and  next 
to  one  in  Mallow,  county  Cork;    andf 
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wbether  he  was  airare  that  the  effect  of 
theae  iDconveDient  arraDKemenis  liud 
been  to  greatly  hamper  the  Suh-Coni' 
niaxion  aoi)  to  lesseo  iU  capacity  for  the 
diflposal  of  biiBiness? 

*ilE.  MADDEN  :  The  Land  Com 
noDera  infurra  nie  that  there  are  15 
unions  wholly  within  the  county  of 
Cork,  three  nnioos  partly  in  that 
oounty  and  partly  in  other  counties,  and 
three  unions  wholly  within  the  county 
of  Waterford.  and  four  partly  in  Water- 
ford,  and  partly  in  other  countiea. 
There  ia,  therefore,  a  total  of  1 8  uoions 
and  paria  nf  seven  unions  in  the  circuit 
of  the  Curk  Sub-Commissiwi.  The 
STerage  number  of  unions  included  in 
the  circuit  of  a  Sub-GommiHsion  ia  16. 
There  are  abnut  5,0tl  fair-rent  applica- 
tions  from  the  Coanly  Curk  which  we 
ttndiapused  of  by  the  Land  Oommiasli 
at  tba  end  of  February,  188!).  The 
necessity  whit-h  exiats  for  the  Chairmaa 
and  Be^istrar  of  the  Sub-Commission  to 
travel  backwards  aod  forwards  to  each 
of  the  pair  of  lay  Assiatant  Commia- 
^onera  is  one  which  must  exist  where 
there  are  three  pair  of  lay  Asaietant 
Oommiesioners  presided  over  by  them, 
nnleaa  the  three  pair  were  to  work  in 
Adjoining  unions,  which  would  cause 
partiea  in  distant  naiooa  to  be  disaatis- 
nod.  The  neoeasity  which  eii»ts  does 
not  hamper  the  Sub  Cummission  or 
laeeen  its  caparity  for  work,  although  it 
does  throw  adiJilional  labour  on  the 
Obairman  and  Registrar. 

MRS.  HINDS'  TENANTS. 
Hb.  J.  F.  X.  O'fiSIEN  (Uayo.  8.) 
uked  the  Gbief  SecretaTy  to  the  Jjotd 
Uenteoant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  Mr.  Henry  A.  Uobinson,  J.F., 
of  Bouodstone,  county  Qalway,  who  ia 
agent  for  Mrs.  Binds,  is  in  the  habit  of 
Mrring  oo  the  tenants,  year  after  year, 
qeotment  notices  for  practically  one  half 
year's  rent,  the  other  half  year  being  the 
running  gale,  which  are  habitually  with- 
drawn on  pajment  of  10«.,  solicitor's 
oostF;  can  he  state  who  Mr.  Robinson's 
aolitatoris;  whether  he  ib  aware  that, 
vithin  the  paat  few  daye,  Ur.  Bobinson 
has  had  a  number  of  tenaota  served  with 
auoh  notices  ;  ai>d  whether  there  ia  any 
way  for  protecting  these  tenants  from 
anoh  tr^atnipnt? 
*iJx.  UADDEN:  Ir«gretthat  I  am 
intsbla  to  give  the  hon.  Member  any 
infotmatipo  in  regard  to  the  matters  of 


fact'  referred  to  in  the  question,  the 
matter  being  one  of  which  the  Uorem- 
ment  hiive  no  cognizance. 

PKOCESS  SEEVINO  IN  KILC4B. 
Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.) 
asked  the  Ctiief  Becretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  was  a 
fact  that  for  aome  daya  paat  a  prooess- 
aervor,  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Musgrare.  had 
been  going  through  the  pariah  of  Kilrea, 
in  the  oounty  of  Donegal,  serving 
ejectment  prixiesses  on  the  tenants  of 
Mr.  Musgrave'a  estate  ia  the  said  pBrish; 
whether  iba  process-server  was  aooom' 
paniod  in  his  work  by  two  constables  of  . 
the  Koyal  Irish  Constabulary ;  and, 
under  whoso  directions  were  the  aervices 
of  the  said  conatables so  employed? 
*Mb.  MADDEN  :  The  Constabulary 
Authorities  report  that  the  facts  are  as 
stated  in  the  first  paragraph,  with  the 
exception  of  the  name  of  the  parish, 
nhicb  should  be  Kilcar.  Also  that  it  ia 
the  case  that  the  nianwas  followed  by  two 
constables.  These  constables  were  sent 
as  an  ordinary  precaution  by  the  police 
officer  in  charge  of  the  station. 

THE  POTATO  CUOP  IS  UONEQAL. 

Mr.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.l 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieuteuaot  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  had  been  directed  to  the  fact 
that  in  the  parishes  of  Oweedore, 
Gloiighaneely,  the  two  Bosses  parishes, 
the  parish  of  Kilcar,  aod  several  other 
districts  in  the  County  of  Donegal,  the 
failure  of  the  potato  crop  last  autumn 
was  as  complete  as  in  the  automn  at 
1879;  whether  some  of  the  inhabitants 
of  these  parishes  had  been  compelled 
since  last  Christmas  to  live  on  Indian 
meal  in  order  to  preserve  the  potato 
seed,  while  others  had  no  money  to  haf 
Indian  meal,  and  had  been  compelled  to 
live  on  the  potato  seed  ;  whether  be  will 
make  inquiries  whether  the  inhabitants 
of  the  diatricts  in  question  were  in  many 
inatances  without  potato  seed  for  the 
log  spring,  and  without  the  prospect 
of  food ;  and  what  ateps  the  (lovem- 
ment  were  taking,  or  proposed  to  take, 
to  avert  from  these  districts  the  .  ap- 
proach of  actual  famine  ;  also,  whether 
the  parish  priest  of  Uweedore  was' 
Father  M'Fadden,  so  well  koown? 
*Mb.  madden  :  I  am  informed  that, 
in  the  parishes  of  Clonghaneely  and  th* 
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Boaaes*  potatoes  are  not  as  bad  as  in  the 
year  1879,  while  in  the  parishes  of 
Qweedore  and  Kiloar  the  orop  is  ae  bad 
as  in  that  year.  However,  generally 
throughout  the  coanty  the  potato  crop, 
though  not  tip  to  the  aTerage,  has  been 
by  so  means  a  failnre.  It  is  the  tact 
that  some  of  the  iababitants  of  those 
parishes  have  been  living  on  Indian 
meal  since  Ohristmas.  I  am  imformed 
that  there  is  no  appearance  of  famine 
is  any  part  of  the  county  this  year,  and 
that  very  few  (if  any)  of  the  people  are 
without  potato  seed  for  the  forthcoming 
spring.  I  do  not  see  that  the  Oovern- 
meat  can,  under  the  circumstances,  take 
any  steps  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  MAO  NEILL :  If  the  facts  I  put 
forward  are  vouched  for  by  the  Kev. 
Dr.  O'Doonell,  Catholic  Bishop  of  the 
diooese,  will  the  Qoverament  take  steps 
to  avert  the  threatened  calamity  ? 

*Mb.  MADDEN:  The  Oovernmant 
will  welcomeany  information  and  BUgges- 
tioDB.    Further  than  that  I  cannot  go. 

Ux.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Is  the  potato 
crop  as  bad  in  Gweedore  as  in  1B79  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN :  Yes ;  that  is  one  of 
the  places  where  the  crop  is  as  bad  as 
in  that  year. 


TRALEE  ASSIZE  COURT. 

Ma.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  a^ked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  XiorJ  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  it  had  been  brought 
under  his  notice  that,  at  the  Tralee 
Goarthouse  on  Tuesday,  a  local  Boman 
Oatbolio  clergyman  sought  admission 
into  the  Assize  Court,  which  was  not 
more  than  half  filled  at  the  time,  where- 
upon a  young  policeman  roughly  seized 
the  reverend  gentleman  by  the  coat  and 
forced  him  into  the  outside  corridor ; 
and  whether  he  would  inquire  into  the 
truth  of  the  complaint ;  and,  if  it  was 
well  founded,  prevent  the  recurrence  of 
such  behaviour  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  The  Constabulary 
Authorities  report  that  it  is  the  ease 
that  the  constable  endeavoured  to  keep 
the  reverend  gAntlemao  out  of  the 
Court  A  disturbanoe  had  occurred  at 
the  door  immediately  before,  and  the 
Donstable,  who  had  recently  joined  the 
force,  acted  through  ioexperieaoe.  The 
eonstablo  is  now  aware  of  hie  duty  in 
such  cases. 

Mb.  FLTNN  :  Will  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  say  if  a  general 
instmctioD  will  be  given  to  the  Con- 
Xr.  Maddtn 


*Mr.  MADDEX  :  I  have  told  the  hon. 
Member  that  in  this  case  the  constable 
has  been  informed  of  his  duty.  The 
incident  is  not  one  which  is  likely  to 
occur  suGSciently  often  to  necessitate  the 
issue  of  a  new  general  instruction. 

Ma.  FLYNN:  Can  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  say  if  the  constable 
was  reprimanded  ? 

*Mb.  madden  :  My  information  is 
that  he  was  informed  of  his  duty,  and 
I  take  that  to  be  an  euphemism  for  b«ng 
reprimanded. 


THE  POUCE  AT  FEHUOY. 
Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  if  his  atten- 
tion had  been  called  to  the  reports  of 
the  Cork  papers  of  the  6th  in«t.,  to  the 
effect  that  a  meeting  of  the  Young 
Ireland  Society,  of  Fermoy,  being  held 
in  their  own  rooms,  to  congratulate 
Mr.  Thomas  Barry,  F.L.G.,  a  member 
of  the  Society,  on  bis  release  from  Cork 
Prison,  where  he  had  been  imprisoned 
under  the  Crimes  Act,  two  sergeants  of 
Constabulary,  named  Kelly  and  Black, 
and  two  constables  (oneof  whom  refused 
to  give  his  name)  entered  the  room,  and, 
though  called  upon  by  the  officers  of 
the  Society  to  leave,  refused  to  do  so  ; 
that  Sergeant  Black  gave  as  an  excuse, 
that  he  believed  it  was  intended  to  hold 
a  meeting  of  the  "  suppressed"  branch 
of  the  National  League,  but,  though 
informed  sut-h  was  not  the  case,  the 
police  persisted  in  remaining  on  private 
premises  despite  the  protest  of  the 
members,  and  the  Society  hereon 
resented  this  intrusion  by  passing  a 
condemnatory  resolution  in  the  presence 
of  the  constables;  if  he  could  state 
under  what  statute  or  authority  the 
police  committed  whet  appeared  to  have 
been  a  trespass  upon  private  premises ; 
and  if  he  would  call  for  an  explanation 
of  their  conduct  upon  this  occasion  f 
*Mr.  madden  :  I  am  informed  that 
the  police  entered  the  room  in  which  the 
meeting  was  about  to  be  held  under  the 
belief  that  the  meeting  was  to  be  one 
of  the  Land  League.  Inasmuch  as  the 
League  had  been  proclaimed  in  that 
district,  a  meeting  of  that  body  would 
have  been  an  unlawful  assembly.  The 
sergeant  reports  it  as  his  belief  that  a 
meeting  of  the  League  would  have  been 
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held  on  that  occftsion  had  it  not  been  for 
the  presence  of  the  polioe. 

Mr'.  FLTNN  :  Doea  the  lion,  and 
learned  Oeatleman  mean  to  say  that  the 
belief  of  the  eergeaot  iraa  a  jueti  filiation, 
that  it  entitled  him  to  treapau  upon 
private  property  t 

*Ux.  UADDEN  :  I  do  not  understand 
from  the  information  before  me  that 
Any  trespaaa  was  committed,  but  if  there 
waa  a  trespass  committed,  of  ooarse, 
tliere  is  a  remedy  at  law. 

U&.  FLYNN  :  Will  the  hon.  and 
learned  Qentlemao  make  further  inquiry 
whether  the  police  acted  upon  bi"  ' 
only? 

Dr.  TANIHEB  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
this  rery  nergeant,  only  last  year,  was 
fined  by  the  Fermoy  Bench  of  Uagi- 
stratea  for  deliberately  and  wantonly 
breaking  an  on  fortunate  man's  head  ? 

*Uit.  U&BDEN :  I  have  no  informa- 
tion. 

Da.  TANNER :  That  was  the  case. 

BOOING  MB.  BALFOUB. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lard  Lieutenant  of 
&eland  if  bis  attention  bad  been  called 
to  the  atatement  of  his  secretary,  that 
"do  person  had  erer  been  proaeoutod 
either  for  cheering  a  popular  patriot,  or 
booing  Mr.  Balfour";  that  at  the  last 
Petty  Sessions  in  Newmarket,  County 
Oork,  a  number  of  young  men  wars 
summoned  for  being  "guilty  of  con- 
duct directly  tending  to  scandalize  the 
authoritieB,  and  to  oreate  contempt  and 
dlareepect  for  the  law,  and  provoke  a 
breach  of  the  peace " ;  that  the  sale 
evidence  given  of  a  criminatory  character 
was  that  two  or  more  policemen  swore 
that  the  defendants  "cheered  for  JUr. 
O'Brien,"  and  "booed  for  Mr.  Balfour"; 
and  if  he  would  inform  the  House  fully 
-of  what  occurred  at  the  Newmarket 
Petty  Sessions  ? 

Tna  CHIEF  SECEETAKY  foh 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bauoub, 
Maneheeter,  E.]:  My  attention  was 
'CaHed  to  this  statement  by  the  hon. 
-  and  learned  Member  for  Longford.  It 
is,  I  believe,  accurate.  While  the  police 
were  conveying  a  drunken  man  to  bar- 
.racks,  a  mob  collected  and  began  to 
•hiss -and  boo  the  police  and  call  them 
<iwmea.  They  made  use,  among  other 
ftxpreesioDB,  of  those  mentioned  in  the 
'Question.  The  sentiments  uttered  were 
innocent,  and  possibly  even  laudable ; 


but  this  does  not  of  itself  render  legal 
an  attempt  to  bring  the  law  into  con- 
tempt, or  provoke  a  Breach  of  the  peace 
under  the  circumstances  which  I  have 
described. 

Mb.  FLYNN:  WiU  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  say  if  it  was  the  case  that  a 
number  of  young  men  were  Tetuming 
from  a  football  match,  and  on  entering 
the  village,  accompanied  by  a  band,  one 
of  them  in  a  moment  of  hilarity  called 
out  "Cheers  for  O'Brien"  and  was 
promptly  arrested  by  two  policemen; 
that  he  walked  quieUy  to  gaol  and  was 
kept  in  custody  until  the  day  of  the 
prosecution;  that  the  District  Inspector 
proceeded  to  state  the  case ;  but  the  Resi- 
dent Magistrate  who  was  present  or — 
•Ma.  SPEAKEE:  The  lion.  Member 
is  now  making  a  counter  statement :  if 
he  wishes  to  elicit  further  information 
he  abould  give  notice  of  a  question  in 
the  usual  way. 

Mk.  SEXTON:  May  I  ash  if  there 
was  a  crowd,  why  were  only  two 
proceeded  against?  Were  the  booing 
and  cheering  the  gravamen  of  the 
offence  ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR:  No;  certainly 
not  the  grepaniea  of  the  offence.  I 
answered  the  particular  question  on  the 
Paper. 

Mb.  FLYNN:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  aware  that  in  this  particular 
case  the  prosecution  wa^  withdrawn? 
,  Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Member  calls  it  a  prosecution.  I  bsUeve 
it  was  simply  binding  over  to  good 
behavionr. 

ATI8THALIAN  POST  OAHDS. 
Mr.  HENNIEERHEATON  (Canter- 
bury) asked  the  Postmaster  Qeneral 
whetiker  he  was  aware  that  since  the 
1st  of  January  last,  the  Australian 
GovernmentH  bad  issued  2d.  poet-oards 
for  England;  why  '2d.  post-cards  for 
Australia  were  not  yet  on  sale  at  the 
post -offices  in  this  country  ;  and,  pending 
the  issue  of  speoial  post-cards  for 
Australia,  what  arrangement  had  been 
made  to  enable  the  public  to  take 
advantage  of  that  facility  for  cheap 
correspondence  F 
*SiB  H.  MAXWELL :  I  have  seen 
specimens  of  the  Australian  post-cards. 
Twopenny  post- cards  are  already  on  sale 
at  all  post-offioes  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  are  available  for  Australia  by  the 
long  sea  route.    The  design  of  a  3d. 
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poat-card  fasB  jiutbeen  approved,  and 
orders  bavo  been  given  fur  its  manu- 
factiiTe.  Fending  the  issue  of  ihene  new 
cards,  the  present  cards  used  for  inland 
and  fureign  tranemiBsion  are  being  used, 
the  postage  being  made  up  bj  attaching 
additional  etsmps.  A  post  ofEce  notice 
on  tbia  subject  was  issued  in  December 
last,  and  the  public  avail  themselves 
freel;  of  the  arrangement. 

LOANS  UNDER  THE  CHOFTERS'  ACT. 
Mr.  ANGUS  SUTHERLAND  (Sather- 
laod)  aaked  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
tbeconditionsoD  which  loans  were  made 
to  fishermen  under  the  Crofters  Holdings 
(Scotland)  Act  had  recently  been 
changed,  so  that  instead  of  ntne-tentbs 
of  tfa«  prioe  of  fisbiag  boats  being 
advuieed  as  formerly  seven-tenths  only 
are  now  advanced;  and,  if  so,  whether 
it  was  intended  to  revert  to  the  former 
condition  of  nine-tenths;  and,  whether 
applications  for  loans  made  as  long  ago 
aa  October  of  last  year  are  still  not 
diapoeed  of,  Ihua  causing  mnch  incon- 
venience to  applicants  ? 
•The  LOBU  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  BoBBRTsoiT,  Bute):  Some  delay  has 
taken  place  in  dealing  with  these  appli 
cations.  The  Fiehery  Board  snggested 
there  should  be  a  modificatioo  of  the 
existing  rule  as  to  the  proportion  of 
amoant  advanced.  The  proposal  was 
that  eeven-tentha  instead  of  nine-tenths 
should  be  the  maximum.  But  the 
Secretary  for  Sootland  has-  now  decided 
that  no  anoh  alteration  shall  be  made, 
and  the  Board  will  now  proceed  to  dis- 
pose of  the  applications,  exercising 
their  discretion  under  the  existing  rule. 
It  is  hoped  that  no  further  delay  will 
occur. 

IRELAND-THE  F.4.LGARRAGH 
PRISONERS. 
Mb.  murphy  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieatenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  was 
proved,  at  the  recent  trial  of  the  Fab 
oarragh  prisoners  before  Judge  John  son, 
that  a  scandalous  riot  took  place  at  the 
evictions  in  the  presence  of  military  and 
poliee,  lasting  over  an  hour,  in  which 
the  emergenry  men,  led  by  the  agent  of 
Mr.  Olphert,  kept  up  a  fusilade  of  stones 
at  the  derendars  of  the  bouses  whenever 
any  of  them  appeared  near  a  window 
evening ;  if  it  was  alao  proved  that  the 
Sir  S.  Jflr«N><.7 


emergency  men  on  the  same  occasion 
took  poascsaioD  of  the  mail  car,  turning 
off  the  passengers,  and  throwing  the 
parcel  post  baskets  on  the  road  ;  whether 
these  evictions  were  carried  out  by 
irresponsible  bailiffs,  without  the  inter* 
vention  of  the  sheriffs;  and,  were  tbeso 
evictions  carried  out  wirh  the  sanction 
of  the  Government;  and,  if  not,  would 
he  withhuld  the  forces  of  the  Grown  in 
all  Buoh  cases,  unless  the  decrees  for 
poaeeaaion  were  entrusted  lo  the  aheriffe? 
Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Iamiitf..rmed 
that  it  was  proved  at  the  recent  trial  of 
the  Falcarragh  prisoners  at  the  Aaeizes 
that  a  riot  and  unlawful  assembly  took 
place  on  the  part  of  a  body  of  men.  who 
had  assembled  in  a  hottse  in  which  a 
decree  for  possession  was  about  to  be 
carried  out;  that  they  atoned  and  other- 
wise assaulted  the  bailiffs  and  sen'oualy 
wounded  a  police  sergeant  with  a 
pitchfork.  It  was  aloo  proved  that  some 
of  the  special  bailifi'tt  assistants  threw 
stones  at  the  barricaded  windows  to  keep 
back  the  men  inside  from  atiming  one  of 
their  comrades  who  wss  endeavouring 
to  effect  an  entrance.  The  agent,  I 
understand,  took  no  part  in  the  stone- 
throwing.  It  also  appears  that  itwaa 
not  true  that  the  emergency  men  fook 
possession  of  the  mail  car,  or  interfered 
with  it  in  any  way.  Tho  evictions  ap- 
pear to  have  been  carried  out  by  a 
epeoial  bailiff  and  his  assistants  under 
decree  issued  by  the  msgistratos.  The 
landlord,  under  the  Land  Law  Act  of 
1867,  is  entitled  to  have  the  warrant 
addressed  to  the  Sheriff  of  the  Ouurt,  or 
to  a  special  bailiff,  at  hie  option. 

FOYNES  PIER. 
Mr.  murphy  (Dublin,  St.  Pat- 
rick's)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  whether  the  Foynee  Pier 
having  silted  up,  is  nn approachable  by 
vessels  except  at  high  water ;  whether 
the  Railway  Company  and  the  Steam- 
ship Company  between  them  provided  a 
barge  connected  with  the  pier  by  a 
landing  stage  which  enabled  passengers 
and  goods  to  embarked  and  disembarked 
at  all  states  of  the  tide ;  whether  the 
barge  and  landing  stage  have  recently 
been  removed  by  the  peiemptory  order 
of  the  Board  of  Works  ;  whether  fas  is 
aware  that  a  large  traSii;  is  carried  every 
Bummfr  by  railway  to  Foynes,  and 
thence  per  steamer  to  the  Lower  Shan- 
non ports,  which  will  be  put  a  atop  to 


JoyCjOOgle 


29  T.oop*  in 

by  (be  abeence  of  the  appliances  whioh 
hsTe  been  remofed  ;  and,  will  thoae  ap- 
pliances be  restored,  or  will  tbe  Board 
of  Worka  add  to  the  pier  a  suitable 
jetty  carri(>d  into  deep  water  f 

*Mr.  JACKSON:  lam  informed  that 
the  pier  is  uaapprnacliable  except  at  high 
water.  The  landing  stage  and  barge 
were  placed  at  the  end  of  the  pier 
by  the  Baitway  and  Steamship  Com- 
paniea  entirely  for  their  own  passenger 
and  goods  service  and  was  removed  by 
the  Board  of  Works  solely  because 
these  Companies  declined  to  enter  into  a 
reasonable  agreement  to  protect  the 
Board's  rights  and  those  of  the  publio. 
It  they  execute  such  an  agreement  for 
the  coming  season  the  barge  and  stage 
can  be  replaced  by  them,  and  the  con- 
siderable traRio  by  which  these  Com- 
panies bene6t  will  be  fully  acoommo- 
dated.  There  are  no  harbour  funds 
arailable  for  placing  a  jetty  at  the  end  of 
the  pier  for  tbe  benefit  of  the  Waterford 
and  Limerick  Railway  Company. 

Ub.  HUfiPHT :  May  I  ask  whether 
tile  arrangement,  said  to  be  a  reasonable 
one,  and  which  the  Railway  Company 
refused  to  enter  into,  had  relation  to 
a  portion  of  the  property— thelargs  net — 
which  did  not  belong  to  the  Company, 
and  orer  which  they  had  no  control. 
Was  that  a  reasonable  arrangement? 

•Mb.  JACKSON:  I  cannot  answer 
that  question  without  furtherioquiry,  but 
I  am  informed  that  the  Company 
remored  tbepier  and  barge  of  their  own 
motion  on  a  previous  occasion,  and  it  was 
only  when  they  sought  permission  to 
put  them  back  that  the  Board  of 
Works  called  attention  to  tbe  matter,  I 
believe  it  is  a  matter  that  might  easily 
be  settled  by  arrangement. 

THE  SHERIFF  DEPUTE  OP  CATTHN BBS. 
Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
BoUox)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  it  was  the  case  that  Mr,  Thorns, 
Sheriff  Depute  of  Caithness,  while 
sitting  on  the  Bet'ch  at  Wick  and  dealing 
with  a  case,  Weir  against  Weir,  nhich 
had  been  appealed  lo  him  from  the 
Sheriff  Substitute,  abstracted  18  pages 
or  thereby  of  the  written  evidence  takes 
bafore  tbe  Sheriff  Substitute  in  the  case  l 
whether  Mr.  Thorns  cast  said  pages 
aside  and  destroyed  them,  stitching  up 
the  remaining  evidence;  if  so,  was  Mr. 
Thorns  entitled  to  act  in  such  a  way ; 
and,  if  ha  was  not  so  entitled  to  act, 
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what  steps  did  (he  Lord  Advocate  intend 
taking  in  the  oircumatanpe". 

•Mb.  J.  P.- B.  EOBERTSON :  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  Sheriff  that  the  atate- 
raenta  in  the  qoestton  are  not  correct. 
Tbe  Sheriff  Depute  considered  that  n 
oertaii  part  of  the  evidence  was  ao 
irrelevantto  the  action,  that  it  ought 
not  to  form'  part  of  the  proceedings,  and 
as  this  evidence  was  comprised  in  on« 
sheet  of  four  pages,  an  amendment  was 
effected  by  the  excision  of  the  sheet.  It  is 
within  the  competence  of  the  Sheriff 
to  remove  from  the  record  palpably 
irroievant  matter,  and  this  is  generally 
done  by  deletion  ;  but  I  do  not  consider 
thqt  the  method  adopted  in  this  case 
ss  illegal. 

Mb  CALDWELL:  I  suppose  it  i» 
not  denied  that  the«e  pages  were  de- 
stroyed. May  I  ask,  is  it  competent  for 
a  sheriff  or  a  judge  to  take  out  and 
destroy  part  of  the  proceedings  in  a 
case  so  that  it  cannot  ba  used  in  a 
Court  of  Appeal  ? 

•Ma.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  I  am 
informed  that  tho  sheriff  did  not  destroy 
the  portion  taken  out.  As  I  have  said, 
the  ordinary  method  of  effecting  a 
formal  removal  is  by  deletion,  and  I 
think  that  is  preferable. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  again  asked  if 
the  portion  abstracted  would  bo  avail- 
aide? 

•Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  do 
not  quite  know  what  ia  meant.  Does 
the  hon. 'Member  wish  to  know  if  the 
paper  is  in  existence?  I  am  informed 
that  it  is  piissing,  but  that  the  sheriff 
dill  not  destroy  it. 

Da.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
If  there  should  be  an  appeal  to  a  C^urt 
of  Seasion,  what  ta  to  be  done  in  such  a 

•Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  That  is 
one  of  the  iooonveniences  from  which  I 
consider  it- is  preferable  to  delete. 

TEOOPS  IN  IBBLAND. 

Ha.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rash- 
cliffe)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  what  were  the  numbers  of  Her 
Majesty's  troops  in  Ireland  on  the  1st  of - 
March  1887,  1B88,  and  1889? 

Tria  SECHETARY  of  STATE  POR 
WAR  (Mr.  STAiraoPB,  Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle) :  In  March,  Is87,  there 
were  29,933  men  of  Her  Majesty's 
troops  stationed  in  Ireland  of  all 
ranks ;  in    March,    1888,  there    were 
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37,S16;  and  is  the  preuat  month, 
S7,OI0.  The  T&riatioQ  in  numben  hu 
TSBulted  only  from  ths  greater  or  lees 
degree  ia  which  reamitin^  has  replaced 
the  drafta  for  foreign  eervioe. 

POLIOE  PASSES  IN  aWEEDORB. 

Ur.  J.  E.  ELLIS  naked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  ths  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whstber,  in  addition  to  the  "  pastes  " 
iaaued  by  Sergeant  Mahoay,  It.I.O.,  in 
the  district  of  Oweedoro,  othars  have 
been  issued  by  Head  Oonitable  C.  H. 
U'Cartby ;  and,  by  whose  authority  this 
head  oonstable  is  acting? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  am  informed 
by  tfaA  Constabulary  Authorities  that 
Head  Constable  M'Carthy  did  issue  some 
passes  to  persons  proceeding  ttom  an 
island  where  there  was  reason  to  bslieve 
persons  implicated  in  the  murder  of 
^spector  Martin  were  ooucealed.  The 
oonstable  acted  upon  his  own  authority. 

Mb.  J.  E,  ELLIS  -.  It  I  assure  the 
right  hon.  Qentlemau,  as  I  do,  that  I 
hold  in  my  hand  a  number  of   such 

eisaes,  granted  on  several  days  in 
onegal,  will  he  make  further  inquiry 
and  stop  these  proceedings  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE ;  I  understand 
that  nobody  denies  that  such  passes 
were  issued,  and  I  do  net  know  that  the 
hon.  Member  advances  the  matter  by 
showing  the  actual  pieces  of  paper.  I 
-will  mace  any  further  iaquiry  desired. 

Mb;  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  What 
has  become  of  the  right  of  freedom  of 
movement  in  this  part  of  the  kingdom 
for  Her  Majesty's  lieges  who  hare  not 
received  these  passes? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  can  adduce  instanoaa  o{ 

a  lie  who  have  been  etopped  in  any 
al  movement,  he  will  have   some 
.ground  for  asking  the  question,  but 
lor  as  I  know,    no   such   cose   can 
adduced. 

LrABiurr  fob  poor's  rate, 
.  Mn.  D£  00BAINfBeIfa8t,£:.}  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu* 
tenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  in  Ireland  has  a  discre- 
tionary power  to  amend  the  existing 
regulation,  that  when  premises  were  oo- 
oupied  on  the  day  wlieu  the  Poor's  Bate 
was  stmok,  the  owner  of  suah  prentisee, 
or  any  subsequent  oooapier,  became  re- 
sponsible for  a  full  year's  rate,  tbongh 
JC-.  £.  Sttmhtf' 


Si 

the  said  premises  might  have  been 
vacant  for  nearly  the  whole  of  the  period 
for  which  such  rate  was  charged ;  and 
whether,  if  the  law  as  it  now  stands 
establishes  this  liability  of  vaeaut  pre- 
mises, he  would  undertake  to  introduoe 
a  measure  which  would  conform  the  in- 
cidence of  liability  to  that  which  regu- 
lates the  payment  of  Income  Tax  and 
municipal  rates,  which  are  only  colleot- 
able  for  such  periods  as  the  owners  or 
occupiers  have  enjoyed  a  beneBcial  inte- 
rest in  the  premises  liable  to  the  pay- 
ment of  such  rates  and  taxes  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  The  Local 
Oovemment  Board  has  not  any  dis- 
cretionary power  as  to  the  rating  lia- 
bility of  vacant  premises.  The  rating 
and  the  liability  to  pay  the  rate  ore 
regulated  by  statute,  upder  which 
(unless  where  the  lessor  is  rated) 
the  actual  occupier  at  the  time 
of  the  rate  is  liable,  and  on  his  de- 
fault the  person  Bubsei^nently  in  oooa- 
pation,  who,  however,  if  the  payment  is 
made  by  him  after  two  months  from  the 
makingof  the  rate,  may  deduct  the  entire 
amount  from  the  rent  payable  to  his  land- 
lord. I  do  not  know  that  it  is  desirable 
to  introduce  legislation  sueh  as  is  sug- 
gested. 

sheriff  clerk  deputes  and 

procurators  fiscal. 
Mb.  CUNINOHAME  OBAHAH 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  asked  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate the  advisability  of  taking  steps  to 
secare  that  in  future,  so  far  as  praoti- 
cable,  especially  in  a  district  such  as 
Lanarkshire,  Sheriff  Clerk  Deputes  be 
either  enrolled  law  agents  or  have 
served  apprenticeships,  and  have  at- 
tended, or  are  attending,  law  classes  with 
the  view  of  qualifying  for  being  law 
agents,  and  whether  he  will  see  that  in  the 
appointment  of  Procuratnre  Fiscal  the 
same  rule  is  observed  when  the  Fiseal- 
ship  at  Hamilton  was  to  be  filled  up ; 
and,  if  there  wae  any  truth  in  the 
rumour  that  such  an  important  place  as 
Airdrie  was  to  be  amalgamated  with  a 
minor  burgh  such  as  Hamilton,  and  an 
assistant  Procurator  Fiscal  only  be  ap- 
pointed for  Airdrie,  the  principal  Fiscal 
being  at  Hamilton  ? 
v*&E  LORD  ADVOOATE  (Mr.  J. 
P.  B.  Bobk&tbon)  :  I  fully  concur 
with  the  hon.  Member  that  Sheriff 
Olerk  Deputes  and  Procurators  Fiscal 
should,    so    far    as     practicable,     be 
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aaalified  ia  the  maaoer  saggeatad  in 
w  question.  As  regards  Sheriff  Clerk 
Deputes,  their  appoiatmeiit  and  th«  re- 
flpottsibilitv  for  tne  proper  performance 
of  their  duties  rest  with  the  SherifT 
Clerk,  who,  for  bis  own  sake  if  for  no 
Other  reason,  would  take  sare,  whea  it 
is  practioabla,  to  appoint  a  qualified 
person.  As  regards  Procurators  Fisoa), 
I  am  not  aware  of  an;  iaatance  of  an 
appointment  being  made  when  the  per- 
son appointed  was  not  properly  quali- 
fied. The  Procurator  Fiscalship  of 
Hamilton  will,  it  is  expected,  be  filled 
up  within  a  few  days.  There  is  no  truth 
in  the  rumour  that  the  Fiaoalship  of 
Airdrie  and  Hamilton  are  to  be  amalga- 
mated. 

pickbtind  auoko  scotch  uinbeis. 

Ub.     CTTNIN0HA\L£      ORAHAU 

asked  the  Lord  Advocate  if  he  could 

fire  aoj  information  as  to  the  arrest  of 
ohn  Wilson,  miners'  agent,  of  Brox- 
burn, and  of  John  Niobol  and  Patrick 
Holmes,  miners ;  and  if  the  practice  of 
"^ioketing"  well  known  among  Sootch 
miners  is  against  the  law;  and,  if  so, 
which  law  ? 

*Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBEETSON :  These  men 
were  arrested  bj  the  police  on  a  charge 
of  intimidating  workmen.  The  facts 
wrere  inquired  into  and  found  not  to 
sustain  the  charge.  Pioketingisagainst 
the  law  in  oases  in  which  the  pickets  act 
in  contravention  of  the  7tb  section  of 
the  Conspiracy  and  Protection  of  Pro- 
perty Act,  1875. 

PEBDVIAN  BOSDHOLDEIta. 

Hr.  NORBIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  Lime- 
hoose)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  any 
negotiations  were,  or  had  been,  going 
on  with  the  Chilian  Gorenunent  as  to 
their  retention  of  territory  hypothecated 
to  the  Peruvian  bondholders ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  fae  oould  state  if  a  satisfactory 
reauit  was  likely  to  be  arriyed  at  ? 

Sir  JAMES  FEKGU8S0N  :  Commu- 
nioa  tions  have  passed  between  Her  Ua- 
jeety's  Ooremment  and  that  of  Chili  with 
respect  to  the  interference  by  the  latter 
with  the  proposed  settlement  by  Peru 
of  .her  liabilitifs  to  the  Peruvian  bond- 
ludders;  but  Ohili  has  not  yet  con- 
tented to  the  commencement  of  nogotis- 
tions  with  reference  to  the  obligations 
of  Chili  to  the  bondholders  ariring  from 

VOL.  OCOXXXIV.      [THIBD  BBBIM.] 


the  cession  to  that  country  by  Peru  o( 
the  proTiDce  of  Tarapaca,  in  which  are 
situated  the  depoaita  of  guano  bypouft- 
oated  by  Fern  to  tl>»  bondholders  r 

Hb.    IBAACdON  iTower   Hamled, 
Stepney) :    Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed 
to  refer  to  a  question  I  pnt  last  year  re- 
latieg  to  a  loan  then  being  brought  out 
by  t£e  Chilian  Oovernment,  and  tlt^ 
hypothecation  of  the  guano  contained  ia 
this  identical 
oated  to  the 
wish  to  ask  1 
ment     has 
representatic 
question  at  t 
the  Chilian  C 
thing  they 
arrangement 
boldera. 

*SiB  J.  FEBOUBSON:  I  thinfc  my 
hon.  Friend  had  better  give  notice  ol 
bis  questimi. 

THE  CUSTOSra  DEPARTMENT  AT 
UVERPOOL. 

Me.  P.  O'BRIEN  (Uonaghan^  8.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treaeary 
whether  Hr.  Murray,  deputy  cbairmu. 
Board  of  Customs,  iscentfy  visited  Live^ 
pool,  and  reprimanded  certain  ofScera^ 
and  ordered  their  removal  to  otter 
ports;  whether  the  same  gentleman  sub- 
sequently attempted  to  pursue  a  similar 
course  with  the  officers  at  Loudon  ;  and^ 
if  so,  was  the  legality  of  his  aolion  on 
that  occasion  challenged  i  whether  tbo 
Board  of  Customs  were  compelled  to 
acknowledge  the  legality  of  the  officer^ 
agitation  in  London,  and  to  withdraw 
from  the  position  tbcft  had  taken  up ;  tf 
the  action  of  the  Liverpool  ofBcers  in 
connection  with  Ibo  agitation  against 
the  extension  of  honra  in  any  wBy 
differed  from  that  of  their  brothers  in 
London ;  aad,  if  so,  in  what  manner  ^ 
whether  the  order  reprimanding  t6e 
Liverpool  officers  had  been  cancelled, 
and  all  those  who  were  removed  under 
it  returned  to  their  respective  statiOnsfat 
Liverpool;  and,  if  not,  would  they  bo 
reatorod  to  their  places,  and  at  wLoee 
expense  had  these  offioars  been  removed; 
if  Ur.  Murray,  when  in  Liverpool, 
promised  the  officers  interested  a  copy 
of  a  document,  read  by  himself  to  then 
and  conveying  the  Board's  censure,  Sea- ;, 
if  the  Deputy  Chairman  of  the  Board  of 
Customs,  afterwards,  when  applied  to, 
ref  need  the  oopy  of  the  ^d  documoa^ 
0 
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cancelling  of  these  special  rates  haa  had 
the  effect  of  raising  the  chargM  paid 
for  the  carriage  of  Koods  whioli  were 
imported  from  abrond  ? 
*Thb  president  op  tkb  BOAED 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  HionxKL  Qicks-Ukacb, 
Bristol,  W.) :  Yes ;  I  asniimp,  from  the 
answera  I  read  to  the  Hnuse  the  other 
day,  these  rates  iiave  lieen  cancelled. 
If  not,  of  coarse  the  Bailway  Coni' 
miuion  will  have  power  to  adjudicate. 


•arid  if  the  Secretnty  to  the  Lords  of  the 
'IQaastuT  would  be  good  enough  to  lay 
tfieon^al  document  upon  the  Table  of 
&B  House  or  state  iti  oontents;  and 
whether,  consideriog  the  Berious  cnnflict 
&mt  bad  arisen,  the  Treasury  would 
order  an  indepandent  inquiry  ? 

Ua.  JAOKSON;  The  question  at 
itooewitli  regard  to  the  action  of  the 
Cepaty  Chairman  of  the  Board  of 
Qtutoms  and  that  of  certain  memhersof 
tfiei.staff  at  Lirerpaol  hits  been  not  one 
of  law  bnt  of  discipline,  and  I  would 
EespectFolly  represent  to  the  House  that 
it  is  not  a  matter  which  nan  be  properiy 
£sGiiB8ed  in  an  answer  to  a  question  of 
fetalis  such  as  the  hon.  Member'sques- 
tioa  contains.  The  matter  in  dispute.  I 
tun  informed,  has  been  settled  by  the 
Bbard  of  Customs,  with  due  regard  to 
(Ka  mterests  of  the  Service,  and,  I 
belieTO,  of  the  staff  itaelf. 

THE  8AU0AN'  CONFEBEIfCE. 
Mb.  "W.  a.  M'ARTH[JR  (Cornwall, 
Mid)  anked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he 
.bad  aeen  tbo  statement  in  the  Timtt  of 
Kiday.  Maroh  15,  that  Uessrs.  John  A. 
.Kwbon,  William  Walter  Phelpe,  and 
C^(»ge  H.  Bates,  had  been  appointed 
Commissioners  for  the  United  States  to 
tEe  Conference  on  Samoan  affairs; 
wifielher  this  informalioD  wsa  correct; 
and  whether  he  could  now  state  the 
Bameq.of  the  Commiasioners  who  would 
ivpreseat  this  country  at  the  Conference? 

4htt  J.  FEEOUSSON:  Ihave  seen  the 
Ofotement,  but  we  do  not  boow  that 
these  nominations  have  been  oon6rmed 
fiy  the  Senate,  which  is  neressary, 

Mr.  W.  a.  U'ARTHTTR  said  the 
D^t  bon.  Qentldman  had  not  answered 
the  last  para(tTaph  of  the  question. 

"Sm  J.  FEBGIDSSON  said  he  had 
answered  the  same  question  several 
times.  The  Gomniiseioners  were  not 
jet  appointed,  but  the  hon.  Qentle- 
tnim  might  rest  Bssured  that  they 
VDoId  be  appointed  in  good  time. 

EAItWAY  BATEA 

Mr.   finch   (Rutland)    asked   the 

Prendont  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 

'  tEe  Railway   Companies  had  cancelled 

-  tfte  rates  for  the  carriage  of  Foreign  as 

well    aa    of    Home   produce,     which 

'  appeared     open    to    objection    on    the 

gionnd  of  undue  preference;  and  if  the 

Mr.  P.  CBrim 


DR.  BAKR'S  LETTKRTO  THE  "TIMES." 

Sib  W.  HAEGOUET  (Derby)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  had 
any  cognizance  of  tlie  letter  of  Dr.  Barr 
before  its  publication  in  the  limn 
newspaper  ? 

Ma.  A.  3.  BALFOUE:  Yes.  Sir; 
I  had  cognizance  of  the  letter, 
which,  indeed,  was  sent  to  me  on 
its  way  to  the  Press.  I  did  not 
do  more  than  make  luypetf  generally 
acquainted  with  its  cnnlents  until  after 
it  appeared  in  print;  but  if  I  had  read 
it  in  detail,  I  should  equally  have  re- 
frained from  interfering  witli  it*  publi- 
cation, as  I  was  under  the  impression 
that  there  was  no  impropriety  in  any 
gentleman  refuting,  iu  such  manner  as 
be  might  think  right,  err<'ra  or  calum- 
nies respecting  which  he  has  been 
called  upon  to  deal,  not  in  cnnnrction 
with  his  ordinary  duties  as  a  servant  of 
the  Qovernment.  It  appears  that  in  so 
doing  Dr.  Barr  lias  not  anted  in  strict 
accordance  with  the  rules  g<)Terning  bis 
department.  In  so  far  as  there  is  blame 
attaching  to  him  for  this,  it  is  evident 
that  his  reference  to  me  may  well  have 
contributed  to  his  incurring  that  blame. 

Sir  W.  HARCOUKT  :  After  that 
answer  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  I  will  ask  the  Home  tit-cretary 
whether  ho  has  reproved  Dr.  Barr  for 
his  conduct  in  publishing  this  letter, 
which  appears  to  have  been  corrected  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  Dr.  Barr  was, 
no  doubt,  guilty  of  a  breach  of  official 
etiquette  in  publishing  thia  letter 
referring  to  matters  in  hie  department 
without  the  sanction  of  the  head  of  the 
department.  There  is  no  connection 
whatever  between  this  and  the  oommn* 
nicatione  that  paesed  between  Dr.  Barr 
and  my  right  hon.  Friend,  The  Chief 
Secretary  had  neither  the  power  nor  the 
inclination  to    absolve   Dr.  Barr  from 


joyCjOOgle 


Z3 


Samoa. 


JUaxohIS,  18891 


Samoa. 


oempliKDOo  with  tho  official  rule  tb&t 
goverus  this  matter. 

Bib  \V.  HARCOOET  :  I  beg  to  ask 
whether  thn  Tii;hl  hon.  Gedtlemaa  will 
Xty  on  the  the  Table  the  correBpoodence 
Bowia  the  Home  OfBoe  on  the  subject 
of  this  letter  ;  and  nill  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemaa  state  what  commuQioatioD 
has  been  made  to  Dr.  Barr.  and  what 
oommnaioation  he  has  reoeired  on  the 
subject  from  Or.  Barr?  I  ma;  state 
that  I  addressed  a  latter  on  this  subject 
to  the  Home  Sscratary  some  dajs  ag;o, 
and  that  I  have  reoeirad  no  acknow- 
ledirment  or  replr- 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  M;  apologies 
are  due  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  thought  m;  answer  in  the 
House  would  be  accepted  as  an 
answer  to  the  application.  I  have 
already  ioformed  the  House  of  the 
nature  of  my  oommuDioatioa  to  Dr. 
Barr — aamely,  that  I  hare  called  his 
attention  to  the  official  rule,  and  re- 
quested him  to  observe  it  in  future.  No 
one  knows  better  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  how  oontraiy  it  would  be  to 
all  praotLoe  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  oommunioations  between  a  De- 
partment and  its  offii-ers. 

Sib  W.  HARCOORT:  Twill  more 
for  that  oorrespondence,  and  call  atten- 
tion to  the  conduct  iu  this  matter  of  the 
Home  OfTioe  with  reference  to  the  disci- 
pliaa  of  the  Home  Office,  on  the  Vote  for 
the  salaries  of  the  medical  officers  of  the 
Home  Department. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  Perhaps  I 
.  may  be  allowed  to  correct  a  very  singular 
lapse  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  stated  as  olearly  as  I 
oonld  articulate  that  I  had  not  even 
made  mysell  accurately  acquainted  with 
the  contents  of  the  letter,  and  yet  the 
right  hon.  Geutleman,  with  that  reply 
ringing  in  his  ears,  described  the  letter 
as  one  which  I  had  cnrrected. 

Mb.  I.  U.  HEALY :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman,  when  he  reoeired 
Dr.  Barr's  letter,  what  did  he  do  with 
it? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:   I  sent  it  on. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  To  the  Timu  f 

Mb.  a.  J.  B.4LF0DR  :  Yes. 

ANNEXATIONS  IN  THE  PACIFIC. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 

asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 

whether  his  attention  had  been  called  to 

an  extract  from  a  letter  dated  Tahiti, 


the  I4th  January,  and  published  in  the 
t'tandardatthB  IMh  instant,  stating  that 
Her  Majesty's  ship  Sgarinth  had  just 
arrived  there ;   that 

"She  came  from  the  Herrey  xroap,  whera 
they  had  hoisted  ths  Eafflitti  fliR:  on  every 
ulaad  in  the  group :  that  the  Union  Jack  was 
hoisted,  21  KUQs  fired  from  tlie  ship,  '  God  Save 
the  Queen  plHyed,  and  the  ulutder*  became 
British  lubjecCa ;" 

whether  that  statement  was  true,  and, 
if  so,  how  many  islands  had  been  an- 
nexed ;  whether  the  oaptain  of  ths 
Hyaeinth  acted  on  instructions  from  ths 
British  Government  in  annexing  thd 
islaods;  and  whether  papers  on  the 
subject  would  be  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  The  stater 
meat  as  represented  in  the  qnestion  is 
substantially  correct  in  these  particulars. 
Between  the  :^6th  of  October  and  the 
4th  of  November,  18BH,  the  captain  of 
Her  Majesty'e  ship  Uyacin'.K  declared  a 
Protectorate  over  the  islands  composing 
the  Oook  group,  which  includes  the 
Horvey  group.  The  Union  Jack  was 
hoisted  and  saluted  in  the  usual  manner. 
There  are  in  all  nine  islands  included  in 
the  Protectorate.  The  captain  was  act- 
ing under  instmctions  from  the  Gorem- 


SAUOA. 

Db.  OAMEROM  ashed  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  whether  any  report  had 
yet  been  reoeived  at  the  Admiralty  con- 
cerning th«  seizure  of  Mr.  Gilan.  a 
British  sabjeot,  on  board  the  British  ship 
Riehwund  by  an  armed  guard  from  the 
German  warship  Adlir  at  tjamoa  ? 

Iard  O.  HAMILTON :  A  telegraphic 
report  has  been  received  from  the  Com- 
mand er-in-Ohief  on  the  Australiao 
Station  from  Now  Zealand,  dated 
Februaiy  19,  to  the  effect  that  the 
Germans  had  proclaimed  martial  law  at 
Samoa,  and  claimed  the  right  of  search 
over  British  ships,  and  that  British  sub- 
jects (no  names  given)  had  been  removed 
&om*the  British  ship  Hiehmond,  by  armed 
boats  from  the  German  ship  Ad^er. 
They  were  subsequently  released  on  the 
demand  of  the  oaptain  of  the  RoyalUt. 
A  further  telegram  on  February  21 
states  that  the  captain  of  the  CaiUopt, 
which  ship  has  replaced  the  lUyalut,  had 
informed  the  German  authorities  at 
iSamoa  that  he  cijutd  not  aaknowledge 
the  establishment  of  martial  law  or  the 
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jaiiBdictioB  or  rights  so  claimed  orei 
British  subjects  or  Courts.  The  olaimi 
■o  advanced  were  abaadoaed.  No  re- 
port has  been  received  with  reference  to 
the  statement  quoted  in  the  eecoad  part 
of  the  question.  With  regard  to  the 
latter  pert  of  the  question,  Osptain 
Hand  reports  that  a  cutter  belonging  to 
the  Oerman  ship  Eier  chased  a  boat 
containing  unarmed  natives,  and  fired 
fired  upon  them  as  they  were  escaping 
into  the  bush.  Captain  Hand,  of  the 
Soyaiitt,  was  on  the  beach  at  the  time, 
and  hailed  the  Oerman  boat  to  call  their 
attenticm  to  bis  being  there,  and  to  his 
being  exposed  to  tbeir  fire.  On  his  re- 
monstrating with  the  captain  of  the 
Eh«r,  that  officer  expressed  his  regret  at 
the  ooourreaoe  which  bad  taken  place 
contrary  to  the  instructions  he  had  given 
as  to  firing,  and  repeated  the  same  to 
Capt&in  Hand  on  toe  following  day  on 
board  the  Royalttt.  He  further  sent  the 
officer  who  had  committed  tbe  breach  of 
orders  to  Captain  Hand  to  apologize, 
and  to  explain  that  he  bad  acted  con- 
trary to  his  instrucUons. 

COUNTY  COUNCIL  ELECTION 
EXPENSES. 
Vb.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
shire)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  he  would 
Brant  a  Betum  of  the  expenses  of  return- 
ing officers  in  connection  with  tbe  County 
Oonncil  eleotibns  in  England  and  Wales  ? 
.  The  PBESIDENT  of  tbk  LOCAL 
QOVKEHUENT  BO  AED  (Mk.  EncHiK, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Qeorge's) :  The 
expenses  of  returning  officers  incurred 
in  connection  with  County  Oounoil 
elections  in  many  instaoces  have  not  as 
yet  been  taxed.  At  a  later  date  I  shall 
nave  no  objection  to  assent  to  a  Motion 
for  SDofa  a  Betum  as  that  referred  to. 

DOVEY  FISHEET. 
Mb.  THOMAS  KLLIS  asked  what 
were  the  private  interests  which  tbe 
Chief  Inspector  of  Fisheries  on  the  3rd 
of  January  last  stated  as  likely  to  oppose 
euooessfully  a  by-law  of  the  Dovey 
Fishery  Board  to  extend  by  a  fortnight 
tbe  time  for  net  fishing  in  tbe  waters 
within  the  Board's  jurisdiction  f 
•Sir  M.  H.  BEACH:  The  hon. 
Member  is  not  quite  accurate  in  stating 
that  the  Chief  Inspector  of  Fisheries 
made  yy  referenoe  to  private  interests. 
SantiUon 
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What*  he  did  say  was  that  the  views  of 
the  fishermen  would  he  much  opposed  by 
the  more  important  Fishery  Boards,  the 
preservation  of  whose  districts  might  be 
affected  by  further  extension  of  the 
season  for  tbe  capture,  and  consequently 
the  sale,  of  salmon. 

BAIL  WAY  HATES. 
Ms.  WATT  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) 
asked  the  President  of  tbe  Board  fk 
Trade  whether,  under  the  powers  oon- 
(erred  by  the  Bailway  and  Canal  Traffic 
Act,  upon  the  Commissioners,  upon 
application  to  review  the  action  of  rail- 
way companies  who  had  raised  their 
rates  during  the  passage  of  tbe  above 
Act,  and  prior  to  its  chiming  into  opera- 
tion, a  case  is  now  being  heard  before 
the  Commissioners ;  and  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  certain  railway  companies 
have  in  some  casea  increassd  their  rates 
subsequent  to  Ist  January  last;  and,  if 
so,  whether  it  is  tbe  duty  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  see  that  no  oontravention 
of  the  Act  takes  place  t 

Sir  M.  H.  BEACH ;  I  have  communi- 
cated with  the  Begiitrar  to  the  Gom- 
missioners  and  am  informed  that  there 
is  no  such  case  before  the  Commis- 
sioners. In  two  cases  only  bare  the 
Board  of  Trade  received  information 
of  increase  of  rates  subsequent  to 
tbe  let  of  January  last.  If  any 
such  increase  is  made  without  tbe 
giving  of  tbe  prescribed  notice,  the  com- 
lany  making  it  is  liable  to  a~  penalty  of 
>5  for  each  offence.  Any  question  or 
dispute  involving  the  legality  of  any 
toll,  rate,  or  charge,  or  portion  of  a  toll, 
rate,  or  charge  may  be  brought  before 
the  Oommissioners,  who  have  jurisdic- 
tion to  hear  and  determine  the  same 
under  section  10  of  the  Act,  and  under 
section  31,  whenever  any  persoa 
reoeivisg  or  sending  goods  by  any  rail- 
way is  of  opinion  that  the  railway  com- 
pany is  obargiog  him  an  unfair  or 
unreasonable  rate,  sacb  person  may 
complain  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  who 
will  thereupon  endeavour  to  settle  the 
matter  amicably.  The  operation  of 
clauses  10  and  31  is  not  suspended 
pending  the  settlement  of  the  maximum 
rates  under  section  24. 

Mr.  watt  :  May  I  ask  whether  the 
58tb  clause  of  tbe  Act  confers  retro- 
spective powers  on  the  CommissioBen 
only  in  cases  where  litigation  was  pend> 
ing  prior  to  Ist  January  lastf 
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MK.FLYNN  asked  theOhier8ttcre(ai7 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  if 
the  atatament  in  the  JUrmingham  Hott 
IB  veil  founded,  to  the  effect  that  the 
■mall  Committee  on  Priaon  Treatment 
will  include  Mr.  B<mrke,  Chairman  of 
(he  Iriah  Prisons  Bjard,  Dr.  MoCabe, 
«nd  Dr.  O'Farrell;  and/ if  the  state- 
ment is  not  accurate,  can  be  inform  the 
House  who  are  the  parties  who  have 
been  selected,  and  will  he  undertake 
that  the  Committee  will  cuntaia  mem- 
bers other  than  gentlemen  who  hare 
been  or  are  oonneuted  with  prison  ad- 
ministration in  Irelaad  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOTTB:  There  is  no 
truth  in  the  report.  I  shall,  of 
endeavour  to  make  anj  committee  or 
oom  mission  repreaentatire  in  its 
character. 

FEUALB  ATTENDANTS  AT  POLICE 
STATIONS. 

Ma.  FICKER30ILL  (BethnalOreen, 
S-W. ]  asked  the Seoretsrj ofStatefor  the 
Home  Department  what  appointments 
have  been  made  of  female  attendants  at 
Metropolitan  Folioe  Stations  so  as  to 
aeonre  for  women  charged  during  the 
night,  and  detained  in  custody,  the  pro- 
tection of  persons  of  tbeir  own  seif 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  At  all  police- 
■tationa  there  are  female  attendants, 
who  are  not  resident  on  the  station  pre- 
mises, bat  who  reelde  dose  by,  and  at 
night  can  be  snmmond  by  the  iospeotor 
if  their  eerrioes  are  required.  There 
•n  about  ^GO  p'>lice  stations  in  the 
metropolis,  and  to  provide  qoarters 
for  resident  female  attendants  would 
involve  considerable  structural  altera- 
tions and  a  large  expenditure  of  money- 
Hie  hon.  Member  will  bear  in  mind 
that  Mr.  Justice  WilU's  Gommittee 
dealt  only  with  police  oourts  and  not 
with  police-stations,  to  which  none  of 
their  reooramendations  apply. 

RESULTS  FEES. 

Ur.  OBILLY  (Mayo,  N.)  asked  the 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 

Ireland  whether  the  results  fees  have 

yet  been  paid  the  national  Bchool  teachers 


ID  the  Ballaghaderreen,  County  ICayo, 
Diatriot  (No.  21),  whose  sohools  were 
examined  before  the  Slat  January  last; 
and  whether  the  Commiaaioaers  of 
National  Edacation  in  Ireland  hare 
aoted  in  aocord  with  the  pledges  given 
on  their  behalf  by  him,  that  payment 
of  results  fees  woald  be  made  within 
four  weeks  subaequent  to  date  of  r^iilU 
examination  to  teachera  against  whom 
no  complaint  had  been  tuode  by  the 
district  Inspector? 

Mk.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Com- 
misaioners  of  National  Education  inform 
me  that  in  all  coses  in  the  dietriol 
named,  in  which  the  Annual  Beanlffa 
Examinations  were  held  before  the  Slit 
January  last,  the  results  fees  have  been 
paid  with  fourexoeptiona,  due  to  irregu- 
larities in  the  returns  or  other  excep- 
tional droum stances,  but  payment  tn 
these  four  coses  will  shortly  iaaae.  The 
Commissioners  add  that,  in  all  ewaes, 
except  those  in  which  a  neoessi^  ariaris 
for  special  investigation,  the  results  fees 
are  usned  within  about  a  month  from 
the  dote  of  the  examination  of  the 
eohool. 

CLERKS  OF  UNIONS. 
Ma.  PATRICK  JOSEPH  O'BRIEN 
(Tipperary,  N.)  asked  tbeChief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land when  the  Oovernmant  mean  to 
bring  in  the  Bill,  as  promised  lost  Ses- 
sion, to  provide  for  the  service  of  clerks 
of  unions  and  poor  rate  collectors  in 
Ireland  under  the  Franchise  Act  ? 

*Ub.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Member  appears  to  be  under  a  misappre- 
hension in  supposing  that  a  promiae 
had  been  made  to  introduce  a  Bill  to 
meet  the  cases  of  tlie  Poor  Law  ufficiols 
where  they  are  at  present  insufficiently 
remunerated  for  their  duties  in  question. 
I  am,  however,  quite  ready  to  introduoo 
a  Bill  on  the  subject,  if  assured  that  it 
will  meet  w:th  the  general  assent  of  the 

Mb.'p.  O'BRIEN:  la  the  right  hon. 
Qeotlemaa  aware  that  the  late  Colonel 
King  Harcnan  atated  laitt  year  that  the 
question  had  for  some  time  occupied  the 
attention  of  the  GuvernueFit  and  that  a 
lid  be  brought  in  on  an  early 
dale? 
*Ma.  A.  J.  nALFOUE:  I  am  not 
aware  that  the  introduction  of  a  Bill  was 
promised.  But  it  is  the  case  that  the 
motter  has  engaged  the  sttentinn  of  the 
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OoremiDent.  A  Bill  has  liecn  actually 
*  drafted ;  but  there  would  be  no  nw  in 
introdnrinit  it  unless  vilh  the  genvral 
aasent  of  all  parti». 

FEM6A  AND  ZANZIBAR. 
8iB  J.  EENNAWAY  asltod  whether 
the  OoTernment  had  consented  lo  unite 
with  the  Qermau  Oovemment  in  a 
blockade  ot  the  islands  of  Pemba  and 
Zsnzibar  in  substitution  of  a  blockade 
of  the  coast? 
*Sra  J.  FERGUSSON:  No.  The 
blockade  on  the  coast  is  still  in  force; 
but,  by  a  procla nation  issued  on  the 
19th  of  February,  the  Sultan  prohibited 
the  importation,  exportation,  and  trade 
in  aims  and  auimuuition  in  Zancibar 
and  Pemba.  He  further  delegated  his 
Sovereign  tights  of  search  over  Arab 
veeeels  in  tbo  territorial  waters  ot  the 
islnnds  to  the  British  and  Gernuin 
Admirals.' 

THE  SPECIAL  COMUISSION. 

Ha.  J.  MOBLET  (Newcastle  on- 
Tyne)  asked  tbe  Chief  Serretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieotenant  of  Ireland  at  what  date 
Ur.  Horde  and  Mr.  Jojoe  began  to  ex- 
amine papers  and  tabulate  statistics 
with  the  Tiew  to  elucidate  subjects  of 
inquiry  before  the  Special  Commission  ; 
by  whose  authority  those  Besident 
Magistrates  uuderlook  that  work;  to 
irhom  they  furnished  the  result  of  their 
labours  ;  whether  Mr.  Home,  Mr.  Joyce, 
or  Mr.  Shanoon  bad  at  any  time  taken 
the  evidenoe  of  any  persons  with  a  view 
of  its  being  used  by,  or  suhmitted  to, 
the  Timtt;  and  whether  Mr.  Home 
bhl^ned  leave  from  his  ordinary  duties 
for  the  purpose  of  engaging  id  the  work 
of  tabulating  statistics  for  the  Timri  > 

Ub.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  Messrs.  Home 
and  Joyce  began  the  duty  in  question 
immediately  after  tbe  passing  of  the 
Special  CommissiiiD  Act,  before  it  was 
known  what  course  the  Court  would 
direct  in  regard  to  the  produftion  of 
iaformation  before  it.  Tnese  Resident 
Hsgistrates  undertook  the  duty  by  order 
of  the  Government,  and  furnished  the 
results  to  tbeGuvemment.  As  regards 
the  inquiry  in  the  fnurth  parsgrapb,  my 
reply  of  the  6th  of  Msrchlo  a  question 

{int  by  the  hoc.  Ucmbpr  for  the  Sont- 
and     Division    of    Liverpool     equally 
Siplies  to  the    cate    of   the    Kesidenl 
agittratee  referred  to  and    all    other 
Mr.  A.  J.  ffalfinir 


Government  officials  in  Ireland.  The 
reply  to  the  inquiry  in  the  last  para- 
graph is  in  the  negative. 

Ur.  J.  MOBLET:  I  should  like  to 
ask  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  another 
question.  Therighthon.  Gentlemantella 
the  House  that  the  Besident  Hagistratea 
furnished  the  results  of  their  labours  U> 
the  Oovemment.  Will  he  tell  us  how 
that  information  from  the  Government 
reached  Mr.  Soames  ? 

Ha.  A.  J.  BALFOTTB :  The  infoiw 
mation  su^ested  in  the  Question  was 
the  tabulated  statistics  in  relation  to 
orime.  If  the  Timtt  applied  for  infor- 
mation of  that  kind,  it  would  be  supplied 
to  them. 

Ma.  J.  MOBLET:  Then  the  Timn 
did  apply  to  the  Government  for  this 
information  f 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  suppoee 
so,  it  they  got  it. 

Mr.  J.  MOBLET:  How  did  thej 
know  it  existed  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.BALFODR  :  Ido  not  know 
that  they  were  aware  that  tabulation 
had  taken  place;  but  they  probably 
knew  that  intormatiou  of  the  sort  waa 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  CLiverpooI, 
Scotland  Div.) :  May  I  ask  whether  it 
was  by  instructions  from  the  Government 
that  Mr.  Shannon  held  a  sworn  inquiry 
into  the  conduct  of  the  convict  Delsney 
in  tbe  prison  cell,  and  whether  there 
was  any  legal  authority  for  the  holding 
of  such  an  inquiry  t 

MR.A.J.BALFOnB:  Iknow nothing 
about  the  matter,  which  is  not  relevant 
to  the  question  before  the  House. 

Mb.  T.  H.  HEALT  :  Has  not  Mr. 
Home,  a  Resident  Magistrate  of  the 
third  (lass,  been  promoted  over  tbe 
beads  ot  a  score  of  others  in  consequenoe 
of  the   assistance  he  rendered   to  the 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOTTB :   No. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) : 
Are  we  lo  understand  that  the  tabnla- 
ting  of  atatislios  for  the  Timei  is  among 
the  ordinary  duties  of  a  Resident 
Magistrate  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  T  deny  that 
statistics  were  tabulated  fur  the  Tititt*. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  deny  that  Mr.  Home 
has  been  recently  prDninted  ? 

Ma.  A.  3.  BALFOUB:  Ho,  I  do  not. 
What  I  denied  was  the  account  given  of 
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that  promotion  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
QentlemaD. 

Mjl  T.  U.  HEA.LY :  What  promo- 
tion has  Ur.  Hurae  received,  when  did 
ha  reoeive  it,  aud  over  whose  beads  htva 
he  been  promoted  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFODE:  Tbo.hon. 
Hember  must  be  aware  I  cannot  poaaibl; 
ROBwer  the  questioa. 

A  LICENSING  IRREGULAftlTT. 

Ma.  CAINE  (Barrow)  asked  the 
Attorney  General  whether  he  hid  re- 
oeived  a  memorial  stating  that  Mr. 
Thomaa  Sowlor,  a  Jurtioe  of  the  Peaoo 
ibr  Manchoster,  had  oommitted  a  breaoh 
of  the  6inh  eectioa  of  the  Licensing  Act 
of  la72  by  sitting  on  the  Beooh  at  a 
Ucensiug  seaaion,  when  application  was 
made  fur  the  renewal  or  transfer  ol  a 
licence  for  a  house  belonging  to  a 
limited  compaay  in  which  ho  was  a 
diarebolder :  and  what  steps  he  pro- 
posed to  take  in  the  matter? 

Thb  AITORNE?  GENERAL  (Sir 
E.  WxBarBR.  Jslo  of  Wightl :  A  memo- 
rial was  re<«ived  substaatiully  to  the 
effect  stated  in  the  question  of  the 
bon.  Member.  In  (ionBeqaence,  I  di- 
rected prooeedioga  to  be  taken  lor  a 
penalty,  since  which  I  have  received  a 
statement  from  Mr.  Bowler  stating  that 
he  acted  from  inadvertence  aad  ij^no- 
rance  of  the  law.  I  have  bean  in  com 
munioation  with  the  solicitor  of  the 
petitioner,  and  the  matter  is  having  my 
moat  careful  ooosideration. 

EOYAL  ailANTS. 
Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  when  he 
TTonld  pUoa  on  the  Paper  the  terms  of 
the  pntpnsed  refereace  to  the  Committee 
on  Royal  Grants? 
•The  first  LORD  or  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Bmrn,  Btrand) :  1 
will  place  on  the  Paper  the  terms  of  the 
proposed  reference  as  soim  na  the  oondi 
tion  of  buiiiie«  affords  me  a  reasonabli 
prospect  of  beiug  alda  to  proceed  with 
the  Motion  fur  the  Uommitiee. 

INTEONATIONAL  1SDD8TRIAL 
CONVENTION. 
Ma.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield 
Central)  at-ked  the  Under  Sauretary  of 
State  for  Fureiicn  Atfairs  if  the  Spaaiah 
Government  had  fcirmsUy  invited  the 
International  Industrial  Convention  to 
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hold  its  Session  at  Madrid  as  proposed ; 
aud  if  the  date  of  its  aaBeaihly  has  ioen 
fixed?  ,     , 

Sm  J.  FEROnSSON;  No  fornwl 
invitation  has  yet  been  received,  andtha 
date  has,  so  far  as  Her  M^^/a 
Government  are  aware,  not  yet  been 
fixed. 


LOBDOM  EXCISE. 
Me.  DIXON.  HARTIAND  (Middle- • 
sex,  Uxbridge)  asked  whether  tl*r« 
was  any  truth  in  the  autament  tta» 
some  of  the  London  Excise  ooilectoea' 
offices  are  to  be  abolished,  and  the  da^ 
of  the  clerks  merged  in  the  offloe  of  tha 
Receiver  General  ol  Inland  Bevenno; 
and  whether  that  arrangement  wonid 
result  in  any  economy? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  A  scheme  M 
under  the  oonsideration  of  the  BaMfloI 

nland  Revenue  to  transfer  part  of  ttie. 

mrk  now  done  in  the  London  coUeotors 
offices  to  the  Becei»er  General.  Nothing 
ia  definitely  settled ;  but  economy  u  the 
object  of  the  proposed  arrangement 

PElSON  THEATUENT  OF  MB.  W. 
O'BBIEN. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE!.  (Mid  I^tl^ : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  thoTrea- 
sury  whether,  a  direct  issue  of  fact  havipg 
been  raised  between  the  Chief  Secretwj 
to  the  Ijord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  aafl 
the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  in  relation  to 
the  prison  treakuent  of  Mr.  "W.  O'Bnea, 
and  an  inquiry  into  this  matter  by  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  having  been  p»^ 
posed^by  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  and 
rejected  by  Her  Majesty's  GovernmsDl 
on  the  ground,  not  that  the  inquiry  la 
improper,  but  that  the  organ  is  map- 
...J-i^     TTo.   Moiuitti'B   Government 


pp,>priate,    Har   Majesty «         ,        .. 
will  propose  an  inquiry  by  what  they 
may  deem  an  appropriate  organ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFODE:  The  inquiry 
by  Committee  was  rejected  on  the 
ground  that  the  instrument  was  inap^ 
pwprialej  but  even  if  an  appropriate 
instruuiout  were  provided  (not  a  very 
easy  matterl  it  would  notfoll'jw  thatlhe 
inquiry  ahonld  be  granted.  The  nsht 
hon.  Geutlaman  must  he  aware  ihst 
confliciB  of  this  kind  on  matter  of  fact 
have  been  frequent  under  many  Afl- 
ministtalions.  aud  that  the  mere  occur- 
rence of  such  a  confliut  has  not  been,  nnfl 
could  not  be,  thought  in  most  cases  aa, 
adsquite  reason  for  aatting  in  motion  the 
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^aborate  m&cluneiT  neoeasary  for  an 
inquirjr  on  oath.  Bnt  in  ordar  that  the 
rigai  hon.  Oentlaman  may  hare  an 
Ojiportnnitj  of  eitimatin^  the  andanoe 
on  irhich  my  state manta  wore  fonnded,  I 
propose  to  lay  Papsra  on  the  Table  of 
the  House,  which  I  feel  sure  he  wonld 
with  to  Be6  before  asking  for  an  inqnirf , 
or  othenrise  assocIatiDg  himself  with 
the  doubt]  expressed  hy  tbe  Lird  Hajor 
ofDablin. 

Ub.  sexton  :  With  reference  to  the 
raplj  of  the  right  hoa.  Qantleman  the 
Onief  Secretary  to  the  question  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentlemaa  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  I  beg  to  ask  the 
right  hoD.  Qentleman  the  Chief 
Beoretary  whether  the  machinery 
necessary  tor  inquiry  is  not  already 
created  by  the  1 1th  section  of  the  Irish 
Prisons  Act,  1877?  I  for  one  do  not 
intend   to    suffer    him    again    in    my 

Sesence  to  impute  nntruths  to  tbe  hon. 
ember  for  North-East  Cork  and 
others  including  myself,  with  regard  tu 
atatements  which  we  know  to  be  (rue, 
and  which  we  have  offered  to  prove,  I 
beg. to  aek  tbe  riffbt  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  is  willing,  as  the  Priaons 
Board  is  bonodbyatatute,  to  direct  them 
lo  hold  such  an  inquiry  as  contemplated 
tiy  the  section,  upon  oath,  and  to  allow 
«aoh  of  the  prisoners  to  be  represented 
br  counsel,  and  the  Press  to  be 
BRinitted  ? 

Mb.  a.  7.  SALFOUB:  I  must 
oorredt  one  statement  of  the  hon. 
lEember.  He  appears  to  think  that 
w^SBOTer  I  make  an  assertion  in  this 
House  upon  information  given  to  me 
irith  regard  to  matters  of  fact,  and 
^eneverhon.  Members  opposite  happen 
to  differ  from  that  statement,  I  am 
giving  them  the  lie.  I  made  no  snoh 
etatemant  against  tbe  hon.  Qentleman 
or  his  Friends  below  the  Gangway. 
With  regard  to  bis  request  that  there 
abonld  be  an  inquiry  on  oath,  I  was  not 
aware  that  tbe  kind  of  inquiry  granted 
fay  the  section  would  Batisfy  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway,  or  was  the 
inquiry  to  which   the  question  of  the 

ri^t    hon.    Member  for  Mid  Lothian  I  made  by  the  I/>rd  Mavor  of  Dublin  by 
pointed.     If  it  would  aatisfythem,  that   the  phrase  "calumny. 

"        "  "  '      Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUH:  My  memory 

does  not  carry  me  back  to  that  particular 
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and  the  Member  for  North  Longfasd 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy).  I,  therefore,  ask 
whether  the  right  bon.  Gentlemaa 
intends  to  go  on  imputing  untrntbs  to 
hon.  Members  of  this  Honse?  [CHms/ 
"  Order."1 

*Ma.  SF£AKEB :  A  charge  ofimpnt- 
ing  antrutb  w  in  itself  nn-Parliamen- 
tary. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  grant  an  inquiry  ?  [  Gru*  of 
"Order"  and  "Withdraw."]  I  am 
qnite  in  order.  '  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  will  grant  an 
inquiry.  [Amaimif  ori«  of  "With- 
draw "  and  '■  Order."]  Withdraw  what? 
I  withdraw  notlung.  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  irrant  an  inqniryf 

*Mb.  speaker  :  I  am  sure  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  agree  with  tba 
propriety  of  the  remark  which  I  made 
to  him  from  the  Chair.  All  I  said  waa 
that  a  charge  of  imputing  untruth  is 
not  Parlitmentary. 

Ma.  SEXTON:  Will  the  right  hon." 
Gentleman  grant  an  inquiry  nnder  the 
Prisons  Act  (Ireland),  1377  ?  Will  ho 
make  such  an  inquiry  effective  by  having 
it  on  oath,  with  both  parties  represented 
by  oonneel  and  the  Press  admitted? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  Of  cwurse  I 
cannot  off-hand  answer  a  proposal  of 
that  kind.  Before  I  give  an  answer  to 
that  question  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  an  inquiry  of  that  tind  would 
meet  the  views  which  I  understand  are 
held  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site and  by  bon.  Hembers  below  the 
Gangway. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Although  I  en- 
tirely disaent  from  the  grounds  upon 
which  the  objection  has  been  taken  to 
an  inquiry  by  a  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittee, yet,  undoubtedly,  any  inqui^ 
which  fully  briogs  out  the  facta  wiU 
meet  my  views,  and.  I  believe,  those  of 
tbe  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin.  As  reference 
has  been  made  to  conversations  which 
took  place,  I  may  ask  tbe  right  hon. 
Gtentleman  whether  it  is  in  bis  recol- 
lection— as  it  certainly  is  distinctly  in 
that    be    described    statements 


would  put  an  entirely  ditferent  com- 
pTesion  on  tba  matter. 

Mr,  SEXION  :  Our  side  of  tbe  case  |  speech  to  w£ioh  tbe  right  hon.  GenQe- 
reats  upon  tbe  statemont  made  by  the  '  man  refers;  but  I  think  it  is  very  likely 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  to  ^  that  I  have  in  this  House — certainly  out 
my  bon.  Friends  the  Mayor  of  Glonmel   of  it—  described  the  attacks  to  which  I 


Mr.  A.  J.  Strata- 
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hftTB  been  eabjeotad  on  tlie  question  of 
pruon  discipline  aa  OKlumny. 

QOVEBKUKirr  COKTBACTS. 

OoLONSL  LATTRIE  (Bath)  :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  Fiaancinl  Sec^tary  to  the  War 
Office  ft  Qnestion  of  which  I  have  given 
him  prirate  sotioe — whether  he  is 
Gorrectlj'  reported  in  the  Datty  Ntv*  of 
Saturday  last,  under  the  heading  "More 
Hiaiaterial  Bribes,"  to  hare  giren  the 
details  of  orders  to  be  issued  under  the 
new  Naval  Programme,  and  to  hare 
stated  that  more  than  £1,000,OOJ  worth 
of  stores  would  he  ordered,  inolnding 
ICessrs.  Armstrong  £.160,000,  Messrs. 
Whitworth  £367,000,  llessrs.  Viukers 
£114,000  7 

Thb  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  to 
Tax  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  BBrmarcK, 
Surrey,  Guildford^ :  I  fear,  Sir,  that  the 
Daili  y*w»  has  neen  wilfully  misled. 
The  report  is  wholly  inaocorste.  I  made 
no  allusion  whsterer  to  orders  which 
may  hereafter  be  given  under  the  pro- 
posed naval  ezpeaditnre.  Tlie  figures 
which  I  cited  were  those  of  orders  at 
present  current,  whii-h  have  been  given 
out  in  the  pasr,  and  were  a  quotation 
from  the  speech  delivered  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  on  Thursday  night,  which  was 
pablio  proper^  24  hours  before  I  spoke 
on  Friday. 

Sir  W.  HAECOUHT  (Derby):  I 
would  ask  the  hon.  Qeatleman  whether 
he  is  acquainted  with  a  paper  called  the 
Manchntar  Cowiar,  and  whether  he 
acknowledges  the  accuracy  of  this  report 
of  bis  speech — 

"They  believed  very  inacb  in  itimalatiog 
privste  trade.  Id  18S3-4  the  Liberal  Ooveni- 
meDt  g*Te  to  private  Anna  orden  for  big  guDi 
to  the  Talus  of  £23,000 1  ia  i88S  meli  orden 
were  given  to  Uis  eiteat  of  £67,000,  but  in  this 
year  orden  tor  big  guni  were  Kiven  to  Ueem. 
Annatrong  to  Iheeitent of  £381,000,  to  Heean. 
WhitworU  to  the  extent  of  £164,000,  and  to 
Metir*.  Viclten.  of  BheffieM,  to  the  extent  of 
£114,000,  In  all,  the  War  Office  have  given 
orden  for  £1,063,000  worth  of  warUke  itoree 
to  private  Arm*." 

Mb.  BRODRICK:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  had  the  courtesy  to 

S*re  ma  notice.  I  have  no  report  of 
e  speech  with  me.  I  certainly  read 
very  cursorily  the  quotation  which  he 
has  read,  and  the  citation  which  I  made 
was  to  the  effect  that  these  orders  were 
at  present  current.  But  if  the  right 
hon.  OeDtlemaii  feels  that  there  ia  any 


difference  betwoen  the  two  Oovem- 
meata  in  that  r&pect  it  is  not  due  to  vaf 
fault  of  mine. 

THE  GENERALS'  LIST. 
SiE  Q.  TREVELTAN  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  With  reference  to  a  Motion 
which  I  have  on  the  paper  for  to-mor- 
row, and  with  reference  to  the  state- 
ment made  last  week,  as  to  the  Gtanerals' 
List,  I  would  aak  in  what  state  of  ma- 
turity that  proposal  of  the  Govenmeot 
is,  because  if  it  is  very  near  prodtictioii 
I  would  not  trouble  the  House  with  my 
Motion. 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  informed  the 
House  last  week  that  I  had  a  aoheme 
in  preparation,  and  I  hope  to  be  able  to 
lay  it  before  tlie  House  in  the  course  of 
a  few  days,  certainly  in  the  course  of  a 
week,  and,  therefoie,  I  may  say  in 
answer  to  the  right  hon,  baronet  that  it 
will  be  produced  almost  immediately. 

THE  NATIONAL  OALLEET. 
Mb.  GATHORNEHAEDT  (Kent, 
Medway)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasnry  whether  it  was  true,  as  stated 
in  the  public  Press,  that  the  authorities 
of  the  National  Qallary  were  applying  a 
new  and  fanciful  nomenclature  to  the 
pictures  there ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
would  direct  that  the  old  and  well-known 
names  of  the  painters  be  also  affixed  to 
them? 
*Mk.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  changes 
which,  in  a  very  few  instances,  have 
been  made  on  the  labels  of  pictures  in 
the  National  Gallery  consist  merely  in 
the  Bubstitution  of  the  true  name  of  the 
painter  for  the  colloquial  nickname. 
This  has  been  done  in  anticipation  of 
the  appearance  of  the  forthooming 
catalogue,  in  which  the  system  5l 
nomenclature  will  agree  with  that  now 
almost  universal  in  the  great  Conti- 
nental galleries  and  in  their  catalognes. 
It  would,  no  doubt,  have  been  better  is 
all  cases  whero  an  alteration  was  neoes- 
sary  to  have  left  the  old  name  also 
standing,  and  in  some  instanoes  this  has 
been  done.  The  sole  reason  for  not 
doing  it  in  every  case  was  the  desire  to 
avoid  the  expense  of  new  labels,  and  it 
was  hoped  that  no  great  inconvenience 
would  be  felt  from  the  omission,  since 
it  has  been  made  solely  when  the 
painter's  surname  was  as  perfectly  weU- 
known  to  the  general   public    as   the 
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Ohrifltian  nfttne  or  the  nickname.  It  io, 
however,  intended  to  restore  the  more 
familiar  names  to  the  labels,  so  as  to 
WTO  an; 


INDIAN  NATIONAL  G0N02ES3. 
Ma.BB&DLAUaH:  Ibefftoaakthe 
Under  Secretary  of  State  fur  India  (I) 
whether  he  has  reoeired  copies  of  the 
neolutions  passed  attbeladian  National 
CoBgiesa  held  at  Allahabad  in  December 
1888,  embodying  a  tentative  scheme  of 
flleotion  of  a  moiety  of  members  of  legis- 
lative councils ;  and  (S)  whether  be  will 
lay  the  same  npoa  the  Table,  together 
with  such  pordons  of  the  despatoh  from 
the  Marquess  of  DufiTerin  and  Ava,  re- 
lating to  the  reform  of  the  legislative 
oonncils  in  India,  as  contain  proposals, 
BBgnrestionB,  and  observations  on  the 
modifioations  in  the  exieting  system  F 

•Tna  UNDER  SEGRETAHY  ot 
STATE  Foa  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Qoasr, 
Chatham)  answered  the  first  question  in 
the  negative,  and,  as  regards  the  second, 
said  that  no  Papers  on  the  coaatitution 
and  functions  of  the  legislative  councils 
in  India  could,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  be  at  present  laid 
upon  the  Table  with  advantage  to  the 
Public  Service. 

Ua.  BRADLAUGH :  Can  tbey  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  before  the  Indian 
queetion  comes  on  for  discueaion  in  this 
Honse? 

•Sir  J.  G0E8T  :  I  am  afraid  that  I 
cannot  name  any  day  when  the  papers 
Till  be  laid  on  the  Table. 

INDIAN  HONUURS. 
Mm.  CAINE  ashed  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  Slate  for  India  (1)  whether  Kr. 
Jouak  Wbymper,  who  was  gazetted  as 
Companion  of  the  Indian  Empire  in  the 
leoent  distribution  of  honours,  was  the 
manager  of  a  brewery  company  at 
Hurree.  If  so,  what  were  the  eervioes 
rendered  by  him  to  the  Indian  Empire 
wfaioh  induced  the  Government  of  India 
to  recommend  him  to  tlie  honour;  and  (2) 
whether  it  was  a  fact  that  Sir  Frederick 
Boberta,  ibe  Commauder-in  Chief  of 
the  forces  in  India,  a  short  time  ago 
recommended  Mr.  J.  Oelson  Gregson, 
lately  the  secretary  of  the  Soldivre' 
Total  Abstinesoe  Society,  fur  a  similar 
honour,  eipresstng  the  opinion  that  Mr. 
Gregson's  great  services  bad  resulted  in 
an  increase  oF  sobriety  and  good  conduct 
Jtr.  W.  M.  Smith 
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among  the  soldiers  stationed  in  India, 
equal  in  its  resnlta  to  the  addition  of, a 
regiment  to  the  forces  in  India  ? 

*Sia  J.  GO  EST :  My  answer  to  the  Grat 
question  is,  yes ;  he  was  recommended 
for  honours  by  the  Viceroy — 

"  On  scooant  ol  bis  pablic  ipirit  in  devslo^a; 
the  locat  roioiucaa  intlieKswuI  Pindi distriot, 
and  OQ  aciuuatof  bii  Barvioe*  to  ths  military 
departmeat." 

(2)  As  regards  Mr.  Gregson,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  is  not  aware  of  any  suob 
reoommendatiou  having  been  made  by 
Sir  F.  Roberta  ;  nor  has  any  such  recom- 
mendation been  made  to  the  Sotretary  of 
State  by  the  Viceroy. 

THE  POLICE  AND  THE  CNEMPLOTED 
Mb.  C.  GRAHAM  asked  the  Home 
Secretary  whether  his  attention  had 
been  called  to  a  statement  in  this  morn- 
ing's Press  to  the  effect  thut  after  a 
parade  of  Jewish  unemployed  to  hear  a 
sermon  by  Dr.  Adlsr  on  Saturdiiy  last, 
the  police  broke  into  theJewish  Socialist 
Club  in  Serners  Street,  and  arrested 
four  men  and  severely  beat  the  steward  7 
Ma.  MATIHEWS:  I  have  seen  the 
statement  in  the  Press,  but  have  received 
no  official  information. 

Mr.  0.-  GRAHAM :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  make  inquiry  P 

THE  KENNINOTON  ELECTION. 
Sir  W.  HABOOURT  ;  I  wiwh  to  ask 
a  question  affecting  the  position  of  a 
Member  of  this  House.  An  election 
took  plocs  on  Friday  last  for  the 
borough  of  Kennington,  when  a  Mem- 
ber was  returned  to  this  House,  and 
the  poll  was  declared  on  Friday  night. 
Under  the  Parliamentary  and  Municipal 
Elections  Act,  1872,  the  duty  of  the 
Returning  OSoer  is  forthwith  to  declare 
as  the  Member  elected  the  candidate  to 
whom  the  majority  of  votes  has  been 
given,  and  to  return  bia  name  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery.  Now, 
inquiries  have  been  made  by  the  Mem- 
ber returned  of  the  Clerk  of  the  CrowD 
in  Chancery,  in  order  that  he  might 
obtain  the  writ  and  take  his  seat  aa 
being  returned  by  the  constitufncy  of 
Kennington,  but  it  appears  the  Clerk 
of  the  Crown  bos  received  no  return 
from  the  Returning  Officer,  the  conse- 
quence of  which  is  that  the  Member  re- 
turned is  unable  to  take  his  seat  ur  to 
dischsrge  his  duties  in  this  House.  I 
would  aik  you  under  these  ciroumstances 


jo^CjOogle 


63 


OortmmMt 


what  steps  ought  to  be  taVen  in  order 
that  the  Member  for  Kenning^ii  may 
enter  this  House  ?* 

«Mb.  SPEA.KEE :  I  did  not  know 
tliat   the  right   hon.    Oentlemsa   wat 

fog  to  ask  me  the  question,  but 
reoolbct  that  a  case  oocnrred  in 
1848,  when  the  question  arose  as  to 
whether  the  absence  of  the  warit  wonld 
invalidate  the  hon,  Hemher's  being  a 
Uember  of  the  House.  The  Oommittee 
dwuded  that  it  would  not  affeat  the  elec- 
tion nor  invalidate  hie  being  regarded 
as  alfember  of  the  House,  but  the  Com- 
nittee  added — I  speak  from  recollection 
— that  they  were  strongly  ot  opinion 
that  the  practice  of  obtaining  the  writ 
should  bold  in  the  future  before  an  hon. 
Uember  could  take  his  seat.  Why  the 
writ  has  not  been  returned  in  this  case 
haa  not  oome  to  my  knowledge,  and 
I  have  only  heera  ot  it  within 
the  last  five  minutes.  Until  the  writ 
•rrirei',  it  will  not  be  oompetent  for  the 
hon. Member  to  take  his  seat,  the  practice 
being  for  an  hon.  Member  to  bring  the 
writ  with  him  from  the  Clerk  of  the 
Crown.  I  may  say  that  I  will  call  on 
ttie  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  explain  any 
irregularity  that  has  taken  place,  and 
ask  him  why  the  writ  has  not  been 
tetumed. 

8ia  W.  HARCOUET :  I  understood 
that  some  half  hour  ago  steps  were  taken 
to  oommunioate  to  you,  Sir,  that  a  Ques- 
tion would  be  asked  on  this  sabjeot.  and  I 
have  to  apologize  to  you  that  that  has  not 
been  done.  I  do  not  understand,  how- 
erer,  tvora  the  information  which  reaches 
me,  that  there  is  any  fault  on  the  part 
6f  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown.  '  It  ig  the 
duty  ol  the  returning  officer  to  send 
the  wiit  to  the  Cleric  of  the 
Grown.  The  Clerk  of  the  Crown  has 
not  got  the  writ,  and  I  do  not  tree  what 
the  Member  is  to  do  in  the  circam- 
■tanoee. 

♦Ma.  SPEAKER :  My  first  duty  would 
be  to  ask  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  and  then  to 
take  action  through  Chancery,  if  any 
irregularity  has  been  committed.  That 
I  will  eerlainly  do  at  once. 

Mb.  O.  V.  MORGAN  (Batteraea); 
Mr.  Speaker,  Sir,  in  the  event  of  the 
writ  arriving  in  the  course  of  the  even- 
ing, will  the  hon.  Member  for  Kenning- 
tou  be  able  to  take  the  oath  F 

*Mb.  speaker  :  Not  until  the  close 
of  the  bubiuesd.    When  the  Orders  of 
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the  Day  are  commenced  it  is  not  allow- 
able to  interrupt  the  public  busineas  for 
the  purpose  of  allowing  a  hon.  Member 
to  take  the  oath  or  his  seat. 

GOVERNMENT  CONTEiOTS. 
Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  I  wish  to 
aak  whether  contracts  for  the  supply 
of  the  public  service  are  not  made  in 
accordance  purely  with  the  public  con- 
venience and  not  from  political  oon- 
eiderations;  and  if  that  be  so,  whether 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  will  con- 
sider it  his  duty  to  stop  the  growing 
practice  on  the  part  of  the  supporters  of 
the  Qovernment  of  asking  the  support  at 
contested  elections  of  tiie  constituency, 
on  the  ground  of  the  seleoiion  of  the 
constituency  for  the  supply  of  the  public 
service? 

*Me.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  1  am  not  aware, 
Sir,  that  any  supporter  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  asked  fur  the  support  of  any 
constituency  on  the  ground  that  ft 
special  contract  has  been  given  out  to 
any  particular  district.  Undoubtedly 
contracts  are  given  out  in  the  interests 
of  the  public  service,  and  of  the  public 
service  alone.  There  would  be  no 
justification  for  giving  out  any  contract 
unless  th6  public  service  required  it. 
In  all  these  cases  the  parties  concerned 
were  obvibnsly  the  fittest  persons  to 
ezeoutfl  th4  eontract. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  Following 
upon  the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gton- 
tlemen,  I  would  ask  whether  he  is  not 
aware  that  in  the  election  at  Oovan 
another  sbbordinate  Member  of  tho 
Government  did  give  forth,  aa  a  reason 
for  supporting  the  Tory  candidate,  that 
the  Qovernment  intended  to  give  a  large 
amount  of  orders  to  the  shipbuilding 
firms  of  the  country,  including  those  of 
Qovan,  and  whether  he  is  not  of  opini<m 
that  the  mention  of  this  fact,  as  well  as 
of  the  similar  fact  mentioned  by  the 
Financial  Secretary  for  the  War  De- 
partment in  the  course  of  a  political 
address  at  a  contested  election,  did  not 
hold  out  the  idea  that  their  selection  of 
a  candidate  would  regulate  the  selection 
of  contracts  by  the  Government. 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  am  not  aware 
of  the  facte  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man refers.  I  would  venture  tosuggest 
that  the  cohduct  of  any  hon.  Member  of 
this  House,  bo  he  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment or  not,  ie  called  in  question, 
it  would  be  well  to  give  him  notice. 
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Mh.  T.  p.  O'OONNOE  :  I  would 
nmind  tfa«  right  hon.  Qenllemon  that 
my  Question,  with  regard  to  tho  Finan- 
cial Secretary,  followed  upon  the  Ques- 
tion pat  to  him  by  odb  of  hia  colleaguea 
on  the  Tory  Bide. 

IRELAND-VISITS  TO  PB180NERS. 

Mr.  T.  M.'  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  vould  like  to  ash  tbe  right  hon. 
Qentleman,  before  there  ie  any  Yote 
taken  for  the  Civil  Service,  whether  he 
can  give  QB  any  iofurmation  as  to  any 
permits  whioh  may  have  been  issued, 
since  the  passing  of  the  Special  Com- 
mission Act,  to  visit  a  prisoner  in  Chat- 
ham PriaoD,  namely,  John  Pavey,  con- 
victed of  a  dynamite  outrage.  Has  he 
issued  any  permit  to  any  person,  not 
connected  with  the  public  service,  to  see 
that  prieoner  ? 

Mb.  UATTHEWS  :  Perhaps  the 
hoD.  and  learned  Member  will  put  the 
Question  upon  the  Paper  7 

THE  CUURSE  OF  TUBLIC  BDSIKESS. 

«Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  wish  to  make 
a  statement  to  the  House  with  reference 
to  the  course  of  public  bnsinesH.  There 
stands  on  the  paper  for  to-night  the 
Civil  Service  Supplementary  Estimates 
and  tbe  Vote  on  Account  for  the  Civil 
Service.  I'have  been  informed  that  it 
is  not  probable  that  the  Yote  on  account 
will  be  taken  in  a  single  night,  and  in 
these  oiroumstances,  as  w  e  have  some 
important  Supplementary  Estimates  to 
oonsider  this  evening,  which,  however, 
ought  not  to  occupy  the  whole  of  the 
eveniofr,  it  will  be  my  duty  to  move  to- 
morrow at  !i  o'clock  that  Supply  for 
these  services  take  precedence  of  all 
other  Notices  of  Motion  and  Orders  of 
the  Day  until  it  be  concluded.  We  are 
under  the  neceeBity  of  concluding  the 
Vote  on  Aooount  at  tbe  latest  on  Thurs- 
day, in  order  that  it  be  included  in  the 
Financial  Bill  for  the  current  year.  As 
I  stated  in  the  House  a  few  days  ago, 
grave  irregularity  would  occur  if  tbe 
provision  for  the  Civil  Service  were  not 
included  in  the  Sutule  passed  before 
the  end  of  the  financial  year,  and  that 
view  has  been  since  confirmed  by  the 
remonstrauce  of  a  high  financial  autho 
rity,  the  Controller  and  Auditor 
General. 

Mr.  BHADLAUGH  (NorthampK 
X  beg  to  lay,   in  conse<iuMice  of  the 


notice  which  has  beeo  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  Navy  Vote  for  mon^ 
was  delayed  by  the  action  of  the  Gentle- 
man's own  Bupporterson  Thursday  even - 
lag,  I  shall  oppose  his  Motion  and  take 
a  Division  upon  it. 

•M«.  W.  H.  SMITH  r  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  say  how  it  was  delayed? 

Mb.  BBADLAUOH  :  I  was  present 
when  the  Vote  on  the  Navy  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  was  taken  unchal- 
lenged ;  and  I  was  prenent  when  the 
Tote  for  the  men  wai  taken  unoh^l- 
lenged;  and  I  was  proFeat  when  the 
Vote  for  money  was  delayed  by  four 
speeches  from  the  Conservative  side ;  I 
was  present  when  they  were  made — 
before  any  kind  of  opposition  was  made 
on  this  side  of  the  House.. 

*The  CHANCELLOR  or  ihb  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  G.  J.  OoscHM,  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square)  :  I,  too.  was 
present,  and  after  1 1  o'clr)ck,  when  there 
was  plenty  of  time  to  have  proceeded. 
Member  after  Member  rose  oelow  the 
Gangway  opposite.  Hon,  Members  will 
remember  the  protest  that  I  made. 
l^InUrrujition.']  I  am  replying  to  a 
challen^  made  hj  the  hon.  Member  for 

Northampton 

Ma. BHADLAUGH:  Well,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman 

*Mb.  SPEAKER :  I  must  remind  the 
House  that  there  is  no  Q  lestion  before 
the  House. 

OOVEBNMPNT  CONTRACTS  IN 
IRELAND. 
De.  tanner  (MidOjrk):  I  wish 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Secretary  of  State  fur  War  whether  he 
has  received  any  representations  from 
Ballincolig  with  reference  to  the  wide- 
spread destitution  which  will  ensue  in 
consequence  of    Army  Contracts  going 

*Ma.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  hon. 
Member  had  better  put  the  Question 
down  for  to-morrow. 

Db.  TANNER:  I  wish  to  know 
whether  these  representations,  pressed 
upon  him  by  all  classes  of  the  com- 
munity, and  by  clergymen  of  all  de- 
nominations in  reference  to  the  con- 
tracts going  elsewhere,  and  the  distress 
which  will  come,  will  be  considered  ? 

•Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  have  not  tha 
slightest    idea   what   the   Questios  is 
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THE  carBF  JUaTICE  OF  THE 
BAHAMAS. 
U&.  PICKBBSaiLL  (Bethnal 
Green):  I  wish  to  ask  tbe  Isaroad 
Attorney  Qpueral,  whether  he  vai  oor- 
rcKttl;  leporled  ia  the  fltatement  attri- 
buted to  bim,  that  the  Chief  Joatioe  of 
the  Babamfti  had  been  remored  from 
hia  offl'  e. 
«8ia  B.  WEBSTER:  I  am  obliged 
to  the  bon.  QeDtleman  for  affora- 
ing  me  the  oppiirtutiity  of  giving  as 
explanatioD  of  what  I  said.  I  waa  not 
aware  of  the  atatemeat  attributed  to 
me  antil  to  day.  What  I  stated  to  the 
Houae — although  I  darera;  I  was  not 
oorreoil;  beard — waa  that  the  Chief 
Jnatice  waa  removeable,  not  rauiared.  I 
really  Teferred  to  the  anawer  of  mj 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colnniea  in  which  he  said  that 
die  Chief  Juatioe  oould  be  suspended  bj 
tlia  Qoremor  and  Council  until  the 
Home  Authorities  had  coaudered  the 
case.  I  did  not  intend  to  aay  he  bad 
been  removed. 
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of  the  Tonna^  of  Merchant  ttUpa,  ordarad  t 
be  broDcbt  in  by  Sir  Michael  Hioka  Baach  an 
Baron  Henr;  U«  Wurma. 

Bill  |ne«eal«d  and  read  GrattifDc.  (Bill  163 


WATS  AND  UEANB. 


Oonaiderad  in  Committea. 
{Id  the  Coamtttea.) 

1.  Renlved,  That  to*iirdi  nukioRgood  the 
Supply  grsoted  to  Her  Majeatj  for  the  Servica 
o[  the  year  ending  on  the  Slitdayof  Uaroh, 
ISes,  the  sum  of  £l>0,OSI,  be  gnuitcd  oat  of  the 
Conaolidkted  Fond  of  the  United  Kingdoto. 

1.  Reaolved,  That  towardi  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Hajeaty  for  tha  SerriDe 
of  the  yiiar  ending  on  the  Slit  day  of  Much, 
1S90,  tbe  Bum  of  £9,167,300,  ba  granted  out  of 
the  CoDaolidalGd  Fund. 


8DPPLY-CIVIL    SERVICES    (SUPPLE- 

MEirrABT  ESTIMATES,  1888-S.) 

Gonaidered  in  Committee. 

(In  tbe  Oummittee.) 

Class  III. 

(1.)  Mo^on  made,  and  Question  pny- 

■'  That  a  SupplBmBntur*-  anm,  not  eiceediag 
i2"0,  begninted  t*  Her  Majeaty,  to  defray  tba 
Charge  wbiob  will  come  in  couraa  trf  paynwot 
danng  the  year  ending  on  ihe  Slat  day  of 
March,  1889,  for  cortaio  Expeniea  of  the  I^w 
Agent  in   Scotland  far  QovornBieot  Depart- 

THB  8KTE  DISTURBAUOES -CONDUCT 
0F8HRRIFFIV0ET. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  [Glasgow,  St.  Bol- 
lox) :  There  ia  a  matter  ia  conneotion 
witn  tbta  Vote  to  which  I  deeire  to  oall 
tbe  attention  of  the  House,  eBpocially 
with  regard  to  the  action  of  the  Qovem- 
ment  who,  first  crf  all  refused  to  allow 
the  payment,  and  then,  without  any 
obange  in  tbe  oircumataDces,  authorized 
it  to  DO  nude.  The  right  hon.  Oentlo- 
man  tbe  liord  Advocate,  in  assenting  to 
this  course  on  the  part  of  the  Oavem- 
m?nt,refeiTed  withsomethiDg  like  hitter- 
nesa  of  feeling  to  tbe  action  taken  by 
the  hon.  Qentleman  the  Hember  for  th» 
College  DivJMon  of  Olaagow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  in  regard  to  this  matter,  and 
the  leading  organ  of  the  Goremment 
in  Scotia^ — the  Saotunan — also  took 
up  the  subject  matter.  Alluding  to  the 
speech  made  by  the  Lord  AdTOoate  upon 
the  subject  the  SeotiMun  says— 

"The  Lord  AdToo«ta  in  replying  to  Dr. 
Cameron  told  him  pretty  flatly,  that  if  he  aaijl 
ontaide  what  he  had  laid  iaiide  that  Chamber, 
he  would  hare  bean  open  to  an  action  for  defa- 
mation. It  ia  not  a  very  manly  or  BtraiBhtfop- 
wai  proceeding  for  a  Member  of  the  Houae  of 
Common*  to  abelter  himteU  luidar  the  prirtkge 
that  hia  Mambanhip  coofan  to  atander  an 
honeit  public  official.  Hiera  waa  grow  Iswleaa- 
cea  in  Skye,  Dr.  Cameron  sod  aome  others 
ware  giyiog  their  approval  to  the  men  who  were 
guilty  of  that  UwleaBueea,  and  whan  it  was 
checked  by  the  flnn  action  of  Sheriff  Ivory 
they  turned  their  angei  upon  bim.  ...  A 
more  daatardly  and  mean  proceeding  was  never 


When  attaoks  of  that  kind  are  adopted 
by  the  Government  after  having  been 
made  by  the  organs  of  the  Government, 
it  need  hardly  be  wondered  at  if  debates 
on  tbe  subject  dealt  with  are  entered 
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upon  bj  the  Scotch  Uembera  with  con- 
riderable  oaraei^iieM.  I  may  here  say 
that  I  do  not  call  in  queBtion  the  state- 
ment of  the  facte  of  the  case  made  b; 
Sheriff  Itoft.-  I  will  aasame  that  everj 
Btatemeat  of  fact  lie  has  made  ie  correct ; 
and,  further,  I  will  not  add  to  the  facta 
vhich  he  himBelf  has  introduced.  The 
caaa  I  have  to  bring  forward  is  one 
which  baa  been  characterised  b;  most 
unconatitutiocal  actioa  on  the  part  of 
Sheriff  Ivory,  and  has  led  to  a  good  deal 
of  diecuBsion  both  at  public  meetinga 
and  in  the  Press  throughout  Scotland. 
There  ran  be  no  question  aa  to  the 
illegality  of  the  course  adopted  by 
Sfaeitff  Ivory,  the  result  being  that 
the  parties  wbo  felt  themselvea 
aggrieved  adopted  the  Oonstitu- 
tional  course  of  bringing  bis  conduct 
before  the  tribunals  of  the  oountty  by 
actions  against  him  fur  damages.  The 
law  has,  as  we  all  know,  provided  the 

ntest  possible  protection  for  what  ia 
byanyScotohofficialintbediacharge 
of  his  duty,  and  this,  of  oonrse,  fully 
covers  anything  legally  done  in  the  dis- 
chai^of  the  duty  of  a  Sheriff  or  Jadge; 
and  I  venture  tn  say  that  no  more  pm- 
dent  edvioe  oould  be  given  in  a  question 
such  as  this  than  to  throw  aside  any- 
thing in  the  nature  of  bickering  or  agi- 
tation, and  to  have  the  question  of  the 
legality  of  the  Sheiiff^s  proceedings 
made  the  subject  of  discussion  in  a 
Court  of  Law.  In  this  case  there  were 
two  action  for  damages  founded  on  the 
alleged  illegal  action  on  the  part  of  the 
SheriET.  One  of  these,  brought  by  a 
peiBon  named  Beaton,  was  suocessfuliy 
defended  by  the  Sheriff,  who  succeeded 
in  traversing  the  suit  by  a  plea  of  privi- 
lege; but  in  the  other  action,  which 
was  brought  by  a  person  named  Norman 
Stewart,  the  SberiET,  finding  it  prudent  to 
com  promise  the  matter,  did  so  oy  paying 
£fi  damages,  and  the  espensee,  amount- 
ing to  £200,  which  payment  has  now  been 
sanctioned  by  the  Treasury.  Now,  I 
wish  to  ask,  is  the  Treasury  prepared  to 
aver  that  the  Sheriff  in  this  oaae  bad  not 
acted  outside  his  duty  and  functions 
1^  own  opinion  is  thatthepoutionof  the 
Crown  in  this  matter  is  vety  clear. 
When  they  vara  asked  to  defend  the 
action  brought  against  Sheriff  Ivory 
they  said — 

"  I  am  to  inform  yon  that  the  Crova  cannot 
UDdertaks  jour  defecce  in  tbia  dvil  init,  laoh  a 
«nit  would  not  b«  rsIeTsnt  aiil«u  the  puisaer 
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ivec  that  ypn,  MS  BhofiK  in  ordering  hia 
t  had  either  fprna  ontai^e  Ihe  \aw  in  some 
flagTant  manner  in  matter  oT  procedure,  or  bad, 
though  within  the  law  in  procedure,  acted  ma- 
licioualy  and  vlthont  probable  canso.  Tbe  Lord 
Advocate  hu  no  douVt  that  yon  wilt  be  able  to 
defend  yonrsell  aininit  either  of  these  chargas, 
and,  if  so,  you  will  gain  your  eaieand  be  foand 
entitled  to  eipenaea.  It  would  be  matter  for 
ODHderalion  whether.if  the  eipensaaao  awarded 
proYod  irrecOTemWe  from  the  punraer,  the 
Treunry  thoold  not  reimburse  yon  ;  bat  it 
would  not  be  ragnlar  tor  the  Crown  to  take  up 
your  defence  or  in  any  way  to  goarantee  yooc 
coats  at  present." 

That  is  the  course  that  was  then  adopted 
and  it  amounted  to  this — 

"Ton.  aa  aheriff,  it  yoor  aotion  has  beMi 
regulsr,  will  guooeed  in  defending  the  caae,  aad 
if  you  STB  unable  to  rocorer  the  coats  you  are 
put  to  from  the  ponusr,  the  Crowa  will  pay." 

But  the  action  brought  by  Norman 
Stewart  was  on  account  of  the  Sheriff 
having  published  a  coaGdential  report 
or  letter  from  the  Lord  Advocate,  whioh 
contained  a  serious  reflection  on  one  of 
the  parties  to  proceedings  then  pend- 
ing, that  party  t>eing  spoken  of  as  a 
"Ringleader  of  the  mob."  The  right 
hoQ  Gentlemen  opposite  now  represents 
the  case  as  simply  one  of  the  mode  of 
publication,  and  says  that  it  would  havs 
been  competent  to  the  sheriff  to  have 
published  that  report  in  some  other 
manner.  In  all  such  actions  for  damagea 
the  same  thing  migh^  be  said;  it  could 
always  be  said  that  the  defender  might 
have  gained  the  end  sought  by  some 
legal. and  (Jonstitntional  method.  But 
I  assume  that  in  the  action  against  the 
sheriff,  that  oEIicial  adopted  an  Illegal  aud 
unconstitutional  course  whereby  hesub- 
jected  himself  to  the  consequecces,  andl 
ask  whether,  when  a  legal  and  conetita- 
tional  course  was  open  to  him,  the  Crown 
and  the  country  are  to  pay  for  tbe  oon- 
aequences  of  his  having  adopted  sm 
illegal  and  unconstitutional  one  ?  Is 
this  money  to  be  paid  to  a  Sheriff  who 
knows  the  law,  or  who  gets  a  large 
salary  for  being  supposed  to  know  the 
law  he  administers,  and  yet  who  acted 
without  excuse  in  adopting  a  course  that 
was  neither  legal  nor  constitutional  ? 
This  is  not  the  case  of  a  Government 
subordinate  having  by  a  technical  mis- 
construction  of  the  law  done  that  which 
amounts  to  a  breach  of  the  lav  ;  tC  is 
the  case  of  one  who  is  in  the  position  of 
a  judge,  and  who,  therefore,  ought  to 
know  what  the  litw  is.  It  has  also  been 
stated  by  the  right  hon.  Qentlemaa  op- 
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poaito  that  the  docamentlhava  refeirad 
to  M  im proper  1;  published  \sj  the 
SheriffmighthasebeettlaidoQ  the  Table 
of  the  House  by  the  Home  Secretaij. 
Bat  thii«  House  naturally  expects 
that  the  Hom«  Secretary  will  act  like  a 
man  poa^enaing  Bomething  like  prudence 
and  oominon  sense,  and  I  ventnre  to  say 
that,  looking  at  the  character  of  the 
docament,  no  Home  Secretary  would 
ever  hare  laid  it  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.  But  be70Dd  this,  ire  hare  the 
fact  before  us  that  the  right  hoD.  Gentle- 
man the  Uember  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Haroonrt).  who  wae  then  Home  Secre- 
tary, refused  to  lay  the  document  on  the 
Table,  and  it  is,  therefore,  no  argument 
to  ea;  that  be  might  hare  done  so.  It 
is  atao  said  that  the  document  might 
hare  been  sent  to  the  Oommisaioners  of 
Supply,  and  there  seems  to  be  some 
doubt  at  to  whether  it  was  or  was  not  bo 
•ent.  The  Lord  Advocate  seems  to 
imply  that  it  was  not;  though  I  under- 
atand  that  it  was.  But  ju«t  look  at  the 
tacts.  This  man  Norman  Stuart  was 
trader  the  charge  of  having  been  the 
ringleader  of  a  mob,  and  this  charge 
was  pending  against  him  at  thd  time 
Sheriff  Ivory  caused  the  statement  to  be 
pnblished  in  tb;  newspapers  that  he  was 
the  ringleader  of  the  mob;  and,  that 
being  ao,  and  the  charge  being  one  that 
was  pending  in  Sheriff  Ivory's  own 
Oonrt,  the  man  being  acquitted  in 
ICarch,  the  right  hon.  Oentlemaa  now 
ktvues  that  the  Sheriff  might  bare  pub- 
liabed  the  report  in  April— which  was 
after  the  trial  had  taken  place  and  the 
■nan  had  been  acquitted.  Our  case  is, 
however,  that  Sheriff  Ivory,  knowing 
the  charge  was  pending  against  the 
man,  goes  and  publishes  a  report  stating 
that  he  wae  the  ringleader  of  the  mob. 
Did  ihe  right  hon.  Oentleman  ever  see 
a  grosser  piece  of  irregularity  than  that  ? 
I  venture  to  say  that  the  Judgewho  did 
an  act  of  that  kind,  who  published  that 
wfaieh  he  was  not  entitled  to  make  pub- 
lie,  ought  not  to  receive  approval  at  the 
bands  of  any  Govern  men  t.  But  that  is 
not  sll  the  illegality  complained  of. 
Sheriff  Ivoiy  told  the  Lord  Advocate 
he  i^ould  not  have  the  case  triad  sum- 
marily, but  that  he  would  send  It  to  the 
High  Court  of  Jusdotary.  Surely  that 
was  an  unwarrantable  interference  with 
the  course  of  justice.  We  kaow  that  if 
a  Highland  case  is  sent  for  trial  at 
Edinburgh,   the  accused  person  is  de- 


prived of  his  proper  means  of  defence 
and  ia  most  likely  to  be  convicted,  for 
be  cannot  afford  to  bring  his  witnessas 
all  that  distance.  I  think  that  Sheriff 
Ivory  showed  he  was  persecuting  this 
man  when  he  thus  interfered  in  the 
province  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  and 
suggested  that  the  case  should  go  for 
trial  to  the  High  Oourt.  Sfill  that  is 
not  all  the  illegality  I  complain  of. 
The  Sheriffin  his  judicial  capacity  sees 
the  precognition  of  certain  witnesses, 
and  now  the  Crown  refuse  to  allow  him 
leave  to  plead  these  prccogaitions 
in  his  defence  of  the  action  brought 
against  him.  But  what  does  he 
do?  He  publishes  details  of  these 
private  documents  and  he  accuses  the 
man  of  deliberate  perjury.  But  there 
is  still  worse  behind.  When  the  oaae 
came  before  the  Sheriff  Substitute, 
and  the  man  had  a  verdict  of  not  guil^ 
returned  in  his  favour.  Sheriff  Ivo^ 
wrote  to  the  Judge  and  asked  him  how 
in  the  world  he  came  to  let  the  man  off  ? 
Was  there  ever  a  grosser  or  more  law- 
less proceeding  ?  What  was  the  answer 
of  the  Sheriff  Substitute?  It  was 
that  the  Crown  witnesses'  evideuoe  did 
not  come  up  to  the  precognitions.  Yet 
this  is  not  all.  Certain  charges  were 
made  against  Sheriff  Ivory  in  the  newa- 
papers.  Now,  if  a  Judge  ie  slandered 
in  a  public  newspaper  there  is  a  con- 
stitutional way  open  to  him  to  defend 
himself,  but  Sheriff  Ivory,  instead  of 
adopting  that  course,  rushsd  into  print, 
and  published  the  contents  of  private 
documenls.  Certainly,  be  claimed  that 
he  had  the  authority  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  theMember  for  Olaokmanaan- 
shire,  in  so  doing,  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  stated  that  he  gave  no 
such  authority  whatever,  and  if  we 
refer  to  the  Minute  of  the  Lords  of  the 
Treasury  on  the  subject  it  will  be  found 
that  the  Sheriff  had  n^  ground 
whatever  for  his  belief.  Mr.  Balfour 
certainly  wrote  that  he  was  coaGdant  that 
Sheriff  Ivory  acted  in  a  hand  fide,  though 
mistaken,  belief  that  his  Lordship  had 
approved  the  publication  ;  and  the  Lorda 
of  the  Treasury  express  an  opinion  that 
the  publication  of  the  documents  with- 
out the  express  ofBcial  sanction  of  the 
Lord  Advocate  was  an  act  of  Imprn- 
deuce  on  the  part  of  the  Sheriff.  But 
even  assuming,  for  the  moment,  that 
the  Lord  Advocate  had  sani^tioned  the' 
publication,   this  Hbuse  has  a  perfect 
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right  to  objeot  if  any  official  of  the 
OoTernmeat  sanotioDB  a  lawless  course. 
Now,  let  ae  point  out  that  Sheriff 
Iron  publnhaa  these  documents  while 
Iflgal  prooeediDgs  were  pending  against 
the  man.  He  was  an  aooused  party,  yet 
the  Sheriff  published  a  Beport  de- 
nouDciug  him  as  the  leading  ringleader 
of  a  mob,  and  he  thereby  did  that 
whioh  was  calculated  tj  prejudice  this 
man  in  his  trial,  which  was  about  to 
take  place  before  a  Criminal  Court.  The 
result  of  the  trial  was  a  verdict  of  not 
euilty ;  it  was  proved  that  Norman 
Stewart,  instead  of  doing  an  illegal  act, 
did  hia  best  to  turn  the  mob  back,  and 
prevent  them  molesting  the  officers  of 
the  law.  I  am  surprised  that  any  hon. 
Uambar  oa  the  Govenimeut  Benches 
should  stand  up  for  one  moment  and 
defend  the  conduct  of  Sheriff  Ivory  in 
trying,  first,  to  influence  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate to  change  the  venue  of  the  trial 
to  Edinburgh,  in  making  public  charges 
against  the  man  before  the  trial  was 
held,  in  making  use  of  precognitions  to 
formulate  a  charge  of  perjury  against 
another  person,  although  .be  documents 
were  private  ones,  and  wsrs  only  in  his 
poeseesion  in  his  official  capacity,  in 
denouncing  the  accused  before  hin  trial 
aa  the  leading  ringleader  of  a  mob,  and 
finally,  in  calling  on  the  Sheriff  Substi- 
tute to  give  any  explanation  for  his 
acquittal  of  the  man.  It  is  quite  true 
that  the  Government  in  a  matter  of  tbia 
kind  will  be  able  to  outvote  Bootoh 
opinion.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
numbers  of  Members  who  never  even 
-take  the  trouble  to  eit  and  listen  to 
Scotch  debates  will  be  found  to  oome 
when  the  division  bell  rings  in  and  out 
vote  the  Scotch  Members  ;  but  can  tht 
Government  wonder  that  there  should 
be  a  foeling  arising  in  Scotland  in  favour 
of  Home  Sule  when  Scotch  busiuess  is 
treated  in  this  way  ?  It  is  easy  to  vote 
down  the  Scotch  Members,  but  it  will 
not  be  found  so  easy  to  beat  down  the 
voice  of  the  constitusQcies  in  Scotland, 
and  Z  warn  the  Oovernment  that  they 
need  not  be  surprised  to  find  Scottish 
opinion  going  against  them.  You 
wonder  why  it  is  that  Sootgh  opinion 
is  Liberal  instead  of  ConaerratiTs ;  the 
explanation  is  that,  whenever  Scotch 
Questious  arise  in  this  House,  Scotch 
Hemfaera  are  promptly  outvoted  by  Eng- 
'  lish  BepreseDtativee. 
Mr:  Caldtceil 
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Mr.  W.  A.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen)  I  I 
think  that  the  whole  of  this  dieouasioii 
has    shown    the    great    iuoonwenienee 
which  arises  in  ScoUand  from  the  com- 
bination in  the  aame  individual   of  the 
functions  of  a  police  officer  witli .  tluwe 
of  a  judge.    That  I  oonsider  to  be  the 
mischief  of  the  whole  matter.     Tn    this 
particular  case  the  Chief  Constable  of 
Inverness  was  parfsctly  willing  to    do 
the  police  work,  but  ao  enamoured  ivas 
Sheriff  Ivory  of  his  executive  funotioDS 
that  he  preferred  to  carry  it  out  bim- 
self.     I  trust  the  Government  will  gfiwe 
their  attention  to  this  matter,  and  en- 
deavour to  make  some  arraDgamsot  bj' 
which,  while  the  executive  fuDOtione  of 
the  Sheriff  may  be  retained  to  aome  ex- 
tent, the  police  work  shall  be  performed 
by  the    Chief  Constable.     Now,    Sir, 
there  have  been  two  cases  brought  be- 
fore the  House.    In  that  of  Beaton  I 
fully  admit  that  the  Government  hawe- 
made  out  a  primi  f<icit  case,  though  I 
think  it  has-been  rebutted  and  destroy- 
ed ;  but,  with  regard  to  the  cose  of  Nor- 
man Stewart,  no    possible  justification 
has  been  found  for  the  action ofaperson 
who  happens  to  be  ajudicisl  officer  havinf 
of  his  own  motion  gratuitously  published 
a  libel  in  an  ordinary  newspaper  upon 
private  indiriduat.   T  think  be  ought 
be  made  to  pay  the  coats  which  he 
incurred  in   his   own    defence    in    this- 
matter.    Now,   what  are  the  facts  of 
Beaton's  case  ?    I  remember  them  very 
well.     Some  few  years  ago  the  diaturb- 
ances  oat  of  which  .this  case  arose  took 
place  in  the  form  of  what  is   called 
deforcement  of  the  Sheriff;    in  other 
words,   30  or  40  stalwart  Highlanders 
stood  in  the  road  and  invited  the  Sheriff' 
to    return    home    without   serving  hia 
writs.     That  was  no    doubt  an   illegal 
act,  and  ahortly  afterwards  a  number  of 
warrants  were  issued  for  the  arrest  of 
parties  who  were  supposed  to  be  impli- 
oated  in  the  deforcement  of  the  Sheriff. 
But   considerable   difficulty    was    ex- 
perienced in  serving  those  warrants  and 
affecting  arrests,  andfioally,  Sherifflroiy 
had  to  Kst  np  a  man-hunting  expedition. 
He  took  a  large  police  foroe  with  him, 
he  concocted  a  pixn  of  campaign  of  his 
own,  he  had  scouts  in  various  parts  of 
the  district,  he  surrounded  the  village 
abont     which     his     attack     was     to 
be    directed,    he    searched  above  and 
below   the    beds    with    warrant    and 
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wlthoat  warrant,  and  lia  did  not 
find  the  persouB  whom  he  was  aeakinK- 
The  ozpeditioQ  proved  a  failure.  We 
knov  ttiat,  in  whatever  form  of  apart 
mankind  iadiilgei,  the  ■portsman  never 
likea  to  go  hnme  with  tin  empty  bag. 
Neither  did  8heri£F  Ivory.  So,  aa  he 
wu  roiag  home,  he  happened  to  epy  a 
shepherd  on  the  hilh.  He  ordered  a 
oonatable  to  fetch  the  man,  and  when 
the  poor  fellow  was  brought  to  liim  he 
waa  found  to  be  half-witted,  lie  had 
not  been  named  by  any  perdon  aa  haTing 
taken  part  in  the  daforoement  of  the 
Sheriff ;  nevertheleaa  Sheriff  Ivory, 
rather  than  go  home  with  an  empty  bag, 
arrested  this  man  on  hia  own  responsi- 
bility, conveyed  him  into  Fartree,  and, 
afW  keeping  him  in  custody  a  day  or  two, 
was  obliged  to  diamias  him.  Now  this 
was  the  moat  abaalutely  gratuiions  and 
unfounded  arrest  whiah  it  was  poMible 
for  an;  man  to  make.  I  will  tell  the 
Qovernment  frankly  why  it  is  that  the 
oonduot  of  Sheriff  Ivory  ez.dte9  such 
bitter  indignation  amnn^st  the  Scotch 
Hembera;  it  is  that  the  Sheriff  would 
not  have  dared  to  arraat  Beaton  if  he 
had  be«D  a  rioh  man ;  but  beoauae  he 
was  a  paor  man  with  no  frienda  Sheriff 
Ivory  arrested  him,  as  his  expedition 
had  failed.  It  so  happena.  Sir,  that  a 
publio  subscription  was  got  up  in  this 
case,  to  enable  Beaton  to  bring  an  action 
against  the  Sheriff  fir  wrjogfuL  impri- 
Bonment.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  if  that  acioa  had  basn  tried  in 
England  exemplary  damagea  would 
hare  been  awarded.  But,  so  far  aa  I 
ean  gather  from  the  judgment  of  the 
Oourt  of  SeasioQ,  the  law  of  Scotland 
differs  frjm  that  of  Gagland,  far  the 
Oourt  of  SeiaioQ  huM  that  the  Sheriff, 
aoting  as  a  police  officer,  had  the  same 
privileges  as  if  he  was  acting  aa  Sheriff. 
If  that  be  the  Uw  of  Scotland,  and  for 
my  purpose  I  must  assume  it  is  so,  the 
oondaot  of  the  Qovernment  oomea  to  be 
a  very  ssriooa  matter,  because,  although 
Beaton  oould  nrit  get  a  remedy  in  the 
Oourt  of  Ssseion,  tho  very  leaat  the  Qo- 
vernment might  have  done  when  a 
wanton  abuse  of  power  of  this  ohaxacter 
had  been  perpetrated,  or  at  all  events 
when  an  absolutely  groiindleaaarreet  had 
been  made,  would  bare  been  to  leave 
Sheriff  Ivory  to  auffur  the  natural  and 
probable  oonaequenoes  of  bia  action, 
namely,  to  pay  the  costs  of  the  action 
whioh  he  was  not  able  to  reoovar.    It 
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oomea  to  thia,  that  it  doea  not  matter 
I  how  unfounded,  how  irrational,  how 
unreasonable,  how  improbable  are  the 
grounda  upon  which  a  police  officer  in 
Sootiand  acta,  if  he  is  sued  the  Qo- 
vernment will  pay  hia  expenses. 
And  now,  the  aecond  oaae,  that  of 
Norman  Stewart,  ia  of  an  entirely 
different  character.  When  the  Zioia 
Advocate  (Hr.  J.  F.  B.  Bobertaon) 
spoke  the  other  night,  he  said  that  the 
Qovernment  were  bound  to  defend 
officials  in  the  due  performance  of  their 
duties.  If  thia  had  been  an  act  per- 
formed by  Sheriff  Ivory  in  the  due  per- 
formance of  hia  dnty,  no  one  would  have 
raised  any  question  either  as  to  the 
amount  allowed  Sheriff  Ivory  or  as  to 
the  principle  involved.  What  are  the 
facts  of  the  case?  Sheriff  Ivory  pre- 
pared a  report  for  the  then  Lord  Advo- 
cate in  regard  to  the  then  state  of  the 
coimtry.  In  that  report  he  made  a 
statement  with  referenre  to  Nor  mas 
Stewart.  It  ia  impoaiible  for  anyone 
to  read  that  report  without  perceiving 
that  the  remark  which  Sheriff  Ivory 
thought  fit  to  make  about  Norman 
Stevart  was  not  only  unfounded,  but 
wholly  irrelevant  to  tlie  statement  mad» 
to  the  Lord  Advocate.  The  defence  aei 
up  the  other  night  by  the  present  Lord 
Advocate  was  most  amazing ;  it  waa 
that  by  gratuitously  publiahing  thia 
dicumsQt  in  the  HcoUiaan  newspaper. 
Sheriff  Ivory  exposed  himself  to  au 
action  for  libel,  although  there  were  two 
other  ways  in  which  he  might  have 
published  the  document.  Aa  Sheriff 
Ivory  had  been  ao  generous  as  to  ezpoee 
himself  to  the  full  brunt  of  an  action 
for  libel,  the  Lord  Advocate  thought  it 
was  only  proper  that  the  Oovemment 
should  save  him  from  the  conaeqnenoea. 
It  was  said  that  Sheriff  Ivory  could 
have  published  the  document  through 
the  Home  Secretary.  The  Home  Secre- 
tary might  have  published  it  as  a  Par- 
liamentary Faper,  but  Sheriff  Ivory 
could  not  have  done  so.  Then  it  waa 
aaid  he  might  have  published  the  docu- 
ment through  the  instrumentality  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply.  He  might 
by  adopting  the  latter  means  hav» 
escaped  responsibility,  but  the  sewa- 
paper  which  pabliahed  the  atatement 
would  not  have  escaped  responsibility. 
This  iibel  was  not  only  wanton  and 
gratuitous,  but  monstroua.  It  was 
published  by  Sheriff  Ivory  in  defianoa 
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'  of  the  fai-t  that  the  gdntUmaD  accused 
bad  been  acquitted  by  the  Sheriff 
Snbititute  himnelf.  Is  it  possible  to 
justify  the  conduct  of  the  OoTammeiit 
in  paying^  the  coals  of  Sheriff  Ivory  in  a 
private  libal  suit  ?  It  is  perfectly  true 
that  the  puCIication  referred  to  acts 
irhich  SherifTIrory  had  performed  as  a 
public  oQlcer,  but  that  is  no  j  uBtiGcation 
for  shielding  him  in  his  private  libata. 
There  is  one  point  in  regard  to  which  I 
caDQot  help  thinking  misconception  has 
prevailed  in  the  minds  of  the  Oovern- 
ment  officials  who  are  reEponsible  for 
the  expenditure  ^  this  money.  At  the 
end  of  16S7  tjie  former  Lord  Advocate 
(Ur.  Macdonald)  wrote  a  memorandum, 
end  in  it  he  reoommended  the  Qovern- 
ment  not  to  pay  the  money  which  had 
been  expended  in  respect  to  this  libel 
suit.  But  the  ground  upon  which  the 
former  Lord  Advocate  justified  that  view 
was  an  erroneous  ground.  The  ground 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qentlemai 
took  was  that  Sheriff  Ivory  had  pub- 
lished this  official  document  without  the 
approval  of  his  official  superior.  That 
may  or  may  not  have  been  the  case,  but 
it  had  nothing  to  do  with  Sheriff  Ivory, 
iu  his  private  capacity,  publishing  a 
libel.  When  Sheriff  Ivory  published  an 
official  document  in  the  SeoUmitn  he 
committed  an  offence.  In  the  first 
place,  he  committed  an  offence  against 
Stewart,  because  he  libelled  him;  and, 
in  the  second  place,  he  committed  an 
offence  against  discipline.  I  will  not  go 
at  length  into  the  question  of  the  recol- 
lection of  Sheriff  Ivory  with  regard  to 
this  matter,  but  it  is  a  very  remarkable 
fact  that  Sheriff  Ivory  oomes  as  near 
gliving  the  Lord  Advocate  the  lie  direct 
as  it  is  possible.  He  says,  in  his  report, 
that  immediately  the  publication  took 
place  the  then  Lord  Adrooate,  the  pre- 
sent Uemb  erf  or  Clackmannan  (Ur.  J.  B. 
Balfour),  distinctly  informed  the  House 
that  the  publication  had  taken  place 
without  his  knowledge.  Sheriff  Ivory 
challenged  the  statement,  but  not  until 
two  years  had  elapsed.  If  the  Bill 
irhiob  has  been  nroposed  by  the 
•Attorney  General  (Sir  B.  Webster) 
had  been  at  the  time  law,  it  is 
just  possible  that  Sheriff  Ivory  might 
nave  been  committed  for  misdeme- 
meanour;  but  whether  he  acted  without 
the  authority  of  the  Lord  Advocate  or 
not  is  wholly  immaterial.  No  authority 
from  the  Lord  Advocate  oould  justify 
Mr.  Hunttr 
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Sheriff   Ivory   in    publishing:     n    libel 
about  a  private   individual,     and     that 
was  the  offence  of  which  he  wbm    foDnd 
guilty.    The  case,  therefore,  is    one  of 
the  simplest  and  strongest    oharatjter. 
Here  ia  a  man  who  published    to    the 
world  an  official  document  of    a    ponfi- 
dential  character,  without  the  authority 
of  his  official  superior.     In  that  docu- 
ment he  made  statements  wholly   uuds- 
oessary  for  the  purposes  fur  wl^oli  the 
document      was     written,     statetnenta 
affecting  the   personal  character     of    a 
private     individual.       Besides    irhioh, 
the     statements     were    wholly    false. 
and  the     Oovemment    steps     in      and 
pays  the  man's    expenees    heoanse    he 
happens  to  be  a  J'udge.    It  is  monstrons 
that  Sheriff  Ivory  should  be  allowed  to 
aotas  a  chartered  libortine,  so  to  speak  ; 
and   under    the  circumstanoes,  I  trust 
the  hon.    Member  for    the  St.   BoUox 
Division  will  go  to  a  division. 

Thb  CH  ANOELLOH  ofths  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  G.J.  GoBOHHS.St.  George'^ 
Hanover  Square) :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  St.  Bollox  Divisioo  (ICr. 
Oaldwell)  complained  of  the  absenco  of 
a  great  many  English  Members  while 
he  was  speaking.  I  think  he  might 
also  have  complained  of  the  absence  of 
Scotch  Members  who  usually  sit  on  the 
front  Opposition  Bench.  I  missed  the 
ex-Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour), 
under  whose  auspices  Sheriff  Ivory  was 
employed,  and  who  had  got  a  good  deal 
to  say  upon  this  question.  Now,  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Aberdeen  (Ur. 
Hunter),  will  not  expectme  to  follow  him 
into  the  very  intricate  questions  of  Scotch 
law  which  he  has  raised.  I  will  not  do  so, 
neither  will  I  follow  him  into  the  question 
whether  an  English  jury  would  have 
acquitted  Beaton  had  they  had  to  deal 
with  his  case.  I  B£b.  Huhtkb  :  Would 
have  given  him  damages  for  wrongful 
impriaonment.1  As  the  hon.  Member 
spoke  of  the  views  of  Scotch  Judges 
on  this  question,  I  should  like  to  put  the 
of  Scotch  Jjidges  in  regard 
Sheriff  Irory's  oonduot  before 
the  Committee.  It  is  not  only 
Members  of  suooesslve  Governments 
who  have  dealt  with  this  question,  hot 
a  Scotch  tribunal  not  only  dismissed  the 
case  against  Sheriff  Ivory  on  behalf  of 
Beaton,  but  uttered  some  very  strtmg 
and  significant  words  on  the  subject. 
These  discussions  on  Sheriff  Ivory  date 
back  a  vety  long  time.    The  ease  haa 
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bees  brought  up  aver  and  over  again, 
•nd  it  IS  very  TOmarlcable,  that  while 
both  in  the  Preaa  and  in  the  Houae,  the 
moat  violent  charges  are  continually 
being  made  againit  SberiS  Ivory, 
affecting  not  only  his  judicial  bat  his 
moral  character,  tbe  moment  Sheriff 
Ivory  catte  Bomeone  a  ringleader  !n  s 
riot  hon  Members  opposite  rise  up  and 
anert  that  he  has  committed  the  greatest 
rin  and  the  greatest  imprudence,  [Hoir. 
Heubebb  :  "  He  paid  damages."]  These 
actions  against  Sheriff  Ivory  are  part  of 
a  Plan  of  Campaign  announced  in 
advance.  Let  me  remind  hon.  Members 
that  ii  is  not  during  the  lifetime  of  the 
present  Oovemment  that  these  transac- 
tions in  regard  to  which  this  action  was 
btottght  ooourred.  They  took  place 
dnder  tbe  benignant  tale  of  the  right 
faon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lotbiau  (Mr.  Oladatooe]  and  his  friends, 
and  if  Sheriff  Ivory  is  accused  of  bru- 
talities and  indecencies — I  think  these 
were  the  words  nsed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Oottege  Division 

Dr.  O&MEBON:  The  indecencies 
and  brutalities  I  referred  to  were  com- 
mitted in  connection  with  the  expedition 
eondnoted  by  Sheriff  Ivory  under  the 
present  Oovemment. 
*Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  The  persecution  of 
Sheriff  Ivory  began  before  the  advent  of 
the  present  Quvernment.  It  was  deter- 
mined to  ruin  him,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  College  Division,  speaking  of 
the  course  which  had  been  adopted, 
aaid : — 

■'N< 
AMaolta  uid  entetitig 
tanU  wen  orimiDsl  offeacea,  bat,  U  they 
waie  only  criminal  olTsnoes.  thsy  (hoald 
eltbun  M  little  rednai  as  tliey  did, 
in  the  telegram  butioen ;  but  the  harrying  of 
djing  BOD,  the  frightflning:  of  ailing  woman 
into  iwooni,  and  the  (trifing  of  hoy*  with 
atiokB  w«ie  hapinly  otTenatt  for  which  the  dvil 
•i  wdl  as  tbe  criminal  law  affordsd  radreaa," 
^o«e  words  Sheriff  Ivory  might  per- 
haps conelder  malioions.  The  moment 
Sheriff  Ivoiy  took  any  aotion  which  ex- 
posed him  in  the  slightest  degree  to 
attack,  the  hon.  Member  announced  that 
be  was  prepared  to  aubscrihe  in  order  to 
punish  him.  The  action  of  Norman 
titevort  was  simply  part  of  a  general 
Mmpaign  gainst  Sheriff  Ivorv.  Sheriff 
Ivory  had  described  Norman  Stewart  as 
a  ring-leader— as  taking  part  in  a  law- 
lesi  proceeding.  Norman  Stewart  was 
aoqutted  of  the  charge  made  against 


him.  Two  years  afterwarde  Norman 
Stewart  brought  an  action  and  laid  his 
damages  at  £1,000,  but  Sheriff  Ivory 
paid  £25  into  Court,  and  the  action  was 
allowed  to  drop.  The  £1,000  was  a 
bogus  claim,  £25  being  considered 
snlficient  compensation  for  lbs  wrong 
Norman  Stewart  had  suffered.  Now, 
concerning  tlie  case  of  Beaton,  this  is 
what  the  hon.  Member  (Dr.  Cameron) 
said — 

"  He  (Beatoa)  went  to  a  lawyer,  and  wanted 
to  raiie  an  action  for  wrongoai  impriBonmeot, 
bat  ma  told  he  had  better  not.  By  all  mean* 
let  him  raiie  an  action,  and  by  aU  meana  let 
him  carry  it  from  Court  to  Ckinrt ;  aye,  np  to 
the  HoQM  of  I.ordi ,  For  tnch  work  cash  waa 
needed.  Bat  luch  a  method  was  the  only  way 
in  which  they  oonld  vindicate  directly  the 
coone  of  law  and  order  in  the  Highland! ;  and 
•o  important  did  he  consiiar  the  adoption  of 
Eiich  a  course  in  the  intereet*  of  the  Hi^- 
landers  at  the  present  moment,  that  he  wonld 
rather  gire  £100  towards  a  flKhting  tani  than 
■abacribe  ££  to  the  lapport  of  tbe  prisouers  or 
their  dependents." 

Da.  CAMERON:  For  the  purpose  of 
vindicating  civil  rights. 
*Me.  GOSOHEN :  I  have  no  doubt  the 
funds  BO  generously  subscribed  were 
used  for  that  purpose.  It  was  thus  that 
this  action  for  libel  was  brought  two 
years  after  the  publication  on  which  the 
libel  was  based  ;  two  years  the  alleged 
libel  had  been  before  the  world  and  no 
one  took  the  slightest  step  until  the 
Fighting  Fund  of  the  ^on.  Member  was 
raised.  The  Lord  Ordinary,  a  man  in 
whom  I  presume  Scotchmen  have  confi- 
dence, said,  in  regard  to  Beaton's  case — 

"The  Sheriff  in  this  case  evinced  firmnaM 
and  reaolntion,  and  if  he  had  not  done  bo  be 
wonld  not  have  done  Us  dnt^ .  If  tbe  Chief 
Magistrate  of  a  oonnty  reiponaible  for  its  peaoa 
were  to  bo  liable  to  an  aotion  o(  damagei  for 
what  be  did  in  tbe  b«n4  Jldt  execution  of  bis 

.•wi -  -- 

id  i 
gather  patalyaed." 
Dismissing  the    case,    on    appeal,   the 
Lord  President  said : — 

"  There  is  a  very  ipedal  prelection  •arroiind- 
ing  the  defender  in  the  execution  of  hit  duty  as 
Shsriir  of  the  County,  and  reepcnsible  for  tbe 
paaoe  of  tbe  Oonnty ;  and  that  protaction,  I 
think,  extenda  to  tbii,  that  be  will  not  be  liable 
for  anything  that  he  does  in  tbapeiformanceof 
that  duty,  milaaa  it  can  be  tbown  that  bo  waa 
actnatod  by  a  malictoai  mottvo  of  lome  kind, 
and  the  meienao  of  tbe  word  malice  in  acassM 
ibis  description,  I  think,  is  quite  inaoffioient  to 
f  alfll  the  condition  upon  which  alone  inoh  an 
action  can  he  entertained.  The  presnmption  in 
favoor  of  a  pahlio  officer,  that  he  ia  doing  no 
more  thui  bis  daty ,  and  doing  it  honeatly  and 
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l»tui  JIA,  ]■  B  Tory  Strang  ona,  uiil  oertsinly 
ooght  not  to  be  oveTcomB  by  a  nmpls  dm  of  the 
word  '  inalhe.'  It  ii  for  the  Iranaflt  ol  the 
pnlilic.  it  ]>  for  the  interetts  of  juitioe  and  good 
OoTenuDeiit.  that  poblio  officer*  aoUng  in  the 
«zaBiitioa  of  their  daly  (houldbeiUTToanded  by 
k  Tery  ooBBidenble  protection.  The  criea 
broaght  oat  in  th<s  thii^  article  of  the  Condei- 
oendenee,  I  need  hsrdty  eay,  are  not  luch  u  to 
wurant  any  inferenoi  of  malicioai  motirg,  and 
therefore,  in  that  reapect,  I  ooaceiTe  the  Record 
to  b«  irTeleTent.". 

Sheriff  Ivorj'  wit  a  it  odI;  acquitted  to 
the  cue  of  Benton,  but  acquitted 
with  comjilimenta.  I  now  oome 
tothedotairnofthe  leoondoa^a,  theoaae 
of  N^orman  Stewart,  wliioh  is  more  asps- 
ciallj'  before  the  Elauss,  because  it  is  ia 
respect  of  this  case  that  the  payment 
of  eipenses  is  to  he  sBuotioned.  Sheriff 
Itotj  published  a  Report  which  he  had 
made,  and  the  only  point  in  the  Beport 
to  which  exception  was  taken  hofore 
the  Court  waa  that  he  had  called  Nui- 
man  Stewart  a  riDgleader  in  a  riot. 
Stewart  suffered  no  damage  thereby; 
indeed,  the  only  motive  there  could  be 
in  bringing  the  action  for  libel  was  to 
oanj  out  the  intentiun  announced  when 
the  fighting  fund  of  the  hon.  Uember 
for  the  College  Division  of  Glasgow  was 
formed.  It  was  a  bogus  action  for 
libel,  and  the  Sheriff  only  failed  to  make 
a  good  defence  owing  to  a  technical  point. 
He  was  unahle  to  bring  forward  bis 
ttroots.  as  has  been  ^own  by  the 
non.  Qentleman  opposite.  The  Sheriff 
paid  £25  into  Court  in  satisfaotion 
of  damages  of  £1,000  which  had 
been  claimed,  and  the  action  was 
allowed  to  drop.  It  must  be  patent 
to  everyone  that  there  was  no  ques- 
tion whatever  of  real  injury  done  by  the 
alleged  libel ;  but  that  it  was  a  qneation 
how  far  Sheriff  Ivory  shoold  be  mulcted 
and  punished,  on  the  ground  of  a  tech- 
nical offence,  for  subssquent  conduct 
whicli  was  displeasing  to  a  certain  Party 
in  thin  House.  The  whole  object  now 
is  to  obtain  the  assent  and  sanction 
of  the  House  to  the  views  of  hon. 
Uembers  opposite  as  against  Sheriff 
Iroiy.  It  is  the  conduct  of  Sheriff 
Ivory  that  is  really  at  stake.  A  ques- 
tion baa  been  raised  as  to  the  right 
hOD.  Gentleman  the  Uember  for  Clack- 
manoao  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour).  It  was 
asked  in  the  first  part  of  the  discus- 
aion  what  he  had  really  said  as  to  the 
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"  I  conaider  that  the  oonduct  of  Shwiff  Ivory 
thronghont  the  Craf  ter  trenhlea  «■•  auob  at  to 
entitle  him  to  the  favoDrable  connderatioii  of 
the  TrenauTy  in  the  inatter  of  eoata  inenired  io. 
Stewart'a  caae." 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  to  these  words  by  his  own  Lord 
Advocate. 

Da.  CAUERQN:  As  a  point  of 
order,  Ur.  Courtney,  I  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  the  othsr  day  ta 
produce  that  letter,  and  be  would  noK 
As  the  right  hon.  Geotleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exclteqner  has  queted 

the  letter,  should  he  not 

*M:b.  GOSCHEN  :  Lay  it  on  the  Table 
— certainly. 

Da.  CAMERON :  Or  rather,  read  the 
whole  of  it. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN :  Certainly.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  other  night  had  not  got 
the  letter— which  was  marked  ''private 
and  confidential  " — with  him.  We  now 
have  the  authority  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Clackman- 
nan to  make  the  letter  public,  as  it 
shows  how  the  misunderstanding  may 
have  arisen  between  himself  and  SheriS 
Ivory. 

Db.  CAMERON :  What  is  the  date 
of  the  letter? 

*Mr.  OOSCHKN:  March  the  20tb, 
1888.     It  tays— 

"(1)  I  have  DO  douht  whateTsr  that  SherilT 
iTory  aeol  the  raport  to  the  newspaper*  for 
pubhcation  i*  bonijtd;  and  that  he  ia  tpeahios 
traly  Then  he  laj-a  thai  he  baliared  he  had  my 
authority  foe  doing  so,  although  he  ia  mitlaken 
in  tbii.'* 

This  is  testimony  that,  at  least.  Sheriff 
Ivory  was  acting  honA  _fidt,  and  I  aoeept 
the  evidence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  that  effect,  as  against  the 
malicious  suggestions  which  have  been 
made  that  be  was  not  so  acting.  Sheriff 
Ivory's  action  may  be  called  imprudent, 
but,  at  any  rate,  it  cannot  be  suggested 
that  the  Sheriff  did  not  act  honestly. 
The  letter  goes  on  to  say — 

"The  only  conTeraatioa  whioh  I  eonld  in 
ISSfi  or  csD  no*  recollect  having  had  with  him, 
in  which  retereDce  waa  made  to  the  pablicatioa 
of  official  Beporte,  reluted  to  bia  tnnamitUng 
copiea  of  inch  Keparta  to  the  Police  CommittM 
of  the  CommiaaioDerB  of  Supply  of  the  Connty 


and  I  may  here  assure  the  House  that 
it  is  not  only  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
who  feel  the  charges  brought  agunst 
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them.  It  ia  often  foi^ott«a  that  offl<na]s 
of  the  QoremmeDt  oan  feel  as  kvonlj  m 
other  people,  and  that  ■ome  little  shere  ef 
sympathy  is  due  to  them  in  their  diffl- 
onltiee  even  when  brought  oo  b;  impru- 
cl«noe.  It  ia  not  pleasant  to  be  vehe- 
iMently  and  inoeauntl;  ecouaad,  as 
Sheriff  Ivory  has  been,  without  an; 
o|^rtunity  of  reply,  and  it  is  not  sur- 
pnaiDE  that,  when  such  is  the  case,  an 
offlfliu  should  be  betrayed  into  some' 
what  hasty  ooUoa.  The  letter  con- 
tianes — 

*'  Id  MrtBin  nempapcra,  and  ho  waa  dwiroaa 
Uiat  theae  abould  be  oontradioled  by  the  oSdal 
Beport  from  Skys  bemg  iiM4t>  pablic.  I  de- 
pTocalod  luch  pubticalioD,  and  hs  aaid  aome- 
thing  aa  to  the  Police  Commilteo  (and  the 
Uommiiwoiuiri  of  Supply}  being;  entitled  to  aae 
tlw  Beport  reUtiva  to  the  aocion  of  theii  o«d 
polios,  and  I  UMDted  U>  thii  viev  that  ihey 
vera  ao  eDlitlrd.  In  the  courae  of  Uis  convert 
■ation  I  ramember  that  fas  apoka  of  Keporta 
which  ao  numaroaa  a  body  aa  the  Com  miMi  oner* 
«f  BappW  ware  entitled  to  Me  beoomiag  tii' 
toally  public,  ani]  the  only  lunaiae  I  can  make 
ia  tbst  he  bad  iatcTpreted  an  aaaent  to  tha  vie* 
that  the  Folioe  CommittoB  were  entitled  to 
have  tba  Raporta  lelatire  to  their  police,  eren 
though  Itaia  might  lead  to  tiieir  becoming  public 
through  tba  Uommiaaionera  of  Supply,  aa  an 
iwtint  to  the  direct  publication  of  tbv  Report 
in  the  newapkpera." 

That  is  preoiaely  the  veraiDn  of  the 
matter  given  by  my  right  Lon.  Friend 
the  Lord  Adrooate  t)ie  other  day,  show- 
ing how  the  misunderstanding  arose.  I 
now  oome  to  the  second  part  uf  the 
letter— 

"  (2)  I  oonsidBr  that  the  conduct  ol  SherifT 
Itotj  tbiODghont  the  Crofter  tmublaa  waa  auoh 
«*  to  entitle  him  to  thefaToorablecoiuidGniiian 
of  the  Traaaory  in  the  matter  of  the  coati  in- 
curred in  Slewart'a  oue.  The  dntiea  whioh  he 
had  to  diechaTge  were  of  the  moat  difficDlt, 
delicate,  and  anxiooa  ohancter ;  and  I  may 
refer  to  the  opinion  eipreased  by  Ur.  Anhui 
Balfour  on  the  16th  of  Febraary,  ISsT  (when 
Secretary  for  Scotland),  aji  "     "' 


to  my  ooaourrence  in  what  Ur.  Arthur  Balfoar 
Jftid(p«gal,7CI»l. 

' '  Hoping  that  the  Treaanry  may  decide  to 
relieve  ttheriff  I  vary  of  the  eoata  in  qnaation, 

"I  remMO,  my  daar  Sir,  yours  rery  truly, 
"J.  B.  BiLVuou." 
Therefore  it  eeems  that  the  late  Lord 
Advocate,  under  whom  Slierltf  Ivory 
UTved,  knowing  the  whole  affair  and 
having  had  all  the  tircumstaaoee 
brought  before  him,  thought  it  right  to 
recommend  his  case  to  the  favourable 
oonsideration  of  the  Ireaaury.  I  do  not 
wish  tot  one  moment  to  put  the  ease 


before  the  House  eolel;  on  the  reoom' 
mendation  of  the  late  Lord  Advocate* 
but  I  think  hon.  Qentlemen  opposite  wiU 
be  glad  to  know  that,  at  all  events,  in  the 
oourse  we  are  taking  we  have  the  oonour- 
renoe  of  the  Lird  Advocate  under  whom 
Sheriff  Ivory  served.  There  has  eeldam 
been  a  more  violent  attack  made  upon 
any  publio  officer  than  has  been  mode 
upon  Sheriff  Ivory.  The  way  in  whioh 
his  conduct  has  been  viewed,  not  by  hie 
present  judicial  superiors  only,  but  by 
the  late  Oovernment,  ia  patent  from 
'  what  I  have  read  to  the  House,  and  the 
Oommittee  will  agree  with  me,  I  think, 
that  we  owe  something  to  public  offioere 
who  discharge  difRtult  and  delicate 
duties.  These  gentleman  should  receive 
the  support  of  their  official  superiore ; 
and,  under  these  circumstanoes,  we  do 
not  think  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  of 
the  Uember  fur  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow  will  succeed,  the  object  of 
which  is  to  punish  Sheriff  Ivory  pecu- 
niarily fur  the  way  in  which  he  has  die- 
charged  his  publio  duties. 

*8iB  GEORGE  TKEVELYAN  (GUs- 
gow,  Bridgeton):  The  tight  hua  Gen- 
tleman who  has  just  sat  down  sMms  to 
me,  to  a  certain  extent,  to  have  forgotten 
the  character  in  which  be  appears  here 
during  the  discussion  of  the  Batimates. 
He  appears  liere  as  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  be  maiatatas  the  posi- 
tion with  great  ability;  and  weare  nere 
in  the  character  of  private  Members  and 
custodians  of  the  publie  money.  We 
attend  to  the  Estimates  for  the  purpose 
of  discussing  them  without  passion. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken  of 
this  being  a  question  of  pauioe  from 
first  to  last;  he  has  spoken  of  the  rio< 
lenoe  of  the  strife  that  has  raged  round 
Sheriff  Ivory,  but  it  sseme  to  me  that  he 
himself  has  contributed  to  that  strife  in 
no  small  degree.  He  speaks  of  motivee 
having  all  along  been  imputed  to  Sheriff 
Ivory.  Well,  1  certainly  am  net  going 
to  impute  any  motives  to  SherilT  ivory, 
but  I  must  observe  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  imputed  motives  very 
freely  aeross  the  Housa. 

*Me.  OOaCHEN  :  I  read  the  extract. 

*8ia  GEORGE  TREVEl.YAN  :  Yes  ; 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  read  it  out, 
but  he  afterwards  repeated  it  in  his  own 
words  when  he  eaid  that  the  object  of 
the  present  action  was  to  punish  Sheriff 
for  his  conduct  in  the  Hightdnds.  I, 
however,  say  tbat   the   motive  of  our 
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action  to-night  is  to  protest  against  that 
it'hioh  we  believe  to  be  a  proposed  mis- 
applioatjon  of  public  moQey.  I  pass 
orer,  without  remark,  the  case  of  John 
Beaton.  I  do  not  think  it  neoeasary  to 
Snter  into  the  case,  as  I  believe  this  vote 
may  be  taken  srjlely  and  simply  on  the 
case  of  Norman  Steirart.  Now,  what  is 
the  case  ai^ainat  Sheriff  Ivory  as  against 
Norman  Stewart?  It  is  that  he  pub- 
lished an  official  Beport  which  he  was 
not  iuatified  in  publishing — a  Report 
which  contained  a  very  eerious  statement 
vbioh,  bafbre  an  important  Oonrt,  was 
proved  in  evideoce  to  be  an  incorrect 
statement.  That  is  the  simple  case. 
!nie  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  haa 
nsed  a  great  many  wordi,  but  he  haa 
retrained  from  reading  eny  of  the  vital 
points  from  the  Memorandum  before  the 
House,  and  certainly  he  has  refrained 
tiOTa  reading  the  parage  which  appears 
to  mo  absolutely  to  aetile  this  question 
in  the  course  of  twelve  lines.  The  Dean 
of  Faculty,  speaking  on  behalf  of  Sheriff 
Ivory,  said  the  statement  made  by  his 
'  client  in  a  Bsport  to  the  Lord  Advocate 
was  that  Norman  Stewart  was  the  ring- 
lender  of  B'certain  mob.  Nothing  can  be 
more  simple  Ifhan  that.  The  statement, 
he  said,  was  made  by  the  Sheriff  on 
information  contained  in  an  offiuial 
doounieot  transmitted  to  him  by  the 
Oroirn  authorities,  and  Sheriff  Ivory 
had  no  reason  to  doubt  ths  oorreotaess 
of  the  document,'  and  aooordiogly  re- 
peated the  statement  which  it  contained  ; 
but  he  subsequently  found  that  the  facts 
did  not  justify  the  statement,  and.  con- 
sequently, he  made  a  tender  which  was 
now  before  their  Lordships.  ' '  I  under- 
stand," said  the  Dean  of  Faculty,  "  that 
the  tender  has  been  accepted,  and  your 
Lordships  are  now  at  liberty  to  grant  a 
decree  on  tbe  terms  of  the  tender  or  to 
dismiss  the  action  as  the  other  side  may 
ask."  Now,  what  had  occurred  to  bring 
this  about?  Why,  it  had  been  shown 
before  the  Sheriff's  Substitute  that 
Sheriff  Ivory's  description  of  Norman 
Stewart  in  bis  Bcpoit  to  the  Lord 
Advocate  was  entirely  erroneous.  It 
was  proved  to  the  eatisfaction  of 
the  Judge  that  Norman  Stewart 
had  not  taken  that  course  which 
SherlfiT  Ivory  had  attributed  to  him. 
That  was  the  Grst  branch  of  the  griev- 
ance uader  which  Mr.  Norman  Stewart 
vas  Buffering,  and  it  was  the  first  branch 
of  the  maueasance  of  Sheriff  Ivory. 
Sir  Otorg*  7\tMlg9n 
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nndenied.  TIi» 
other  point  is  whether  Sheriff  Ivoty 
was  justified  in  publishing  an  ofltoiu 
paper.  I  listened  very  oarefully  to  th9 
letter  of  the  late  Lord  Advocate  ths 
Member  for  Clackmannan,  and  I  do 
not  gather  that  he  goes  back  from  his 
original  opinion  that  he  gave  na 
authority  whatever  to  Sheriff  Ivory  for 
the  publieation  of  the  Ileport.  But  he 
does  make  a  sort  of  half- expressed 
pica  for  mercy  for  Sheriff  Ivory ;  and  I 
im  bound  to  say — speaking  as  a  Member 
if  Parliament  responsible  for  the  dis- 
posal of  the  public  money— that  there  ia 
no  ground  for  that  appe^  whatever,  and 
we  have  no  right  to  listen  to  it.  This 
case  was  decided  preriously,  not  on 
ad  mUiriBordiam  grounds,  but  on  official 
grounds,  in  acoordanoe  with  the  preos- 
dents  of  the  Treasury.  It  vas  decided, 
after  consulting  the  late  Lord  Advocate, 
Mr.  Maodonald,  and  the  opinion  ex- 
pressed by  that  Lord  Advocate — who 
was  exactly  as  much  the  Lord  Advocate 
of  the  preseot  Government  as  the  ^euL- 
ber  for  Clackmannan  was  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate of  the  late  Govern  meat — was  that 
he  was  able  to  recommend  that  tbe  costs 
□f  tbe  action  of  Beaton  should  be  re- 
funded to  Sheriff  Ivory  in  full,  but  thai 
the  case  of  Stewart  presented  much 
greater  difficulty.  He  said  that  under 
the  ciroumstanoes  he  could  not  recom* 
mend  that  these  costs  should  be  paid, 
and  the  Treasury  decided  not  to  pay. 
After  that,  by  the  great  powers  of  im- 
portunity which  Sheriff  Ivory  possessed, 
an  appeal  was  sgaia  made  to  the 
Treasury.  Sheriff  Ivory  thought  ho 
bad  at  last  got  a  high  official  who  was 
sure  to  take  his  view  of  the  facts.  He 
appealed  from  the  cffiuiala  of  the 
Treasury  and  from  Lord  Advocate  Mao- 
donald to  the  present  Chief  Seorotsry 
for  Ireland,  who,  he  declared,  looked  at 
things  not  in  detail,  who  looked  not  tO 
the  points  of  the  case,  but  who  looked 
broadly  to  see  whether  a  public  offioial 
was  acting  on  one  aide  or  the  other,  and 
who  "was  intimately  acquainted  with 
the  work  I  had  to  do  in  Skye."  Hon. 
Members  know  what  the  views  of  tfa» 
Chief  Secretary  for  Irelaud  arc  with 
regard  to  the  agrarian  difficulties  in 
the  Highlands,  and  aUu  that  when  th» 
Crofters'  Bill  was  before  the  Hoilse  of 
Commons  ihe  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  opposed  it  on  the  ground  that, 
though  there  might  be  grievances  about 
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»Bt  in  Irel&ad,  thwe  were  ia  BoollHiid 
iu>  laadlorda  who  over-rented  their 
tsoMtte.  That  woe  the  Opinion  oE  the 
Ohief  Seoretftr;  for  IreUnd  then,  and  it 
may  be  sow;  but  the  opioioa  of  the 
iMai  Comminioii,  whioh  hu  Ronn 
deeper  into  the  matter  than  the  Chief 
Seoretar;  for  Ireland,  haa  oome  to  a 
different  COD  elusion,  for  while  the  reduo- 
tionaonreotahave  been  largely  in  excew 
oi  Iriah  reduotiona,  the  rednotions  in 
aireara  has  been  frequently  double  the 
reducti'ini  in  rents.  It  waa  while  the 
xigbt  hon.  Gentleman  was  Secretary  for 
Sootland  that  Sheriff  Ivory  appealed  to 
him  af^ainat  the  j  udgmen  t  of  liari  Advo- 
cate Kaedonald,  and,  above  all,  against 
tbejudement  of  the  Oonrt  of  Juatioe  in 
Sootland. 

Hr.  GOSOHEN:  When  my  riebt 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  fte- 
land  waa  Secretary  for  Scotland  I  do 
not  believe  this  oonoeasion  had  been 
made.  The  whole  point  raised  by  the 
nsht  hon.  Gentleman  ia  abaolutely 
ohimerioal  to  the  last  degree. 

8iK  G.  TEEVEI,YAN :  I  have  madi 
DO  statement  except  that  BheriEF  Ivory 
appealed  to  the  present  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland.  What  I  look  to  ia  tb( 
conduct  of  BheriS  Ivory  when  be  findi 
himself  face  to  face  with  Members  of 
Parliament  trying  to  do  their  duty  as 
Members  of  Parliament.  I  will  read 
eome  pasaages  from  Sheriff  Ivory's  most 
recent  Memorandum — 

"Tba  snemiM  of  law  and  i)idBrwiU,nodoabt, 
rqoice  that  tha  UoveiDmmt  ihould  havs 
caaDgMl  thaiT  viewi  Bud  caiunred  ma  as  they 
havedoDa.  Bat  I  Tsutiire  to  predict  that  tha  lav- 
abiding  pnblio  will  bo  of  a  diffaraat  opinion 
wben  tbDj  lean  tha  tma  atateof  the  faoli.  If 
eMouttve  officoi,  after  doing  their  bait  lo 
discharge  their  datiei  honeitly  and  fearleaaljr, 
are  to  be  treated  in  this  manner,  do  OoTsm- 
ment  can  aipaot  them  to  set  in  the  fatere  with 
tb»  oaeaaBary  promptitude  and  dacinoa.  .... 
I  think  I  have  aome  reason  to  oomplain  that  my 
claim  forrepayateot  of  the  ezpeneei  of  a  U«- 


to  thelAwOfBcerofthe  Crown  aa  if  it  depended 
OB  a  ti-Knifjl  queetioa  of  law — to  one,  too, 
whnaa  conduct  in  inard  to  thii  rery  oaaa  had 
been  ao  much  complained  of  by  me  in  my 
ivinted  Hemotsndum.  Had  it  been  retBrrett 
toUr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  who  wa*  intimately  ac- 
qaainled  with  the  work  I  had  to  do  in  CMcye, 
who  knew  the  danger  of  allowing  falae  and 
unfounded  Matementa  regarding  the  conduct 
of  a  Oovernment  expedition  to  remain  un- 
anawered,  and  who  would  hare  dealt  with  the 
HMtlar  in  a  broad  and  atateamanlike  -nanner,  I 
Aoold  have  beam  perfectly  tatitflal."  . 


The  question  is  whether  an  indiridaal 
did  aot  in  an  nabeooming  and  riotoaa 
manner  towarda  the  eapeditioa  to 
which  Sheriff  Ivory  referred.  Sheiifl 
Ivory  aaya  be  did  i  but  he  waa 
proved  not  to  have  acted  in  that  manner, 
and  Sheriff  Ivory  was  himself  bblioed 
to  acknowledge  that  it  was  so,  and  then 
he  appealed  to  the  Chief  Secretaiy  for 
Ireland  against  "false  and  unfounded 
statements."  I  have  thrown  no  passion 
into  this  question,  and  have  attributed 
no  motive  to  Sheriff  Ivory.  I  blame 
him  for  one  thing  only,  and  that  ia  for 
the  indecorous  statements  in  the  last 
Memorandum  he  has  sent,  a  Memoran- 
dum npon  which,  I  am  sorry  to  eay,  the 
Government  hae  made  a  oanceesion 
whioh  it  ought  never  to  have  made,  and 
has  reversed  its  previous  opinion — an 
opinion  founded  upon  reasons  which  I 
believe  it  is  absolutely  impossible  to 
answer  except  by  high-sounding  gene- 
ralities. 

Mb.  E.  BOBEUISON  (Dundee):  I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  satisfied 
that  to  night,  at  all  events,  he  has  had 
a  patient  hearing  from  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers. I  venture  to  think  that  the  com- 
plaint with  which  he  began  his  Bpeoch 
on  this  subject  was  somewhat  disin- 
genuous. We  all  know  that  he  is  a 
master  of  debate,  and  no  one  admires 
his  debating  posters  more  than  I  do ;. 
but  his  chief  weapon  is  his  remarkable 
power  of  repartee,  and  it  seems  to  me 
that  he  ratlier  courta  interruption  than 
otherwise.  At  all  events,  the  Scotch. 
Members  to-night,  after  his  complaint 
on  that  score,  abstained  from  intmTer- 
ing  with  him,  and  I  think  the  result  was 
that  he  eat  down  somewhat  crestfallen, 
because  be  had  lost  his  usual  oppor- 
tunity. The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  it 
aeems  to  me,  haa  oonfused  the  issues  on 
this  question,  or  has  tried  to  do  so.  Iba 
case  is  a  very  simple  ous,  but  the  right,' 
hon.  Gentleman  has  repeated  in  the 
House  the  misrepresentation  that  is 
being  made  outside — L  mean  the  mia- 
representati.in  that  this  controversy  ia  a 
mere  incident  in  a  personal  feud  be- 
tween Sheriff  Ivory  and  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman tbe  Member  for  the  College 
Division  ol  Glasgow.  I  wish  to  say  for 
myself  that  I,  for  one,  know  nothing 
whatever  of  that  feud.  X  know  nest  to 
nothing  of  Sheriff  Ivory  himself,  and 
my  judgment  on  the  matter  ie  babed, 
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entirely  oa  the  m«t«rista  laid  before  tbe  i  the  filial  piety  of  tbis  pioai  Eaeu  ia 
HouBB.     I  decline  to  go  into  the  aog-    —'—•'••'-    ••-    -     i-!ii  *-   —  -»<-".-*  — 

Sastion  made  by  tha  right  hon.  Gen- 
emaa  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exobequer, 
that  thia  ia  all  the  reeult  of  a  "Flan 
of  Campaiga  " — of  a  conapiraoj  to  pro- 
mote bogaa  actions,  aad  to  puBiah,  by 
viodiotiTe  damagea,  aa  officiu  who  bad 
deaerred  veil  of  hia  country.  I  tbink 
we  niuat  go  back  to  aimple  facta,  and, 
if  I  may  be'  allowed  to  aay  ao,  to  the 
only  deieoce  that  hae  yet  been  made — 
namely,  that  aubmtttcd  the  other  night 
by  the  T^ord  Adrocate.  I  aaaume  that 
ve  are  dealing  entirely  with  the  case  of 
Norman  Stewart.  The  fact  ia  that 
Sheriff  Ivory  libelled  one  of  Her 
Majesty' a  aubjecte,  and  that  he  waa  aued 
in  an  ordinary  action  for  libel  on  that 
account.       He    made    no   defence— he 

S leaded  guilty ;  he  waa  cast  in 
amagea,  and  now  the  GoTemment 
aab  ua  to  pay  bis  bill  of  coata. 
Only  tiro  reaaooa  have  been  aseigned, 
that  I  can  eee,  why  we  ahculd  pay  the 
bill  of  coats  of  Sheriff  Ivory.  One  ia 
that  the  delinquent  ia  a  Judge,  and  that 
it  was  hia  buaineaa  to  enforce  the  law. 
Well,  we  have  all  known  caaea  io  wbiih 
ignorance  of  the  law  baa  been  set  up 
aa  a  good  moral,  if  not  a  good  legal,  ex- 
onae ;  but  I  have  never  before  known  of 
a  case  in  which  knowledge  of  the  law 
was  put  forth  in  defence  of  a  delinquent 
in  auoh  a  position.  Another  reason  was 
assigned,  that  these  might  have  been 
pBrliamenfary  Papers,  and,  if  they  bad 
been,  the  Sheriff  would  have  run  no 
risk  of  prosecution.  But  the  privilege, 
in  aucb  a  caee,   wonld  hare  been  the 

{ririlege  of  Parliament,  not  of  Sheriff 
vory — not  of  the  person  making  these 
alanderoua  communicBtiona.  The  privi- 
lege of  Parliament  is  baaed  on  great 
Oonatitutional  reasons;  but  tbey  have 
no  application  to  a  caae  in  which  a 
judicial  officer  goea  beyond  hia  dutiea 
and  breaks  the  law  be  is  bound  to  ad- 
miniater,  and  libels  a  subject  of  the 
Grown.  I  can  see  nothing  in  these 
reasons  to  justify  the  position  the  Go- 
vernment  have  taken  up.  Let  me  men- 
tion, also,  tbis  is  not  an  ordinary  cnse  of 
litigation.  There  is  a  carious  relation- 
ship between  the  parties  in  this  little 
drama.  The  solicttor  who  ran  up  this 
bill  of  coats  to  an  amount  that  leems 


running  up  a  bill  to  an  amount  no 
ordinary  Attorney  would  have  reached, 
because  in  his  view  tbe  Government 
wnre  bound  to  pay  it.  I  think  the  whole 
ciraumstances  of  the  case  show  that 
instead  of  it  being  a  bogua  action, 
Sheriff  Ivory  bad  to  defend  it  asabogns 
claim  made  upon  Her  Uajesty's  Go- 
vemment.  The  claim  waaoondemnedbj 
the  Law  Officers  oa  one  that  ought  not 
to  have  been  submitted,  and,  if  I  am 
within  the  limits  of  Parliamentary  pro- 
priety in  using  the  tnrm,  it  is  a  pieoe  of 
colossal  impudence  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Qovernment  in  RubmitUng  this 
demand  to  the  House. 

SiK  WILLIAM  HAHCOURT  (Derby): 
I  must  eay  a  few  words  on  thia  case, 
because  the  publication  of  these  docu- 
ments took  place,  as  I  am  reminded  on 
looking  at  the  dates,  when  I  was  tbe 
official  eu pel  ior  of  Sheriff  Ivory.  I  do 
not  wish  to  say  much  about  that  Qsntle- 
man.  Tbe  Sberiff  used  to  address  a 
great  many  letters  to  me  very  much  in 
the  tone  of  that  published  oa  page  16  of 
the  correspondence  ;  andif  Sberiff  Ivory 
treated  his  inferiors  aa  he  did  hia  anpe- 
riors  I  was  very  sorry  for  them.  The 
claim  made  by  bim  in  tha  caae  before  ua 
baa  been  refused  by  the  late  Lord  Advo- 
cate and  tbe  'I'reasury  authoriUes,  who 
said  that  the  Bill  ought  not  to  be  paid. 
What  did  Sheriff  Ivory  do  thereupon? 
He  set  to  work  and  sbused  the  (Govern- 
ment of  the  day,  telling  them  thst  they 
did  not  deserve  to  have  such  an  admir- 
able Sheriff,  and  that  if  they  did  not 
support  him  all  sorta  of  terrible  things 
would  happen  to  tb«m,  and  the  enemies 
of  law  and  ord-r  would  triumph.  The 
Sheriffaaid,  "  I  do  nut  care  for  the  Lord 
Advocate  or  the  Treasury.  Give  me  A. 
J.  Balfour."  Tbe  idea  of  Sheriff  Ivoiy 
was  that  if  he  only  raiaed  the  cry  of 
"the  enemies  of  law  and  order"  he 
would  see  the  Chancellor  of  tbe  Exche- 
quer overruling  tbe  Lord  Advocate  and 
tbe  Treasury,  and  paying  his  bill. 
Accordingly  we  have  the  Cbancollor  of 
the  Escheqiier  iropluring,  and  even 
threatening  the  Coaitoittee,  and  bullying 
tbe  Snitch  Members  in  this  matter,  in 
order  that  he  may  waste  £200  of  the 
public  money  whiuh  tbe  Treasury  has 
refused  to  pay.    That  ia  tbe  political 


to  be  beyond  all  precedent  was  not  |  situation  of  the  Government.  If  you 
an  ordinary  solicitor,  but  the  con  i  only  whisper  into  the  ear  of  the  Chan- 
of  Sberiff  Ivory,  and  one  may  admire   cellor  of  the  Exchequer  "  theenemieaof 
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Iaw  and  ordor"  he  will  oaue  down  and 
RMnd  £300,  or  £200,000,  or  even 
£200,000,000,  and  defend  it  in  the  \i&a- 
nonate  vaj  he  has  doae  this  eveniii^. 
It  ia  a  verj  bad  thing  to  aMow  the  Qo- 
vemment  to  be  bullied  to  the  way  they 
have  been  by  Sheriff  Irory.  I  do  not 
know  what  I  ahoiild  have  done  if  I-had 
had  "Mr.  A.  J.  Bdl/our"  fur  a  colleague. 
Perhapa  I  should  have  been  like  the 
preaent  Home  tJecretary,  whriKe  subordi- 
«ate  aent  letters  to  "  Hr.  A.J.  Balfour" 
for  pablioation  in  the  TVoim.  That  was 
the  way  the  Home  Oifioe  ie  carried  on. 
The  Home  Secretary  ia  a  cipher  la  his 
own  office.  Sheritf  Ivory  diJ  not  look 
to  the  Lord  Advocate  nor  to  the  Trea- 
aury,  but  to  "  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,"  and 
then  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
implores  the  House  of  Gjmm'ins  to 
waate  the  money  of  the  oouDtry  in  the 
way  now  proposed.  I  canoot  vote  for 
die  payment  of  this  money.  Sherifflvory 
iacurred  the  penalty  by  doing  a  grossly 
improper  official  act,  for  which  he 
deaerred  to  be  rebuked  and  pnnishad ; 
and  at  the  present  time  these  acts  on  the 
part  of  Bubordioate  officials  are 
enoonraged  so  long  as  they  raise  the  cry 
of  "  the  enemies  of  law  and  order." 
What  ia  being  dune  now  all  round  the 
Oivil  Service?  Look  at  the  state  of 
things  at  the  Home  Office !  The  Home 
Secretary  ia  not  recognised;  he  it  a 
cipher.  We  find  Hr.  Anderson  handing 
over  oonfidential  Home  OtSce  doouments 
without  Uie  leave  of  the  Home  Secre 
tary,  and  then  "  Ur.  A.  J.  Uelfour " 
iasiats  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
oomiog  down  and  eaying  that  that  was 
quite  a  proper  proceeding.  How  do 
the  Oovemment  expect  their  subordi- 
Dates  to  behave  if  they  encourage  them  to 
become  violent  political  partizans  and  to 
utter  libels,  and  then  pay  the  damages? 
A  mor<)  thorough  picture  of  the  demorali- 
■atioD  of  public  servantBthan  that  which 
had  been  ehowo  up  within  the  last  few 
weeka  I  have  never  seen.  We  see 
prison  doctors  eending  proof- sheets  of 
letters  to  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  for 
pnblieatioD  in  the  7ijnM  newspaper,  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland  acting  as  a  sort  of 
aub-edttor.  We  aee  Sheritf'  Ivory  pub- 
lishiog  confidential  documeota  of  this 
kind,  and  at  the  very  tiuie  when  the 
trial  was  pending  of  the  man  against 
whom  he  made  these  fal«e  statements. 
The  Beport  was jpublisbed,  I  am  tuld,  in 
the  month  of  February,  and  ihe  man 


was  tried  in  March.  He  was  aoouitted, 
and  naturally  he  compluned,  and  there 
need  be  no  surprise  that  he  brought  the 
action.  The  late  Lord  Advocate,  and 
with  him  the  Treasury,  express  the 
opinions  that  the  money  ought  not 
to  be  paid,  but  after  Sheriff  Ivory 
has  aufficiently  rated  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  aod  held  "Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour "  «'m  tirro'em  over  them 
they  yield  aod  agree  to  this  waste  of 
public  money.  I  suppose  we  may 
assume  that  at  the  close  of  the  finaooial 
year  the  Olianoellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  be  bursting  with  a  surplua,  and  he 
wants  to  expend  a  portion  of  it  upon 
Sheriff  Ivory.  It  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  a  surplus  I  congratulate  him, 
butladvise  him  not  to  spend  the  public 
money  in  the  way  prapo4%(].  I  think 
this  was  a  most  improper  proceeding  on 
the  part  of  Sheriff  Ivory.  I  think  the 
action  brought  against  him  resulted  in  a 
just  verdict,  that  to  publish  the  Beport 
as  he  did  was  a  breach  of 
disci plioe,  and  that  the  publication 
at  the  time  when  the  man  was  about  to 
be  tried  was  much  W'frse  than  an  official 
indiscretion,  and  I  think  the  payment 
of  these  damages  will  he  an  extremely 
good  leasou  to  Sherilt  Ivory  and  other 
officials  who  are  disposed  to  take  the 
law  into  their  own  hands  and  do  as  they 
think  fit  without  regard  to  their  offloial 
superiors. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness):  I  had 
hoped  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  have  thanked  us  for  the 
"  Plan  of  Campaign"  we  hare  adopted 
towards  Sheriff  Ivory,  instead  of  re- 
proaching us.  I  should  like  him  to  aay 
what  othur  course  we  should  have  taken. 
Would  you  have  us  shooting  behind  a 
hedge  ?  We  found,  or  thought  we 
found,  a  Sheriff  acting  illegally,  and  we 
ventured  to  try  the  case  in  a  court  of 
law.  Tbis  ia  a  course  which  I  should 
have  thought  would  hnve  had  the 
approval  of  the  Party  of  law  and  order. 
I  think  the  Lord  Advocate  should  with- 
draw his  incorrect  etatement  regarding 
his  predecessor,  Mr.  J.  13.  Balfour.  He 
told  us  that  the  late  Lord  Advocate 
wanted  these  letters  of  Sheriff  Ivory 
published.  His  words  were,  "They 
both  wanted  them  publiehed."  Now,  it 
appears  from  the  letter  read  by  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  the 
late  L  irJ  Advocate  did  not  want  them 
published;  he  deprecated  the  publication. 
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Ub.  JTAOKSON:  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  Claok- 
mannfta  did  Dot  deprecate  the  publica- 
tion of  tlisleltere.  What  he  dapreuted 
was  the  publication  of  the  attot^  upon 
Sheriff  Ivory. 

Db.  CLARK :  The  Lord  Advocate 
said  that  both  vanted  the  letters  pub- 
lished. 
*Mk.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  said 
that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Claok- 
manuao  and  Sheriff  Ivor;  were  at  one 
in  deairing  that  a  refutation  should  be 
nren  to  the  calumnious  charges  which 
had  been  made  against  Sheriff  Ivory. 

Da.  CLARK  :  I  uaderstood  him  they 
both  wanted  the  letters  published.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  he  did  not  want  the 
publication,  and  this  is  one  of  the  mauy 
misrepresentations  that  bare  been 
weared  about  the  facts.  We  are  told 
that  the  Qoverament  must  protect  public 
servants  evenvbenthey  err;  but  if  we  are 
going  to  have  men  riding  rough-shod 
over  our  people,  coming  at  midoight 
into  homes  without  warrant,  whether 
women  or  invalids  are  there  or  not, 
taking  prisoners  without  warrant.if  they 
have  been  doing  such  thingaand  we  bring 
them  into  Court  to  answer  and  they  are 
mulct  in  damages,  ere  we  then  to  vote 
the  money  here  ?  If  that  is  to  be  so  we 
muat  have  recourse  to  another  Plan  of 
Campaign,  If  your  Law  and  Order 
procedure  is  thus  of  noavail.  if  the  Law 
IS  to  punieb,  have  the  Parliament  to 
find  the  money  we  muat  have 
to  the  prisons.  Sheriff  Ivory  published 
this  tie  for  the  purpose  of  biassing  the 
Court  and  getting  a  man  punished,  and 
what  was  the  evideoce  of  the  Sheriff*! 
officer  who  was  deforced?  He  was 
mobbed,  he  said,  and  the  man  wbo  came 
forward  and  tried  to  protect  him  from 
violence  was  this  man,  Norman  Stewart. 
The  officer  awore  that  Stewart  interfered 
and  he  got  away  unhurt.  Here  was  a 
good  citizen  wbo  came  to  the  protection 
of  an  officer  of  the  law,  perhaps,  get- 
ting himaelf  into  trouble,  making  him- 
aeli  unpopular  in  the  neighbourhood, 
and  he  is  made  the  subject  of  Sheriff 
l^oty^a  attack,  and  yet  we  ere  to  pay 
Sheriff  Ivory's  costa  !  Let  me  snggest 
to  the  Attorney  General  that  he  should 
look  upon  this  case  of  Sheriff  Ivory  as 
that  of  a  brother  in  affitction  -,  let  him 
with  bis  colleagues  pay  these  expeneea 
from  their  own  pockets.  The  First 
Lord,  wbo  has  mad%  eonsiderable  profit 
Dr.  Clark 
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from  the  sale  of  a  libellous  padiphlat,. 
might  join  with  the  Attorney  OeaierttI  - 
in  subscribing  from  these  ill-got^mfc 
gains  and  the  assistance  of  Sheriff 
Ivory.  The  case  of  the  Timu  is  exaotly- 
on  a  par  with  this  of  Sheriff  Ivorj.- 
Suppoae  the  7Vm«>,  defeated  in  an  actioa 
for  libel  by  those  which  had  maligned: 
and  slandeied,  were  to  come  and  ask  for 
Parliamentary  assistance.  You  mKf 
whitewash  Sheriff  Ivoiy,  you  may  con- 
done his  illegal  action,  and  if  you  do  it 
will  not  be  the  first  time  the  cause  of 
law  and  order  has  been  directed  with 
favours  of  illegality. 

SiE  G.  CAMPBELL  [Kirkcaldy) :  I 
do  not  take  the  extreme  view  put 
forward  by  some  of  my  friends.  I 
quite  admit  the  duty  of  supporting 
public  officers  in  the  lonAJiit  discharge 
of  their  duties,  even  when  they  may 
err,  unlees,  indeed,  you  pay  them  in 
such  a  way  as  to  guarantee  them  against 
the  consequences  of  a  mistake.  I  differ 
then  from  the  view  put  forward  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen,  and  had  it 
been  neoesesry  I  should  in  the  Beaton 
case  have  supported  the  Government^ 
because  I  believe  the  Sheriff,  occupying' 
his  reeponeible  position,  did  what  he  did 
in  the  performance  of  a  public  duty  in 
what  be  considered  to  be  the  public 
interest.  But  when  we  aome  to  the 
other  case— that  of  Stewart — then  X  look 
at  it  from  an  entirely  different  point  of 
view.  Here  Sheriff  Ivory  was  mulct  in 
damagee  because  he  publiohed  a  libel 
against  Stewart.  Apart  from  the  quee- 
tion  whether  he  was  right  or  wrong,  I 
am  willing  to  believe  that  the  Sheriff 
acted  hmdjid»,  from  paaeion  and  preju- 
dice perhaps,  but  not  from  malice.  But 
he  did  not  publish  this  report  as  part  of 
his  official  duty,  he  published  it  in  a 
newspaper,  which  was  a  grave  official 
fault.  It  is  hardly  worth  while  con- 
sidering that  if  he  had  made  the  Report 
to  bis  official  superior  the  paper  would 
have  become  publio  property  and  the 
Sheriff  would  have  been  protected ;  it 
is  not  pretended  that  in  publishing  it  in 
a  newspaper  Sheriff  Ivory  acted  for  the 
public  interest ;  no  public  interest  was 
involved  ;  he  aoted  simply  because  he 
was  irritated  and  aggrieved  by  assaults 
upon  his  personal  character.  There  is 
excuse  for  Sheriff  Ivory.  I  admit  he 
was  greatly  irritated ;  and  if  it  were  a 
question  of  punishing  him  or  dismiss- 
ing him  for  a  grave  error  of  judg- 
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aunt  we  might  aooept  the  axe  use. 
bnt  thie  ia  BOt  a  qneation  of  paniBhiDg; 
Idm,  the  propoeftl  ia  to  pnniah  the  tax- 
payers by  levying  the  damages  the 
tShsriff  is  called  upon  to  pay,  and  I  must 
■ay  I  do  not  think  we  are  justified  in 
doing  that.  So  I  must  Tote  in  the  Lobby 
with  my  hon.  Frienda. 

*Uk.  WALLAOE  (Edinburgh,  £.) :  I 
bare  no  feeliDg  against  Sheriff  Ivory, 
and  do  not  knoir  much  about  him ;  he 
baa  done  me  no  harm  and  I  wiah  to  do 
him  no  harm,  the  object  of  my  dia- 
pleaanro  ia  Her  Uajeaty'a  QoTerument, 
and  what  I  complain  of  ia  their  alter- 
natire  nefMtire  and  affirmatiTa  action. 
I  am  at  a  loaa  to  nnderstaad  hov  they 
atuweeded  in  refuting  their  own  argu- 
ments against  this  claim.  The  old 
adage  that  second  thoughts  are  best  has 
been  falsified  ia  tbia  caaa;  ths  first 
thonghta  of  the  Government  were  good, 
their  aubaequent  thoughts  worsa  and 
worse.  I  am  aurpriaed  at  the  clumsy 
and  discreditable  mahQer  in  which  they 
haTe"tuiDed  their  baoka  upon  them- 
■elree,"  certainly,  if  I  bad  to  perform 
the  feat  I  would  tiy  to  do  it  in  a 
more  graceful  way.  What  did  Bheriff 
Irory  do  f  An  attempt  has  been 
made  to  make  light  of  the  libel; 
bat  it  was  in  fact  a  libel  pub- 
lished upon  a  man  about  to  be  tried 
by  bimeetf  or  his  representative.  He 
deidared  this  man  to  be  a  ringleader  of  a 
mob,  and  promoter  of  la  w  1  eaa  proceedin  ga . 
I  should  liko  to  ask  Eagliah  Members 
to  pat  such  a  case  aa  thie  before  them- 
wlvea  for  one  moment.  This  Judge  ia 
goins  to  try  this  priaoner  for  being  a 
ringleader  of  a  mob,  for  being  a  pro- 
moter of  lavlasa  proceedings,  yet  two 
months  before  the  trial  comes  on  he 
psblisfaee,  on  his  own  authority  and 
withont  any  apecial  provocation,  a  state- 
meilt  of  bis  opinion  in  a  newapapsr  that 
the  pwson  whom  he  was  going  to  try  waa 
the  leading  ringleader  of  a  mob  aod  the 
principal  promoter  of  the  lawleas  pro- 
eeedings  in  tbe  district.  What  would 
hon.  liembers  tor  EDglish  constituenciea 
feel  if  any  one  of  thuir  own  Judges, 
with  reapect  to  a  prisoner  whom  he  was 
going  to  try  four  weeks  hence,  were  to 
print  in  the  Tim**,  or  any  other  joamal- 
utio  reoeptaole  for  mendacious  and  de- 
famatory garbage,  a  statement  that  the 
man  awaiting  trial  was  the  principal 
promoter  of  burglaries  or  murderous 
prooeediogsinthedistriiitF  Ithinkthat 


steps  would  be  taken  to  remove  suoh  aaa 
onjodioial  man  from  the  Bench.  What' 
are  the  defenoea  that  have  been  mad* 
for  Bheriff  Ivory  in  this  matter?  Ithaai 
been  said  that  he  had  tbe  sanction  of  m- 
gentleman  whom  'I  may  be  allowed  to' 
call  Lord  Advocate  Balfour — by  reaaoa 
of  his  position  in  a  former  Parliament 
— Hie  authority  has  been  adduced  aa 
juetifyiDg  the  action  of  the  Sheriff. 
But  we,  who  know  the  right  hon. 
Qentieman,  the  Member  for  Olaokmui- 
namshire,  believe  it  to  be  perfectly 
nnoonoeivable  and  utterly  impassible 
that  ao  eminent  a  juriat  as  he  is,  ahoold' 
have  ever  given  his  authority  or  sdvioe 
to  any  person  in  the  position  of  a  judge 
to  libel  an  untried  prisoner.  That 
Sheriff  Ivory  could  imagine  that  he  had 
any  such  authority  goes  far  to  convince 
me  that  he  is  not  a  person  suitable  to 
oontinue  in  the  exercise  of  judicial 
functions.  The  person  Sheriff  Ivory 
libelled  was  acquitted ;  he  was  prorea 
in  Oourt  to  be  innocent,  yet  after  he  bad 
retired  from  the  action,  which  the 
aoonsed  person  naturally  broughl 
again't  him,  by  paying  the  costs  of  th» 
plaintiff,  he  actual^  continued  to> 
defend  the  publication  of  the  libel,  and 
maintained  that  it  was  true.  The  acon- 
aation  waa  published  in  Feburary ;  th» 
man  was  acquitted  in  March,  in  Juna 
tiie  libel  aotion  waa  disposed  of,  and  on 
the  26th  August,  Sheriff  Ivory  sent  a 
long  and  elaborate  atatement  to  the 
Treasury,  in  which  he  continued  to 
maintain  that  the  man  to  whom  he  had 
paid  damages  was  still  guilty  of  th(» 
thing  of  which  by  paying  the  costs,  he 
had  previously  taciUy  admitted  that 
he  waa  innocent.  Now,  Sir,  with 
respect  tp  the  case  of  Norman  Stewart 
What  does  Sheriff  Ivory  say  in  respect 
to  him?— 

"  Tlut  bfl  showed  oonnianuiea  of  hu  guilt 
in  sbtoDDdiag  to  tba  hills  on  tfaa  sppros^  of 
ths  polios  ta  hi«  dwalliBg,  sod  tn  doioK  his 
ntmoat  to  erads  the  l&w." 
But  how  could  he  ehow  consciousness  of 
guilt  when  he  was  proved  in  a  Oourt  of 
Law  to  be  innocent?  What  he  did  do 
waa  to  show  his  oonaciousness  of  the 
extreme  danger  under  which  he  would 
be  if  he  fell  into  the  hands  of  Sheriff 
Ivory.  For  myself,  if  I  were  wanted 
for  judicial  purpoaea  by  Sheriff  Ivor;, 
I  would  retire  not  only  to  the  bills,  but 
to  tbe  valleys  aod  to  all  tbe  "rooks, 
oaves,    lakes,    fens,    bogs,    dens,    and 
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riudu  of  d«ath"  I  oould  think  oF, 
before  I  would  entruBt  my  ohanwtor 
iato  the  keeping  of  a  magistrate  who 
has  shown  that  he  does  not  possesa 
•raa  the  moBt  rudimentaty  reetige  of 
^e  elementary  prinoiplee  of  justice. 
Then  we  have  the  Lord  Advocate  Dom- 
ing forward  voluntarily  in  oppontiou  to 
his  predeoeuor  in  office,  in  order  to 
defend  Sheriff  Ivory.  I  was  sorry  to 
sea  him  take  rather  a  light  view  of  this 
matter.  He  speaks  lightly  of  a  £200 
subject— with  hie  nose  in  the  air— but  is 
that  all?  He  eaid  it  was  merely  a 
technical  error  of  which  Sheriff  Ivory 
had  been  guiltj.  He  poioted  out  that 
the  Sheriff  could  have  secured  publication 
of  his  version  of  the  matter  under 
privilege  if  he  had  only  waited  for  the 
issue  of  the  Beport  of  the  Commission 
of  Snpply,  so  Uiat  he  committed  a  mere 
formal  offenee  in  publisbiag  it  io 
anticipation  of  the  ^ial  of  this 
unhappy  crofter.  But  is  it  a  right 
tiuag — ^^ia  it  merely  a  teohnioal  error 
to  libel  an  ianocent  man  even  under 
privilege?  Is  there  only  a  technical 
oistinction  to  be  drawa  between  a  publi- 
oation  by  your  own  act  in  defiance  of 
your  duty,  and  a  publication  through 
the  act  of  others  consequent  oa  the 
eompulaory  discharge  of  your  duty? 
I  think  it  is  a  substantial,  and  not 
a  technical  distinction.  Was  it  a 
mere  teohnioal  wrong  that  was  done 
to  this  unfortunate  crofter  ?  Would 
it  not  have  been  safer  for  him  if  Sheriff 
Ivory  had  waited  until  his  Beport  had 
been  issued  by  the  Oommissioners  of 
Supply  in  April?  The  trial  and  ao- 
qoittal  took  place  in  Uarch,  while  Sheriff 
Ivory  published  the  Report  in  February, 
and  so  this  unfortunate  man  had  to 
fight  against  tremendous  odds,  of  the 
public  denunciations  of  the  official 
superior  of  the  Judge  who  was  to  try 
him.  This  is  a  strange  revelation  of 
judicial  life  in  the  North  of  Scotland. 
SherifflTory,iiithe  most  ingenuous  way, 
shows  the  ideas  of  justice  which  pre- 
vail in  his  mind  by  writing  to  hie 
substitute  for  the  reasons  for  the  partial 
breaking  down  of  the  case.  The  reply 
was  that  the  Orown  witoessee  did  not 
eome  up  to  the  precognitions  at  either 
of  the  orofter  trials.  That  is  to  say, 
when  these  poor  people  were  examined 
in  secret  before  the  Procurator  Fiscal 
they  were  willing  to  say  a  good 
deal  so  long  as  they  were  not 
Mr.  jraiUca 


(OOMUONSt  Ctta  StrvMi.  tS 

on  oath ;  but  when  they  oame 
to  be  put  upon  oath,  they  shrank  from 
the  statements  which  tney  hod  pre- 
viously been  tempted  into  making  by 
the  intolerant  swagger  and  overbewing 
demeanour  with  which  we  are  too  wall 
acquainted.  The  Sheriff  next  brings  in 
a  ifeut  »i  maehind  in  the  shape  of  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  who  was  then  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland.    He  eays — 

"  I  fumidied  Ur.  A.  J.  Balfoar  with  notas 
nn  a  ipeMiIi  ot  Dr.  Oimarua  ooataining  inoD- 
mcnbls  charnei  Against  me,  (or  tb«  purpots  of 
eoa'bliDg  him  to  Koawar  tbo«e  charges  in  the 
Crafters'  Dehato  in  the  Hooaa  of  CommonB, 
nhich  wag  than  about  to  take  phu»." 
Later  on,  he  says — 

"  But  in  conBeqiienee  o(  the  turn  which  the 
dobatB  took,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  fortanatcly  for 
ma,  eonaidered  it  necsuary  to  (upplement  the 
obaerTationi  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  and  waa 
ptaased  to  adopt  a  vary  diffaraDt  line  uf  coa- 
duct  in  mfeieuce  to  the  chargei  miide  againtl 
me.  Mi.  Balfour  amwered  oooclusi  rely  one  by 
one  the  numaroui  chargei  that  bad  been 
bioaght  againit  me" — 
having  been  previously  primed  by  this 
gentleman  himselF.  Later  still  this 
document  continues  that  Hr.  A.  J. 
Balfour  observed — 

"The  truth,  ia,  ta  my  judgment,  very  scant 
j  uitice  haa  been  done  to  Sheriff  Ivory  in  this 

"Our  law,"  he  continued — 
"ia  adminiatared,  after  all,  not  by  angelg,  bat 
by  mua  ;  and  if  you  impoae  upon  men  a  moat 
diffionlt,  laborioua,  and  delicate  tuk,  lama 
sUght  failure  there  must  neceasarUy  be." 
I  am  not  going  to  enter  into  a  con- 
troversy with  the  Chief  Secretary  ou  a 
question  of  angels.  A  philosopher  who 
having  Grat  written  a  Buooessful  Pyrr- 
honistiu  treatise  proving  that  science 
is  as  baseless  as  theology,  has 
afterwards  elicited  rapturous  ap- 
plause from  bishops,  archdeacons, 
and  honourable  women  in  Church 
Congress  assembled,  by  apologitiag 
for  Christianity  on  the  ground  that 
it  is  the  beet  working  creed  for  this 
world  if  one  can  only  believe  in  it,  is 
not  a  person  with  whom  ordinary 
inquirers  should  ritk  a  onatroversy. 
But  I  had  alwa3rs  understood  that  even 
angels  suffer  for  their  offences  for  the 
sake  of  maintaining  law  and  order  in 
the  universe;  and  from  this  it  would 
seemingly  fellow  «  fortiori  that  men  in 
genera^  and  sheriffs  in  particular, 
should  suffer  for  their  blunders  in  the 
interests  of  the  public  g>M>d.     I  there- 


joyCjOOgle 


Su/plj,— 


IMakcb  18,  1889} 


Civti  Strtiett. 


90 


fore  think  H«r  Majesty's  QoTerumeiit 
perfectly  justified  in  their  first  purpose 
of  making  SherifT  Ivory  suffer  ft  little 
iBOODTeniance  in  order  that  he  might  be 
made  s  madder,  It  not  wiser,  man 
and  Sheriff.  Now,  I  wiil  uk  the  in- 
dulgenoB  of  the  Committee  while  I 
turo  tn  the  second  positioit  assumed  by 
Her  Uajesty'e  OoTernmetit  in  March, 
IttSti.  Whbt  are  ths  reasooa  that  they 
assign  for  the  remarkable  rereraal  of 
their  position  six  months  before  ? 
"  Taking  note  of  the  opinion  of  Lord 
Advocate  Balfour,"  that  "the  Sheriff 
had  acted  on  the  (and  Jid*  though  mis- 
taken belief"  that  the  Lord  Advocate 
bad  approved  of  the  publication,  they 
•anotioned  the  payment  of  the  costs  and 
damages.  But  that  the  Sheriff  per- 
aisted  in  thinking  that  be  was  in  ths 
right  is  ju^t  what  makes  him 
all  the  mere  objectionable.  The  more 
a  fanatic  of  injustice  believes  he  ia 
right  when  he  is  iadefensibly  wrong 
the  more  unfit  he  is  for  hie  position. 
If  a  man's  ideas  are  totally  wrong  and 
ontrageous,  then  the  Kreater  his  bond  fiiti 
the  more  mischief  he  is  likely  to  do. 
Let  me  point  out  that  Lord  Advocate 
Balfour  takeavery  good  care  to  intimate 
that  he  never  gave  Sheriff  Ivory  my 
reason  to  suppose  he  had  his  approba- 
tion for  the  outrageona  act  of  wnich  he 
had  been  guilty.  But,  even  if  Sheriff 
Ivory  had  that  authority,  still  the  act 
■was  glaringly  wronjf.  Lord  Advocates 
may  be  very  great  offioen,  but  they  can- 
not possibly  give  authority  to  a  sensible 
man  to  contradict  Ills  own  common  sense*, 
or  rather  to  do  that  which  he  knows — or 
ought  to  know— to  be  utterly  unjudicial 
or  anti-judicial.  We  are  told  to  lay  great 
stresa  on  the  fact  that  Lord  Advo- 
cate Balfour  was  pleaaed  to  say  be 
oonaidered  the  general  oondaotof  Sheriff 
Ivory  iu  hia  work  was  such  as  to  entitle 
bim  to  favourable  consideration  as 
regards  the  costs  in  question.  But  the 
opinion  of  "Lord  Advocate  Balfour" 
was  written  by  him  when  he  had  ceased 
to  be  Liord  Advocate,  and  when  be  was 
aimply  a  private  member  of  the  Scotch 
Bar ;  and  a  Government  which  contains 
the  philosopher  who  teaches  that  law  ia 
administered  not  by  angels  but  by  men, 
might  have  remembered  the  popular — I 
do  not  say  the  accurate — impression 
that  lawyers,  upon  questions  of  costs 
and  fees,  are  not  only  not  angelic,  but 
barely    human,     and    even    accipitral 


their  nature,  and  in  such  a  matte' 
not  disposed  to  pick  out  each  other's 
eyes.  A  brilliant  master  of  antithesy 
signalized  the  difference  between  BacoB 
seeking  for  the  truth  and  Bacon  seeking 
for  the  Seals,  and  similarly  there 
ia  a  vast  difference  between  Sheriff 
Ivory  seeking  for  the  crofters  and 
Sheriff  Ivory  seeking  for  the  costs;  in 
the  document  seeking  for  costs  there 
an  evidence  of  skill  and  capacity 
which  is  sufficient  to  dumbfound  anyone 
who  has  read  only  his  first  Memorandum. 
The  whole  of  his  trust  is  wisely  reposed 
upnn  the  name  of  Mr.  A,  J.  Balfour,  who 
is  declared  over  and  over  again  to  be  re* 
sponsible  for  his  actions.  From  what  I 
know  of  the  feeling  which  exists  io  Soot- 
land  upon  this  matter  it  is  regarded  as 
a  shameless  job.  It  is  thought  that 
it  has  been  wrung  out  of  the  good 
nature  of  one  wearer  of  the  name 
of  Balfour,  and  by  flattering  the  im- 
periousoesa  of  another  wearer  of  the 
same  name ;  and  that  though  the  mao 
who  tries  to  support  himself  on  two  stools 
is  certain  to  come  to  gnef  and  to  the 
ground,  the  man,  and  especially  the 
Sheriff,  who  euooeeds  iu  supporting 
himself  on  two  Balfours  is  equally  cer< 
tain  to  come  to  cash  and  victory. 
*Mh.  FfiA8EE-MA0KINT0SH  (In- 
verness-abire)  ;  I  desire,  Sir,  ia  spew- 
ing an  this  subject,  to  call  attention  to 
what  the  Scottish  Members  on  thiA 
side  of  the  House  feel  with  regard  to 
it.  What  we  complain  of  is  that  Sheriff 
Ivory  in  February,  1885,  baring  re- 
ported a  confidential  communication,, 
containing  slanderous  matter  to  the 
Lord  Advocate,  took  upon  himself 
to  issue  it  to  the  newspapers.  When 
Sheriff  Ivory  published  that  letter 
he  started  by  stating  that  he  bad 
communicated  it  to  the  Police  Oom- 
mittee  at  Inverness,  and  gave  that 
as  a  reason  why  it  might  be  pub- 
lished in  the  newspapers.  From  my 
point  of  view  it  does  not  matter  whether 
the  Lord  Advocate  gave  his  consent  to 
the  publication  or  not,  and  I  would 
point  out  that  the  document  was  never 
published  by  the  Police  Committee  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply,  although  the 
Sheriff  implies  that  when  communi- 
cated to  them,  it  would  necessarily  have 
been  made  public.  No  authority  given 
by  the  Lord  Advocate  or  Commissionera 
of  Supply  could  pririlege  slander,  and 
the  effect  of  any  snob  authority  would 
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-therel^rbe  to  make  th«m  acceawries, 
aud  liable  in  the  consequDDoea.:  The 
right  hoa.  Qeatleman  the  Ohanoellor  of 
the  Exchequer  waa  very  sflTeie  in  his 
remarka  to-night  on  what  «aa  aaid  on  a 
former  oooasion  by  my  hoti.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  College.  Divi- 
uon  of  Glasgow  (Dr.  Oametoa), 
whoae  exertione  on  behalf  of  the  people 
of  the  Highlands  and  lalanda  will  never 
be  forgotten  in  Scotland.  The  right 
hon.  Qentleman  also  aaid  that  Sheriff 
IroiT  woa  not  guilty  of  anything 
in  tne  nature  ol  malice  in  regard 
to  the  man  Norman  Stewart.  I  do  not 
vant  to  impute  to  Sheriff  Ivory  mors 
than  ie  neoeasary  under  preaent  eircum- 
atances;  but  I  will  take  the  caao  against 
that  official  from  the  documents  that  are 
before  us,  including  the  Memorials  to 
the  Treaauty,  and  I  will  aay  that  though 
the  statements  they  contain  are,  to  a 
large  extent,  inaoonrate,  if  they  do 
not  also  oottvey  the  idea  of  bias  or 
malioe,  then  one  ia  at  a  loss  to  know 
what  malice  is.  Let  na  deal  in  illus- 
tration with  one  inaccuracy.  The  Sheriff 
says,  is  one  Memorandum — 

"Theaa  proceedmgi,  and  also  tha  oondact 
o*  the  Qovammont  in  Skye  genanl]]'.  bava 
fregoeiitlj  beon  brought  undsr  the  notice  of 
Puliament,  uid  Tepettt«d  Hotions  hSTS  heen 
made  lij  Dr.  Csmeron  and  othan  for  puhlio 
ioqiiiry  in  .regard  to  them,  aa  well  bi  for  the 
atoppage  ot  mj'  aalary  and  my  dimiiaal  from 
offloe ;  but  thM«  UoUon*  Iuto,  after  fall  and 
ample  diaciudoti,  inTatiably  been  refoaed  by 
both  ConaerratlTS  and  litnral  GoveraiAenta." 

Now,  it  ia  not  correct  to  aay  that  any 
Motion  haa  erer  been  made  in  this  House 
for  the  atoppags  of  Sheriff  Ivory'aaalary. 
No  Buoh  Motion  oould  be  made,  as  Uie 
aalaty  does  not  fall  under  the  Estimatoa. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  St. 
Bollox  (Mr.  Caldwell)  hoa  commented, 
with  just  aeverity  on  the  oonduct  of 
Sheriff  Ivory  after  the  trial  of  the  men 
vho  were  charged  with  a  breach  of  the 
law,  and  has  pointed  oat  that  he,  being 
the  Sheriff  of  the  Oouaty,  oommunicated 
with  the  Sheriff  Subatitute  by  whom 
Norman  Stewart  waa  acquitted,  and 
demanded  to  know  how  it  was  that  he, 
the  Sheriff  Substitute,  hod  acquitted  that 
person.  The  Sheriff  Substitute,  being 
obli^d  to  report  to  hia  anperior, 
replied  that  it  was  beoauae  "The 
Orown  witaeesas  did  not  oome  up 
to  thmr  preoogniUona  at  either  (d 
the  oroftera'  triala."  I  oorroborate  to 
the  folleat  the  atatement  that  auob 
Mr.  H-MMr-MadamUtk 


an  interference  on  the  part  of  the  Sheriff 
withtheSheriffSubetituteintheadmiuia- 
tration  of  justice  is  not  only  unjustifiable, 
but  aach  aa  has  never  before  been 
brought  under  the  observation  of  the 
public.  The  publication  was  made 
in  February,  1885,  and  the  trial  took 
place  ia  Maruli ;  and,  this  being  eo, 
on  what  ground  waa  the  statement 
published, by  the  Sheriff  to  the  whole 
of  the  Highlands,  before  the  man 
was  tried,  that  Norman  Stewart  waa  • 
ringleader  of  the  mob?  One  of  tha 
reaaona  put  forward  by -Sheriff  Irory 
for  the  publication  of  the  doonment 
was  hia  wish  to  clear  himself  from  the 
charges,  brought  against  him  by  the 
Eev.Mr.  M'Callum,  of  Watemish.  How 
waa  Mr.  M'Callum  treated  subsequently  7 
Some  time  after  these  charges  had 
appeared,  Mr.  M'Callum  waa  going  to 
preach  for  a  friend  on  Sunday,  and 
having  to  go  a  cooaidarable  distance 
from  his  home,  travelled  on  the  Satur- 
day night,  when  he  was  arrested  and 
taken  a  great  number  of  mites  to  Portree, 
being  cmly  releaaed  on  the  foUowinjf 
Monday  on  a  bail  of  £  100.  And,  what 
happened  after  thia?  Why,  no  further 
prooeedings  were  taken  against  Mr. 
M'Callum.  The  proceedings  of  Sheriff 
Ivory  and  his  aubordinatea  atand  con- 
demned by  the  documents  on  the  Table. 
I  may  add  that  I  have  great  fault 
to  find  with  the  Treasury.  I  refer  to 
the  Treasury  Minute,  dated  2Srd 
March,  1668.  In  it  the  Permanent 
Secretary  states  to  the  Board — 


Sheriff  wu  aatruatad,  and  bis  gnotand  natoial 
■enae  of  iiriUlion  at  the  serioua  and  unfounded 
charges  of  miacooduct  then  made  against  him. 
Moreover,  their  LoTdshipi  deaire  to  give  foil 
■upport  to  any  public  omoer  who  acta  to  the 
beat  of  hit  jadgment  in  the  diaoharge  ol  hia 

Now,  what  right  haa  the  Treasury  to 
aay  this  ?  I  do  not  think  my  langua^ 
too  strong  when  I  say  that  it  is  an 
audociouB  thing  for  the  Treasury  to  sup> 
port  Sheriff  Ivory  in  this  way,  when  it 
IS  known  that  public  inquiriea  ,into 
Ms  conduct  have  been  made  over  and 
over  again  and  refused.  With  regard 
to  what  the  people  of  the  Highlonda 
think  of  Sheriff  Ivory,  they  know  that 
though  hehae  been  wlutewaahed  over  and 
over  again — they  cannot  but  raoolleot 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  J>erby  hoa  more  than  onoe 
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stopped  the  sending  of  troopa  and  gun- 
boats that  might  have  done  a.  great  deal 
of  mischief  in  the  Highlands.  I 
Bay  of  Sheriff  Ivory  that,  bj  many 
things  he  has  done,  hs  has  lost 
the  oonfidence  of  the  Highland  people. 
They  say  that  if  there  be  one  name 
more  obnoxious  to  them  than  another  it 
is  that  of  Sheriff  Ivory,  and  this  not 
beoauae  he  happens  to  be  Sheriff  of  the 
4X>nnty,  but  from  the  high-handed  way 
in  which  hia  prnoeedings  were  over  and 
orer  again  carried  out  in  matters  which 
sflMed  (he  minda  of  the  people.  And  I 
would  point  to  the  oourse  the  debate 
of  to-night  has  taken.  When  the  case 
oaed  to  come  before  the  Honse  yeara  ago 
there  were  rery  few  who  took  notice 
of  it,  bnt  on  this  occasion  we  have  hon. 
sod  right  hoQ.  Uembers  taking  the 
matter  ap,  'not  only  on  these  benches, 
bat  on  the  front  bench  above  the 
Gangway,  and,  for  my  part,  I  beg  to 
tbank  those  han.  and  right  hon.  Oen- 
tlemec  who  have  been  indnoed  to  aid  onr 
action.  As  far  as  the  ^>eople  of  the 
Highlands  are  oonoemed,  it  is  to  them  in- 
ezplioable  how  the  present  Ckrvemment 
ehottld  mix  themeelres  np  in  a  matter 
with  which  they  have  no  ooncem 
whatever ;  and,  &lthongh  they  have  a 
right  to  stand  up  for  any  official  who 
has  done  hia  duty,  they  will,  in  passing 
the  Tote  now  before  the  Committee,  do 
that  whieh  those  who  are  most  affected 
by  it  will  hear  of  with  deep  regret. 
*Mb.  W.  H.  SUITH  rose  in  hia  place, 
•nd  claimed  to  move,  "That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put." 

Da.  OLABK  (Outhness):  We  can 
bring  it  np  again.  One  illegally  fol- 
lows another. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

The  Oommittee  divided :  — Ayes  ISS ; 
Noes/?.— (Division  List,  No.  t2.) 

Qaestion  pnt  aooording^y, 


_  t  conns  of  paymeot 

daring  ihs  ycs'  ending  on  the  Slit  d>j  of 
HsrcS  IB89,  for  wrtsin  XipsnMS  at  the  Law 
AgMit  in  Bootlsnd  (or  QoTernmnit  Depart- 

The  Oommittee  divided  :— Ayes  137; 
Noea  77.— (Div.  List,  No.  28.) 

(S.)  £24,690,  Snpplemratary,  Fablic 
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(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

''  Tbat  s  SnpplenientHrf  anm,  not  eiceeding 
£28,310,  be  granted  to  Her  Uftjeatjr,  to  Mnj 
tha  Cbar^e  which  will  come  in  oourse  at  psy- 
ment  danng  the  year  ending  on  the  31it  day 
of  March  I83t*,  foi  corUin  Chargee  connected 
with  the  Orange  River  Territory,  the  Tmns- 
*Ba1,  Zulnjand,  Bechuanaland,  the  IsUnd  of 
St.  Helens,  and  the  High  Cainmitiioner  for 
South  Afiios." 

De.  TANNEE  (Cork,  Mid) :  I  beg 
to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  there 
are  not  40  Members  present. 

The  House  was  counted,  and  40 
Uembere  were  found  to  be  present. 
*SiB  O.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy):  I 
have  given  notice  of  several  reductions 
of  this  Tote;  but  as  they  refer  to  totally 
different  aubjects,  I  hope  you.  Sir,  will 
allow  me  to  move  them  separately.  la 
the  first  place,  I  beg  to  move  to  reduce 
the  Tote  by  £2S0,  the  cost  of  Missions 
to  Tongaland  and  Swaziland,  and  I  do 
BO  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining'  informa- 
tion as  to  those  Missions,  and  also  as 
to  the  state  of  things  existing  in  those 
countries.  I  want  to  know  what  has 
been  the  result  of  the  HiasioUB  ?  I  want 
to  know  whether  we  have  a  Besident  or 
an  Adviser  in  Swesitandf  I  want  to 
know  who  is  Mr.  0.  Shipstone,  who  I 
see  mentioned  in  the  papers?  I  want  to 
know  who  he  is,  and  what  his  present 
poution  there  is  f  We  have  been  told 
that  by  the  Convention  of  London  we 
have  bound  ourselves  to  maintain  the 
independence  of  Swaziland  ;  but  my 
impresaion  is,  that  that  Convention  has 
been  broken  in  a  good  many  particulars 
since  it  was  made.  At  all  events  it  aeems 
tomethereia  no  use  whatever  in  guaran- 
teeing the  independence  of  Bwariland, 
if  we  really  leave  the  country  a  prey  to 
adventurers.  If  any  sort  of  indepen- 
dent Oovemment  is  to  be  maintained 
there,  some  civilized  Power  must  protect 
it.  If  we  are  not  prepared  to  protect 
it  properly,  we  had  better  leave  it  alone 
altogether.  Swaeiland  is  much  in  the 
saros  position  as  I<ord  Balisbury  baa 
said  Samoa  ia  in — that  is  to  say,  the 
native  Oovemment  cannot  stand  alone. 
If  there  is  any  interference  it  would  be 
better  it  should  be  on  the  part  of  one 
Power.  In  the  case  of  Swaziland  then 
is  not  the  serious  quarrel  between  great 
Powers  which  there  is  in  the  case  of 
Samoa ;  indeed,  I  think  we  are  proba- 
bly in  a  position  to  deal  with  the  natlvo 
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GoTMnment  it  w«  ara  so  wiahful.  I  km 
not  for  aanexstion  of  any  kind,  for  we 
hare  enough  on  oar  handBalreadj,  bnti 
hare  alwayg  thovght  that  if  we  are  to 
extend  our  interetta  in  Afrioa,  it  is 
better  we  should  do  eo  in  districtB  near  the 
tea— not  in  (he  far  interior  of  theoountry, 
where  we  are  altogether  shut  in  b;  other 
territorial.  Naw,  aa  to  S«Bciland,  I 
think  we  ought  either  to  thorou'ghly, 
effeotnallj,  and  practically  protect  the 
satire  Qorernment  in  the  independencw 
we  hare  guaranteed  them,  or  wash  our 
hands  altogether  of  any  responsibility. 
loonfoM  the  affain  of  Swaziland  hare 
no  .great  interest  for  me,  and  that  proba- 
bly I  should  not  hare  thought  of  hring- 
ing  then  before  the  Committee  if  it  had 
not  been  for  something  I  read  the 
other  day  in  the  newspapers.  It  seems 
that  a  Oommittee  of  white  tradeis  hare 
established  themselrea  in  the  country, 
and  that  they  hare  pasted  a  tans' of  im- 
port duties,  with  what  autkorily  I  do  not 
anow.  I  see  it  was  unanimously  re- 
solved by  this  Cemmictee — and  this  is 
what  I  most  strongly  object  to — "  that 
so  Asiatic  shall  be  allowed  to  trade  is 
Swaziland."  I  do  not  wonder  that  they 
were  untnimoasi  traders  generally  like 
to  ezclnde  riral  traders.  It  the  Oorern- 
ment  profess  to  ezercise  auy  lafluenoe 
in  the  country,  I  want  to  know  whether 
they  will  permit  this  grow  monopoly  on 
the  part  of  the  whits  traders ;  whether 
they  will  allow  our  Indian  subjeots  to  be 
shut  ODt  of  that  country  ?  I  am  afraid 
the  Resolution  I  hare  quoted  is  only  a 
symptom  of  a  feeling  which  is  growing 
rery  widely  in  the  l^utfa  of  Airios,  and 
especially  tn  our  own  Colony  at  Natal. 
There  is  no  objection  in  Natal  to  the 
Indian  community  as  long  as  they  are 
represented  by  menaotieg  in  the  capacity 
of  hewera  of  wood  and  drawers  of  water, 
but  the  moment  ladianB  by  their  own 
induatry  and  their  owd  talest  begin  to 
MOnmalate  property  and  to  rise  ii 

world 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  trarelling  beyond  the  item. 
The  item  his  liotionreters  toonly  justi' 
fies  diaouBsioD  as  to  our  relatione  with 
Swaziland. 
*SiK  Q.  CAMPBELL:  I  only  re- 
ferred to  the  state  of  things  at  Natal  as 
illostratira  of  that  at  Swaziland,  the 
.  traders  in  Swazilasd  being  a  kind  of 
orerflow  from  Natal.  I  want  some 
asauranoe  that  the  interests  of  the 
Sir  0.  Camphtll 
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flwozicB  wi:i  be  cared  for.  ^md  that  if  we 

hare  any  ioSuenoe  in  \ho  oouzitiy  it  will 
be  exercised  most  strongly  in  fawoor  of 
the  natives.  I  beg  to  mowa  tbaC  the 
Vote  be  reduced  by  £^SO. 

Motion  madr,  and  Qaestioii  propoaed : 
"That  Item  D.  S,  £240  for  mgh  Oom- 
missioners'  Travelling,  be  omitted  Ava 
the  proposed  Vote." 

•Tbb  UNDEE  SECEBTABY  or 
STATE  Foa  thb  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.  DK  WoKus) :  The  hon.  UsmMr  pro- 
poses to  reduoe  the  Vote  in  oonasotion 
with  the  Missions  to  TongttlAod  and 
Swaziland. 

«diaG.  CAMPBELL:  Swaailand. 
*BABoa  H.  DK  WORMS :  Also  Tonga- 
land. 

«Sia  Q.  CAMPBELL :  My  obwrr*- 
tiona  applied  t>  Swaziland  only. 
•BiaoKH.DtWOEUS:  Then,  with  re- 
gard to  8  waziland,  I  have  to  say  that  the 
money  aet  down  was  expended  in  de- 
fraying the  ezpensea  of  Ci>lonel  Martiai 
who  went  to  SwaziJand  to  meet  the  Por- 
tugoeae  Commissioner  and  tlao  the  Com- 
misaionar  of  the  Transraal  with  regard 
to  the  question  of  delimitation  reapeoting 
Delagoa  Bay.  That  question  was  satis- 
faotorily  settled  at  the  time,  and  tba 
Portugueae  Qorernment  accepted  the 
award,  although  it  waa  cot  very  favour- 
able to  the  views  they  pat  forward. 
The  hon.  Member  oaks  me  what  we  in- 
tend to  do  with  Swaziland,  and  he  said 
w  e  had  either  a  Protectorat  e  or  we  had  not. 
I  oan  inform  the  hon.  Gentleman  we 
havenoProtectoi-ate,  and  that,  therefore, 
we  are  nut  responsible  fur  what  takes 
place.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  a  Com- 
mittee of  IS  members  eziata  in  Swazi- 
land ;  but  those  gentlecen  are  not  in 
lha8lightoatd«gr80,directly  or  indirectly, 
connected  with  the  British  Qovem- 
ment,  and  we  hare  no  control  whaterer 
over  them.  The  hon.  Member  alluded 
to  Mr.  9hepstone.  Mr.  Shepstonu  is 
simply  a  pnrata  individaal,  who  ia  the 
head  of  the  White  Committee  of  16,  and 
theprincipaladrlBerofEjagUmbandine. 
I  do  not  know  whether  thia  Committee 
has  made  a  atipulalion  that  no  Aaiatie 
shall  trade  in  Swaziland ;  but  if  such  s 
restriction  exists  Her  Majesty's  Qorem- 
ment  hare  nothing  to  do  with  it — it  de- 
pends entirely  on  the  will  of  Kin; 
tTmbandine  end  his  European  adrisers. 
Therefore,  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to 
pnrsne  the  eubject  further.    Neither  is 
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Tongaland    nor    Sirazllftsd    hive    the 
GoTerDment  any  direct  cr  indirect 
fluence  wliatever. 

*Mb.  URAOLA-UaH:  I  ahouU  be 
obliged  it  tlie  Under  Secretary  will  say 
whether  any  porlion  of  tliis  £2S0  repre- 
unts  expeoscB  incurreil  by  Rir  Hercules 
Bobioeoa  nr  by  Sir  Sydney  SLepparJ  ? 
•B*BOK  H.  DE  WOHMd :  N-.  porlioo 
of  it. 

Da.  CLAEK  (CaithneBs):  T^tyear 
I  asked  my  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Q.  Camp- 
bell) not  to  discUBB  this  question  upon 
the  main  Vote,  in  tite  hope  that  Her 
Majeflty'fl  Oovemment  would  do  some- 
thing in  South  Afrioa,  and  tliat  this  year 
ire  would  kaovr  what  their  South 
Arrican  policy  ia.  But,  as  far  as  we 
know,  Her  Majesty's  Qoveroment  have 
no  policy  in  S<juth  Africa,  but  that  of 
drift.  We  are  spending  money  fooliHhly 
in  Swaziland,  juxt  as  we  are  in  every 
other  portion  of  South  Africa  where  we 
can  get  a  chance  to  do  so.  Ttie  Under 
Secretary  tells  us  the  Government  have 
no  control  over  the  whites.  That  is  per- 
fectly true,  but  it  ia  a  fact  cf  which  the 
Ooverament  ought  to  be  Hahamed. 
Although  you  repudiate  control,  you  are 
morally  responsible  for  the  oondiiion  of 
things  in  South  Africa.  To  repudiate 
control  in  SwaEitand  ia  to  my  mind  die- 
honourable  on  the  part  of  the  Oovem- 
ment.  Swaziland  is  a  portion  of  the 
Transvaal ;  it  was  cut  away  from  the 
Transvaal  when  we  gave  that  country 
back  to  the  Boers,  because  it  was  princi- 
pally inhabited  by  natives  themselves. 
I  thought  at  the  time  the  arrangement 
made  ay  the  G  invention  was  a  very 
<  wise  one,  for  it  gave  the  people  an  op- 
portunity of  developiog  their  own  i;ivili- 
zation.  If  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  aided  and  abetted  the  Swaziea  in 
keeping  Swaziland  for  themselves,  we 
might  have  witnessed  an  improvement 
there  eimilar  to  that  which  has  taken  place 
in  Baautoland.  £ing  Umbandine  has 
granted  mineral  conceasions  over  nearly 
uie  whole  of  his  territory,  and  some- 
times the  same  concessions  have  been 
S'ven  to  different  persons,  so  that 
e  strongest  hold  what  waa  giren  to 
Jiem  against  their  weaker  oompetitors 
•t  present.  Swaziland  is  nearly  ^rcelled 
OQt  amongst  white  men,  principally 
from  NataT,  the  bulk  of  them  being 
British  Bubjeots.  These  men  oontnu 
the  country ;  they  have  aet  up  a  Oustom 
Hooae,  and  they  levy  blackmail  on  all 
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go  ids  pissiag  through  the  countrv  into 
the  native  territ'iry  and  into  the  Trana- 
vaal.  The  result  is  that  the  Swaziee 
have  no  chanoa  at  all  in  their  own 
count  y.  The  Ouvernment  will  not 
even  carry  out  the  poliry  of  their  own 
High  0>.mmi8'ioner.  Sir  Hercules 
liubinsim  lias  puioted  out  to  them  that 
aconditiin  of  anarchy  existd  in  the 
country,  and  has  strongly  recommended 
them  to  ra^^^ify  tlie  treaty.  Ton  will 
allow  the  thiiij;  to  gi  iin  until  you 
have  a  row  between  the  King  and  hii 
White  Councillor.',  and  then  somebody 
will  have  to  step  in,  and  you  wilt  have 
to  spend,  perhaps,  half  a  million  of 
money.  It  will  be  the  old  story  of 
Bechuanaland  over  again.  Tou  are 
spending  a  little  money  now,  and  you 
will  probably  be  compelled  to  send  a 
big  expedition  by  and  by.  I  do  not 
know  what  on  eartfi  Her  Majesty's 
GovMnment  intend  to  do,  but  the 
poor  unfortunate  natives  are  being 
driven  away  from  their  own  territory 
and  the  condition  of  things  is  truly  de- 
plorable. From  what  I  have  seen  my- 
self, I  know  that  the  people  are  being 
[loralized  by  that  great  engine  of 
iliidtion,  grog—that  is  to  say,  bad 
Hollands  gin,  and  a  species  of  Scotch 
whisky  which  in  called  rum.  You  may 
shirk  recponsibility  as  much  as  you  like ; 
but  you  are  morally  bound  either  to 
take  over  Swaziland  yourselves  or  to  let 
the  Transvaal  take  it  over.  I  do  not 
expect  that  you  will  offer  it  to  the 
Transvaal;  and  the  difficulty  will  be 
how  you  are  going  to  get  there,  as  you 
cannot  do  so  through  your  own  terri- 
tory. Some  of  my  hoo.  Friends  think 
that  the  Transvaal  Government  does 
not  behave  very  well  to  the  native 
races.  All  I  can  say  is  that  the  natives 
who  live  under  that  Government  have 
more  comfort  and  a  higher  degree  of 
civilization  than  in  any  British  Colony 
in  South  Africa. 
•Sib  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdate) :  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  tor  the  Colonies 
(Baron  Henry  de  Worms)  why  this 
particular  item  oomes  in  the  High  Com- 
missioner's Vote.  There  is,  I  believe,  to 
beaconaiderableag^tationinthiBoountry 
respecting  our  rule  in  South  Africa,  and 
it  is  newB  to  me  to  find  Swaziland  and 
Fondoland  placed  under  the  Vote  for 
the  Commissioner,  I  should  have  ex- 
pected to  find  them  under  the  Special 
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Oommiasioner's  Vote.  No  doubt,  how- 
erer,  the  High  CommiBsioner  is  now 
the  repreMntative  of  Imperial  authority 
in  South  Africa,  and  I  am  one  of  those 
who  are  determined  to  see  the  Imperial 
polic]r  ID  South  Africa  made  consistent 
and  strong,  and  to  prevent  its  drifting. 
I  think  m; right  hoD.  Friend,  the  Under 
Secretary,  has  explained  the  official 
view  of  this  Vote,  but  I  do  not  think  he 
has  yet  stated  the  views  of  Her  Uajssty's 
QoTemmeDt  as  to  the  conseqiieocGB  of 
the  mieaion.  I  auppoee  we  should  not 
have  sent  a  mission  to  Swaziland  if  we 
had  not  felt  that  we  had  a  duty  to  per- 
form to  the  SwBzis.  We  are  bound  by 
duty  and  honour  to  look  after  them,  and 
are  also  bound  frum  the  point  of  riew 
of  our  material  interests  to  do  bo. 
There  are  many  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  British  rapital  invested  there.  I 
should  like  to  ask  my  right  hon.  Friend 
whether  be  has  heard  that  a  foreign 
nation  is  supposed  to  be  buying  up  con- 
cessioDB  in  Swaziland,  with  a  view  to 
putting  an  end  to  the  indepeodenoe  of 
the  Swazi  nation  7  We  are  also  bound 
to  look  after  the  Swazis  by  the  tie  of 
honour.  Not  only  did  we  originally 
guarantee  the  independence  of  Swazi- 
land, but  we  are  bound  by  the  Oonvea- 
tion  of  1884  to  uphold  and  maintain  its 
independence.  I  hope  my  right  hon. 
Friend  will  be  able  to  tell  us  that  the 
Oorernment  are  consideiing  the  policy 
of  placing  in  Swaziland  aresident  Com- 
missioner to  ^present  the  Imperial  O-o- 
vernment.  We  cannot,  looking  at  the 
matter  either  from  a  business  pointof  view 
or  &om  the  point  of  view  of  our  own 
honour,  allow  the  Swazie  to  paea  under 
the  control  of  advpnturers,  and  I  think 
the  first  etep  we  ought  to  take  is  that  of 
appointing  a  Besident  or  Commiseioner 
in  the  country. 

*SiE  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy,  4c.); 
There  is  much  force  in  what  has  been 
said  by  my  faon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Caithness  (Dr.  Clark),  and  also  by  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Sir  0.  Baden- 
Powell),  but  I  must  say  I  am  not 
aware  that  we  have  entered  into  any 
obligations  towards  the  Swazis  which 
•hould  bind  UB  to  protect  them  against 
invasion.  I  am  not  prepared  to  object 
to  the  policy  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Coloniee,  wben  he  told  us  that  the 
Government  bad  no  influeuce  in  Swazi- 
land. At  the  same  time  I  want  to  know 
Sir  0.  Badtn-FowiU 
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why  it  is,  if  the  Government  have  no 
influence  in  Swaziland,  we  are  asked  to 
Tote  this  money  for  the  demarcation  of 
the  boundary  line.  If  we  can  do 
nothing  there  to  protect  either  oar  white 
or  our  coloured  subjects,  should  this 
House  be  asked  to  pay  this  £250  f  It 
seeme  to  me  that  if  Har  Majesty's 
Goverament  are  really  determined  oon- 
eistently  to  follow  out  the  policy  of  non- 
iaterference  whii.b  has  bean  announced 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  to  night,  all  we  can  do  is  to 
aay  to  the  Swazis,  "  Be  independent  if 
you  can ;  we  are  not  going  to  protect 
you."  The  only  iaterfereace  we  oan 
esercise  is  to  ssy  to  Germany  and  other 
Foreign  Powera  that  we  think  we  msy 
fairly  claim  that  they  should  not  inter- 
fere in  the  country.  As  the  Under 
Secretary  has  given  no  reason  why  we 
Bhould  pay  this  £2.^0,  I  feel  compelled 
to  divide  the  House  Committee  against 
the  item. 

*Mr.  BKADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  shall  certainly  support  the  Motion  to 
mduca  the  Vote,  because  the  explana- 
tioD  which  baa  been  given  to  us  is  of 
the  vaguest  and  most  unsatisfac- 
tory character.  It  is  quite  clear 
that  if  we  have  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  Swaziland  we  ought  not  to 
be  called  upon  to  pay  anything  for  it ; 
and  if  we  have  anything  to  do  with  it 
we  need  some  furtber  explanation.  It 
is  quite  clear  that,  under  cover  of  these 
missions  to  different  parts  of  South 
Africa,  during  the  past  six  months,  there 
has  been  an  amount  of  disgraceful 
jobbery,  which  the  Government  has  not 
been  perfectly  straightforward  about  in 
its  answers  in  this  House.  The  answers 
to  queations  put  by  the  right  hon. 
Gen^eman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  and 
myself,  with  reference  to  the  Hish  Com- 
missioner, have  been  absolutely  con- 
tradictory in  terms.  Probably  a  modi- 
flcation  was  made  in  the  answer  to  the 
right  hoQ.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Weat  Birmingham,  because  of  bis 
greater  influence  in  this  House,  but  it 
was  a  modiflcation  of  an  exceedingly 
aeriouB  character,  and,  unleea  some 
further  explanation  is  given,  it  will  not 
only  be  my  duty  to  divide  on  this  Vote, 
but  to  take  every  opportunity  of  getting 
at  the  truth  of  the  matter.  When  you 
find  the  High  Commissioner  figuring  in 
connection  with  transactions  such  aa  Uiat 
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to  wtiioli  the  boo.  Mambor  for  C&ith- 
&«w  (Dr.  Olark)  has  alluded,  it  ia 
time  Bometbing  was  done  in  tbia 
House  to  preTSDt  the  recnrrence  of 
■oaedslB  of  to  disgraceful  a  character. 

*SiR  W.  BARTXELOr  (Susse*. 
N.VV.):  No  one  who  has  read  tbe 
papers  or  it  ho  has  known  an;  thing  about 
Sonth  Africa  during  tbe  last  year  or  tn-o 
oan  feel  that  the  QuvernmoDt  bas  taVen 
up  as  strong  a  position  in  regard  to  tliat 
part  of  tbe  world  as  we  have  a  right  to 
expect.  If  we  are  to  bold  these  terri- 
tories, man;  of  which  I  believe  to  be 
all  important  to  this  eountrj,  we  must 
know  precisely  on  what  terms  ihe;  are 
to  be  held.  Our  High  Oommissioner 
onght  to  be  a  Com  mission  or  over  all  our 
interests  in  South  Africa,  and  should  not 
be  mixed  up  with  any  particular  Colonj, 
How  uaa  a  man  who  is  Governor  of  the 
Oape  Colon;  do  justice  to  the  great 
imperial  interests  we  bare  in  South 
Afriott  ? 

TubCEIAIRMAX:  Thebon.  Gentle- 
maa  is  entering  into  too  large  a  subject. 
Tbe  Question  must  be  restricted  to  tbe 
missions. 

*8iE  W.  BAETTELOT:  Of  course. 
Sir,  I  obey  your  ruling,  though  I 
would  point  out  that  at  the  bead  of 
these  Estimates  appear  the  words : 
"  High  GommiiMioner,  traTelUng." 
Well,   I   may    say  I    look  on    these 

Iuestioos  of  Swaziland  and  Delagoa 
lay  as  being  of  the  greatest  import- 
ance to  ibis  country.  We  might  have 
bad  Delagoa  Bay,  which  would  bare 
formed  an  admirable  counecting 
link  between  Natal  and  Swaziland, 
und  in  my  judgment  we  ought 
not  to  have  left  a  stone  unturned 
till  we  had  obtained  Delagoa  Bay.  I 
know  tbe  views  and  opinions  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  ;  I  do 
not  think  his  policy  would  be  in  unison 
with  t)ie  f  olicy  which  he  has  expressed 
to-night.  My  belief  is  that  if  he  was  in 
charge  of  the  Colonial  Oiboe  he  would 
adopt  such  a  policy  that  we  should  bold 
our  own  in  South  Africa,  and  I  hope  be 
will  be  able  to  ezpres!i  an  opinion  more 
in  oonsonanoe  with  tbe  views  held  in 
this  oouDtry  than  he  has  done  up  to  tb( 
present. 

•B'a<»i  H.  DB  WORMS:  Tbe  hon. 
Uember  for  Northampton  (Ur.  Brad- 
laugh)  and  another  bon.  Member  said 
they  could  not  understand  why, 
had  nothing  to  do  with  Swaziland,  wc 
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sbpuld  be  callsd  upon  to  pay  £250  for  a 
mission  there.  The  explanation  it  very 
simple.  The  Gonrention  of  London  of 
18S4  provided  that  the  indepen- 
dence of  Swaziland  within  the 
boundary  line  should  be  fully 
recognized.  Tbe  mission  of  Cotooel 
Martin  is  simply  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  out  the  provistODS  of  that  treaty 
by  arranging  with  the  Portugese  Com- 
missioner that  tbe  limits  there  laid  donn 
should  be  strictly  observed.  As  to  tbe 
hon.  Member  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark), 
bis  arguments  were  extremely  ingenious. 
Tbe  hoD.  Member  was  very  indignaDt 
that  we  should  do  nothing  in  Swaziland, 
and  went  on  to  ssy  that  if  we  did  any- 
thing we  should  be  violating  the  Con- 
vention of  1884.  But  he  blamed  the 
Qovernment  all  the  same.  Therefore, 
we  are  blamed  for  not  doiog  that  which 
he  considera  we  could  not  by  any 
possibility  do.  Having  told  us  thnt  wa 
ought  to  do  it,  and  having  satisfi el  Mm- 
self  that  by  tbe  Treaty  of  lH8t  we  amid 
not  do  it,  he  then  most  ingeniously  sug- 
gests that  we  should  allow  Swaziland  to 
pass  into  tbe  hands  of  the  Transvaal 
Republic.  Now,  Sir,  tbe  bon.  Member 
is  a  very  able  advocate  of  the  intero&ta 
of  the  Transvaal  Republic,  and  I  can- 
not always  in  my  own  mind 
divide  the  hon.  Member  for  Caitbnesa 
from  the  Consul -General  of  the  Boer 
Republic.  It  is  somewhat  difficult  for 
me  to  do  so  on  an  occasion  of  this  kind, 
when  I  fiod  that  under  guise  of  an  attack 
upnn  the  Government  he  suggests  that 
we  should  be  parties  to  assisting  the 
Transvaal  to  take  SwSEiland,  notwitil- 
staoding  tbe  Convention  of  1884.  If 
hie  argument  means  anything  it  means 
that.  Well,  Sir,  I  say  that  Her  Uajesty't 
Goternment  will  enter  into  no'  such 
arrangement.  My  bon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sussex  (Sir.  W.  Barttclot) 
Slid  he  hoped  we  would  pursue  a  firm 
and  just  policy  in  South  Africa.  It  is 
because  we  feel  it  necessary  to  have 
ajust  and  firm  policy  that  we  conceive 
our  first  duty  to  oe  not  to  violate  inter- 
national Conventions,  but  to  respect  them 
to  the  utmost.  If  the  course  of  events 
should  render  it  necessary  either  for  the 
protection  of  tbe  natives  or  for  the 
security  of  British  interests  generally  to 
modify  those  Conventions,  Her  Majesty's 
Govern  meat  will  not  shrink  from  the  re- 
sponsibility of  BO  doing.  But  between 
modifying  them  and  breaking  them,  as 
E  3 
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waa  anggsstad  b;  the  hon.  Member  fsr 
Oaitbneaa,  there  ia  a  Tut:  and  important 
difference.  The  hoD.  Uember  for  Nor- 
thampton (Hr  Bradlaugh)  asked  me  a 
question  with  rejfard  to  the  miasion  to 
Tongaland.  That  miasion  waa  under- 
taken by  Colonel  Martin  for  the  purpose 
of  cementing  the  friendly  relations  waicb 
exist  between  ua  and  the  Qneen  of 
Ton(;aland.  I  hope  now  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber fox  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G.  Campbell)  will 
withdraw  bis  Motion. 

Da.  OLABE  (Oaithnsas) :  Of  courae, 
we  hare  got  the  oanal  reply  from  the 
Treaaury  Dench.  It  ia  the  old  atory. 
The  Ooremment  have  nothing  to  aay  ai 
far  aa  the  facts  or  arguments  are  con- 
cerned ;  but  they  always  talk  about  the 
Member  for  Caithness  being  Consul 
Genera]  for  the  Boer  Republic,  and  they 
also  give  me  the  credit  of  being  the 
author  of  the  policy  recommended  to 
them  by  Her  Majesty's  High  Commis- 
eionerand  which  they  published  a  couple 
of  years  ago.  AU  I  say  is  that  you 
should  either  carry  out  the  advice  of 
Her  Majesty's  Commissioner  or  take 
Swaziland  yourself.  It  is  aaid  that  by 
the  Oonvention  of  1884  our  hands  and 
the  hands  of  the  Transvaal  are  tied; 
but  it  ia  perfectly  well-known  that  the 
Transvaal  is  quite  willing  that  the 
Treaty  should  be  modiGed,  because  the 
conditions  are  changed.  The  Treaty 
was  made  at  a  time  when  there  were 
very  few  white  men  there.  Now  there 
are  many  white  men,  and  the  land 
chiefly  belongs  to  white  men. 

Mb.  CONWAY  (Leitrim.  N.) :  .The 
right  hon.  Qentlaman  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  has  not  seen  fit  to 
give  the  House  any  assurance  whatever 
with  regard  to  protection  being  afforded 
to  Indian  traders  in  connection  with 
exploiters  from  Natal.  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  will  not  enconrage 
people  from  Natal  in  using  these  Indians 
as  hewers  of  wood  and  drawers  of  water, 
aa  remarked  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Sir  0.  Campbell). 

•8ia  G.  BADEN-POWELL:  I  think 
we  ought  to  aupport  this  Tote,  in  order 
to  enable  Her  Majeaty's  Government  to 
carry  out  their  exiating  policy.  Those 
who  oppoaa  the  Tote  oppose  a  consistent 
policy  in  South  Africa. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayea  64; 
Noes  166.— (Div.  LiatjNo.  24) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 
Sanm  H.  Ih  Wmnt 


THE  ADMINI8TBATI0N  OF  BECHU- 

AN ALAND. 
*8iR  G.  CAMPBELL:  The  next  re- 
duction I  have  to  submit  to  the 
Committee  baa  relation  to  a  larger 
question — the  grant  of  £28,000  in  aid 
of  the  administration  in  BechnanalaDd.  - 
The  first  oomplaint  I  have  to  make  ia 
that  such  a  very  lai^e  question  should 
be  shoved  through  Committee  at  the 
tail  end  of  a  Supplementary  Tote,  and 
that  it  haa  not  been  submitted  to  us  at 
a  proper  time.  The  Tote  really  raisea 
the  whole  question  whether  Her 
Majesty'a  Government  ought  to  under- 
take on  the  part  of,  and  at  the  expense 
of,  the  people  of  thia  country,  the  ad- 
miniatration  of  a  vaat  territory  in  Central 
Africa  running  np  to  the  Zambesi.  I  do 
not  even  know  that  the  Government  pur- 
pose to  stop  at  the  Zambeai.  I  believe 
they  purpose  to  claim  navigation  np  to 
the  district  where  the  Militant  Mission- 
aries are  now  carrying  on  operationa  on 
Lake  Nyasaa,  seeking  to  extend  their  in- 
fluence over  the  series  of  great  lakes  in 
Central  Africa.  Whether  we  look  at 
the  ulterior  prospect  or  the  present 
extent  of  territory,  the  question  is  a 
large  one  indeed,  and  it  comes  before  us 
for  the  first  time  in  the  form  of  a 
challenge  to  a  Tote  in  Supply.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  taunted 
ua  the  other  day  with  wasting  upon  such 
small  items  as  the  allowances  of  game- 
keepers in  Windsor  Park  the  time 
we  might  devote  to  the  elucidation  of 
great  Colonial  questions;  but  I  think 
the  fault  lies  with  the  Qovernment  and 
their  arracgement  of  theae  Totes,  puttitag 
those  that  raise  important  queatiooa  of 
Colonial  policy  last.  Last  Session,  too, 
the  time  of  private  Members  was  appro- 
priated, and  we  had  to  find  such  oppor- 
tunities aa  we  could  in  Supply,  and,  in 
ooneequenoe,  important  votes  were 
rushed  through  in  one  sitting.  An 
attempt  was  made  in  a  manner  I 
will  not  deaoribe,  to  rush  the  Supple- 
mentary Tote  through  after  midnight. 
We  defeated  that  intention,  and  now 
we  have  to  decide  upon  this  Tote, 
and  give  a  decision  on  the  policy 
of  the  Government,  or  rather,  I 
ahonld  say,  the  want  of  policy,  that 
has  allowed  ua  to  drift  aa  we  did  in  re- 
lation to  Swaailand,  and  as  we  now 
appear  to  be  drifting  in  relation  to  thia 
great  territory  between    Gape   Colony 
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and  the  Zambaai.  This  great  territory 
VM  in  the  first  instance  taken,  aa  the 
Oolenial  Secretary  told  a  Depatation,  on 
the  understanding  that  Oape  Oolony 
would  take  it,  and  the  noble  Lord  went 
on  tosaj — "I  will  not  pledge  myself 
that  it  inll  not  be  offered  to  Cape  Uolony 
again."  This  is  aa  illustration  of  our 
indefinite  Colonial  policy.  This  Vote, 
remember,  does  not  represent  the  whole 
expenditure.  The  Oolonial  Seoretary 
waa  frank  in  fais  declaration  to  the 
deputation.    He  said- 

"  I  hope  jDa  will  lupport  thois  Ifenber*  of 
ParliMnent  who  will  be  praparMl  to  vote 
T«r;  Ikrg«  iDoraHa  that  miut  appear  in  tl 
■ami  upon  th«  Eitim>t««  for  th«  Colon/." 
I  am  afraid  Members  do  not  realize  the 
euormo us  burden  we  are  laying  on  the 
country  by  this  Vote  to-night.  We 
iMsaaVote  for  £28,000  for  Police  in 
Bechuanaland,  and  tliat  for  only  a  por- 
tion of  the  year.  I  understand  that  the 
whole  year  will  not  be  leaa  than  £66,DD0 ; 
and  with  the  indication  f)f  further  ex- 
penditure thrown  out  by  the  Colonial 
Secretary,  hundreds  of  thouianda  of 
expenditure  will  result  from  our  ao- 
oepting  the  poaition  in  which  we  find 
ouraelres  placed.  I  hope  the  Under 
Secretary  will,  at  all  events,  explain 
what  the  expenditure  of  the  year  will 
be,  and  tell  us  how  far  the  extension  of 
tenritory  is  to  go.  I  maintain  we  are 
not  justified  in  passing  these  Votes  and 
nmply  allowing  the  Qoremment  to 
drift  with  the  course  of  erents,  while 
still  'the  British  taxpayer  has 
heaTier  burdens  put  upon  him.  If 
this  great  burden  must  be  imposed, 
why  should  the  OoTemment  endeavour 
to  smogoile  the  Vote  through  at  the  fag 
end  of  the  fioanoial  year ;  why  do  they 
not  boldly  and  frankly  oome  forward, 
explain  their  policy  and  invite  the 
decision  of  the  House  ?  Hitherto  the 
Oorernment  have  drifted  in  theee  South 
African  traosaotions  into  taking  more 
territory,  without  any  definite  idm  what 
to  do  with  it,  and  the  result  has  been  a 
oontinnouely  inoreasing  strata  on  the 
resources  of  the  mother  country.  The 
Oovemment  have  taken  territory  they 
had  mtuh  better  have  left  alone.  I 
oannot  understand  why  they  should 
annex  these  vast  territoriee  in  Central 
Africa.  It  is  no  advantage  to  our  aelf- 
goveraing  colonies  to  have  their  atten- 


If  we  take  over  these  tenitories  we 
should  face  the  administrative  aa  well  as 
the  financial  questioo.  In  the  Beohua- 
naland  territory  we  have  no  icoeis  to 
the  sea,  we  have  the  Oermana  on  one  aide 
the  Portugese  or  another,  and  an  inde- 
pendent coloDy  or  another.  We  are  at 
the  mercy  of  Cape  Colony  in  regard  to 
roads  snd  railway  for  commnnioatiott. 
If  we  do  take  over  the  territory  we  are 
bound  to  protect  the  Natives  and  not 
make  adminiatrBtion  a  cover  for  scan- 
dalous concessions  to  speculatois.  We 
are  bound  to  prevent  the  land  and  min- 
erals of  the  country  being  disposed  of 
to  land  jobbers  and  concession  mongers. 
What  id  the  distinction  I  would  ask  in 
these  matters,  between  British  Colonies, 
or  British  Protectorate  and  British  in- 
fiuence?  If  British  influence  beeomes 
a  British  Protectorate  aod  perhaps  an- 
nexation follows  then  the  British  people 
are  deprived  of  their  rights  through 
this  system  of  concessions.  What  is 
the  meaning  of  these  great  oonoestioas 
made  by  La  Bengula  to  Mr.  Bndd? 
What  is  the  political  reason  why  Sir 
Hercules  Bobinson  approved  of  themF 
The  .reeuli  is  that  with  concessione 
here  and  coeceseions  there  the  whole 
oonntry  is  a  prey  to  concession  mongers. 
I  want  some  explanation  aa  to  the 
political  reasouB  -why  it  is  deairable  to 
encourage  this  annexation,  and  in  order 
to  elicit  some  opinion  as  to  whether  or 
not  it  is  right  that  we  should  aauotiou 
these  proceedings,  I  move  to  reduce  the 
Vote  by  £20,000. 
Motion  made,  and  Queatioa  proposed, 
"Thil  It«m  B,  Qnnt  in  Aid  of  Brittih 
fioahuaoftUnd,  be  rsduced  by  £20,OUO.''— (^ir 
Otarg*  CampMt.i 

*UB.BAnMANN(Peokham):  Though 
this  is  only  a  supplementary  Eati< 
mate,  and  though  the  sum  the 
Oovemment  ask  for  is  a  very  enull 
one,  I  think  the  discussion  is  of  great 
importance,  from  the  fact  that  I  under- 
ataud  the  High  Gommisuoner  is  shortJv 
coming  home,  and  that  a  new  High 
Commissioner  Qovemor  of  Cape  Colon; 
will  be  sent  out.  I  think  that  nefore  we 
vote  another  shilling  to  he  spent  in  ■ 
Bechuanaland  we  are  entitled  to  ask  the 
Oovemment  three  questions,  and  we  are 
entitled  to  get  plain  answers  to  these 
three  questions.  We  are  entitled,  I 
think,  to  ask,  in  the  first  place,  do  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  intend  to  extend 
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Iho  Britiah  Protectorate  ia  Bechuaaa- 
land  northward  to  Uatabelaod  and 
Samaland?  The  seoond  queation  I 
think  we  are  entitled  to  put  is,  doea  the 
OoIoDial  Secrotar;  iotead  to  hand 
Bechuanalaiid  over  to  Cape  Colony ; 
and,  thirdly,  I  wish  to  knoir  whether 
the  Colonia]  Secretary  iotcnds  to  con- 
tinue the  present  absurd  and  mis- 
chievous comttioatton  of  the  tiro 
offices  of  High'  CommiMioner  and 
Oovemor  of  Cape  Colony?  In  con- 
nection nitb  the  first  question  as 
to  the  extension  of  the  Protectorate, 
I  think  we  have  seen  the  disastroua 
effects  ol  that  shadowy  abstraction  which 
nobody  knows  the  meaning  of,  "the 
sphere  of  British  influence,"  in  the 
concesaion  made  by  a  native  chief  to 
Mr.  Rudd,  by  whioU  mining  rights 
have  been  given  over  a  vast  tract  of 
territory  to  the  sum  of  £l,200  a  year, 
and  with  regard  to  which  tile  Secretary 
to  the  Colonies  tells  us  the  Colonial 
Office  has  no  right  to  interfere.  What 
is  the  meaning  of  this  sphere  of  British 
influence,  and  bow  comes  it  that  in  ISsH 
an  Englishman  applied  for  a  similar 
concession  and  was  snnbbed  by  the 
High  Commissioner,  and  was  told  that 
no  such  grant  could  be  given  without 
the  saaotton  of  the  High  Commiaaiouer, 
and  now,  nearly  a  year  afterwards, 
Mr.  Rudd,  an  Africander,  the  partner 
o{  Rhodes,  has  obtained  that  concession 
without  difficulty  and  with  the  sanction 
of  the  High  Commissioner  f  It  is  a 
singular  circumstance  in  this  connection 
that  Mr.  Rhodes,  Mr.  Budd'a  partner, 
a  ahort  time  ago  appeared  at  a  meeting 
of  the  I>e  Beers  Mining  Company  hold- 
ing the  proxy  of  Sir  Hercules  Babinaoo, 
the  High  Commissioner  himself.  I  «ill 
not  dwell  upon  the  influences  brought 
to  bear  upon  the  High  Commissioner  at 
the  Cape ;  but  ctrtainly,  under  the 
oircumetauces,  it  does  not  appear  to  me 
a  very  dignified  position  for  the  High 
Commissioner  and  Oovernorof  the  Cape 
to  occupy.  We  can  trace  from  be- 
ginning to  end  in  the  record  of  the 
opinions  of  Sir  Hercules  Robinson  the 
sinister  influence  of  Cape  politios.  The 
seoond  question  we  ought  to  have 
answered  is  this:  Is  Bechuanaland  to 
be  banded  over  to  Onpe  Colony  or  is  it 
not?  Bydeputationsandbyquestions  in 
this  House  nothingcan  begot  out  uf  Lord 
Knutaford,except  that  it  ia  not  the  present 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment 


to  hand  Bethn  an  aland  over  to  the 
Cape.  We  want  to  know  not  only  the 
present,  but  the  ultimate,  intention  of 
Her  Uajeaty's  Oovemment,  for  already 
£1,250,000  has  been  spent  npon  Bechn- 
ana!and  to  which  Cape  Colony  has  not 
contributed  one  sixpence,  and  before  we 
vote  any  more  money  in  this  direction 
we  are  entitled,  I  think,  to  an  explicit 
avowal  from  the  Colonial  Office  as  to 
leir  intentions.  After  the  disgraoefttl 
story  of  Basutoland,  I  for  one  protest 
against  Bechuanaland  being  handed 
over  to  Cape  Colony  seeing  that  by  a 
lavish  expenditure  of  British  sovereigns 
and  British  troops  we  have  rescued 
the  country  airainst  anarchy.  The  key- 
note of  Lord  Knutriford'e  Colonial  polioy 
is  a  feverish  anxiety,  if  not  a  fixed 
resolve,  to  escape  responsibiiiiy  at  aU 
costs;  and  it  is  that  policy  which  has 
brought  about  the  Zulu  waie,  the  Boer 
war,  the  Bechuanaland  expedition,  and 
the  Basutoland  fiasco.  Then,  as  to  the 
third  question,  is  the  Colonial  Secretary 
going  to  continue  the  present  junction 
of  the  High  CommisBioner  and  the 
Governor  of  Cape  Colony?  That  junc- 
tion has  proved  mnst  disastrcns  to 
Bi^cbuanaland.  In  I8B4  Sir  Thomas 
Scanlen,  then  Prime  Minister,  was  in 
favour  of  the  Cape  contributing  to 
ooet  of  Bechuanaland,  but  ha  was 
driven  out  of  office;  and  Mr.  Upping- 
ton,  who  acceded  to  power,  proposed 
that  England  should  pay  the  cost  and 
Cape  Colony  should  administer  the  Pro- 
tectorate, and  now  SirHercules  Robinson 
grows  bolder  still  and  advocates  the  an- 
nexation of  Bechuanaland  to  the  Cape. 
The  faot  is,  it  is  quite  impossible  for  one 
man  to  serve  two  masters — namely,  the 
Cape  Parliament,  with  an  occasional 
Dutch  majority,  avowedly  hostile  to  and 

i'salous  of  British  influence,  and  the 
mperial  Qovemment  at  home.  Yon 
might  as  well  expect  the  Qovernor  of 
Uuebeo  to  act  as  Viceroy  of  Canada. 
The  whole  thing  reminds  me  of  nothing 
more  than  a  servant  in  one  of  Uoliire'a 
plays,  who  did  tbe  double  duty  of  coach- 
man and  gardener,  and  who  requested  - 
his  master,  when  he  had  anything  to 
say  about  the  stable,  to  speak  in  nis 
right  ear,  and  when  he  had 
anything  to  say  about  the  gar- 
den to  speak  in  his  left  ear. 
The  junction  of  these  two  ufficea  is 
anomalous  and  mischievous  in  its  re- 
sults.     The  ultimate   qnestion    wbith 
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Wfl  h&Te  to  face  in  South  Africa  is 
irhether  the  EDglish  or  the  Dutch  are  to 
be  masters.  Of  course,  the  Gape  Oo- 
Temment  are  in  favour  of  maintainiug 
the  present  junction  of  the  tvo  offices, 
because  it  places  the  key  of  the  situation 
in  their  hands  and  makes  them  masters 
of  Che  destinies  of  South  Africa.  I  am 
certain  <^  this  that  if  the  Colonial  Seo- 
retarj  continnes  to  allow  his  Imperial 
policy  to  be  dictated  by  the  Dutch 
majority  of  the  Cape  Parliament,  we 
shall  have  a  civil  war  npon  as  before  we 
know  where  we  were.  Young  English- 
men who  are  flockini;  into  South  Africa 
vill  not  submit  to  have  thoir  destinies 
controlled  and  to  be  tyrannized  ore^  by 
a  Dutch  majority  in  the  Cape  Parlia- 
ment. 

Dr.  CLARE  (Caithness) :  I  think  I 
may  ask  to  be  allowed  lo  draw  (' 
attention  of  the  Committee  back  agL._ 
to  the  Tote  before  the  House,  that  is 
£36,000  for  extra  police  in  Bechnana- 
land.  As  far  as  Bechuanaland  is  con- 
cerned the  Oovemment  seem  to  have 
«  policy,  and  it  is  a  policy  of  police. 
The  hon.  Uember  who  has  just  sat  down 
advocated  a  policy  on  the  part  of  Her 
ICajesty's  Oovemment  which  I  should 
be  very  glad  to  support  if  I  thought  that 
in  the  future  the  South  African  States 
and  territory  would  be  governed  on 
principles  of  common  sense,  but  as  I 
find  that  onr  Crown  Colonies  now 
are  governed  on  principles  entirely 
different  from  that,  I  am  not 
in  B  position  to  support  the  proposal  that 
will  be  made  by-and-bye,  and  I  think  I 
will  say  someUiing  on  the  other  side. 
But  I  want  to  tell  you  what  you  are 
voting  the  money  for  and  why  you  are 
d(nng  it.  I  have  here  from  Her  Ma- 
jealy'a  Oovemmeots  omething  in  defence 
of  this  policy.  Since  we  occupied  Bechu- 
analand the  population,  white  and 
black,  has  become  reduced,  the  revenue 
is  not  increasing,  the  country  is  not  pro- 
gressing in  aoy  sen  seof  the  term,  and  that 
IS  because  the  Qovemmeut  have  only  one 
policy — a  policy  of  police — and  the  one 
thing  that  is  preventing  the  develop- 
ment of  British  Bechuanaland  and  makes 
it  the  laughing  stock  of  the  whole  of 
South  Africa  is  this  policy  of  police.  I 
■faoqld  like  to  bring  before  the  House 
aome  figures  with  reference  to  this 
Orown  Colony.  In  18B6  the  revenue 
«as£S,700  and  the  expediture  £110,000, 
•fwbich  £a4,3S3  was  epenton  the  police. 
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,  In  1887  the  eetimated  revenue  was 
£16,000,  but  alas!  there  was  a  decrea- 
sing population,  acd  the  revenue  fell  to 
£9,690;  and  the  expenditure  was 
£105,650,  of  which  £79,000  was  pent 
on  the  police.  Last  year  the  estimated 
revenue  was  to  be  £13,000.  but  dnring 
the  first  live  months  only  £3.163  came, 
and  under  pressure  the  outlay  on  the 
policewaetober«ducedto£59,91J9.  This 
round  £60,000  has  been  spent  and 
now  £30,000  more  is  asked  for. 
I  want  to  ask  theOovernment  what  they 
want  the  police  for  ?  They  have  a  large 
armed  police  force  in  Bechuanaland, 
like  the  Irish  Constabulary,  and,  as  a 
military  force,  it  can  only  affect  two 
powers,  either  the  Boers  in  the  Trans- 
vaal Republic  or  the  Matabeles.  Well, 
your  police  force  to  deal  with  the  Trans- 
vaal Bepublio  would  be  utterly  useless 
— you  would  require  an  army— and  if 
you  are  going  to  keep  this  as  a  Crown 
Colony,  and  desire  to  keep  it  secure  from 
Aggression,  I  would  strongly  urge  upon 
the  Qovernment  the  desirability  of 
having  a  much  stronger  force  than  these 
police  to  deal  with  the  UaUbelea.  Well, 
if  a  military  force  is  required  in 
Bechuanaland,  will  the  Oovemment  tell 
me  why,  when  tbey  can  get  men  at  a 
shilling  a  day  to  s«rve  them,  they  should 
prefer  to  pay  six  shillings  in  South 
Africa?  Bechuanaland,  so  far  as  climate 
is  concerned,  is  one  of  the  finest 
countries  in  the  world.  It  would 
be  a  splendid  place  to  send  your  young 
soldiers  to  for,  say,  twelve  months,  oa 
the  way  out  to  India.  It  would 
thoroughly  set  them  up  and  fit  them  tot 
their  duties  in  India,  and  then,  again, 
if  your  men,  ooming  back  from  India 
could  remaiu  a  couple  of  years  or  so 
in  Bechuanaland,  it  would  thoroughly 
refresh  them  after  the  fatigues  of  India, 
and  the  climate,  being  a  medium  one, 
would  fit  them  in  some  degree  for 
facing  the  climate  of  a  cold  country 
like  ours.  The  country  is  itoia 
four  to  six  thousand  feet  above 
the  level  of  the  sea,  and  in  the  summer 
time  you  have  there  a  splendid  rain  and 
a  cool  wind— what  you  may  call  a 
champaign  air.  I  maintain,  therefore, 
that  instead  of  paying  police  6s.  a  day 
we  might  very  advantageously  employ 
our  Indian  troops  here  at  a  ts.  a  day. 
I  contend  that  Bechuanaland  is  as  much 
a  part  of  the  British  Empire  as  the  Isle 
ot  Wight,  and  that  if  it  is  aggreaeiour 
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you  fear  you  could  prevent  it  mor« 
affeotually  by  Imperial  troops.  If  you 
keep  men  in  Bechu  an  aland  for  warlike 
purposes  you  want  an  army.  All  the 
moaey  thrown  away  in  this  country  is 
spent  upon  the  police.  There  was  a 
eobool  for  white  children,  and  land  was 
given  to  support  it;  but  the  school 
c«ased  to  exist  because  the  Oovemiaent 
took  the  land  away,  and  the  condition  of 
things  now  in  thig  big  British  Colony  is 
this,  that  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  it  there  is  not  a  singte  school 
for  white  children.  Sir  Sidney  Sheppard 
begs  and  prays  you  to  give  him  a 
school,  hut  you  will  not  give  him  that — 
yon  give  him  200  more  police  at  a  cost 
of  £28,000.  On  page  5  of  the  last 
Blue  Book  issued,  tiir  Sidney  Sheppard 
urges  you  to  give  favourable  oonsidera- 
tlon  to  the  prapoaal  for  making  some 
expenditure  on  education.  Again,  your 
sanitary  arrangements  are  as  bad  as 
they  oau  be.  In  the  ospital  of  the 
country  your  prisoners  in  gaol  are 
dying  of  gaol  lever,  and  yet  we  learn 
that  the  only  medical  man  in  the  oountty 
is  a  hundred  miles  from  the  capital. 
What  is  the  charaater  of  the 
poliw  force  in  Bechuanaland,  and 
what  is  it  used  for?  I  have  been 
asked  to  bring  this  matter  before  the 
House  by  the  Hev.  Mr.  Brown,  the  suc- 
oesFor  of  Dr.  Moffatt,  in  the  Euru 
country.  In  a  letter  he  has  sent  me,  the 
whole  of  which  I  cannot  read,  as  I  do 
not  wish  to  make  the  House  blush,  he 
says: 

"  Wben  I  tbink  of  the  Britiih  taipajer 
having  to  pay  s  large  anm  of  voiiey  every  ;««r 
to  keep  up  Bwhunnal&nd,  I  am  IhoroagUf 
dltgnited,  and  it  yon  were  here  your  blood 
woold  boil  with  iDdigiiatioD,  ai  mine  does." 
He  goes  on  to  say  that  crimes  are  com- 
mitted by  the  magistrates,  but  as  those 
persons  would  have  no  opportunity  of 
replying  here,  I  wilt  not  read  what  he 
says.  He  declares  that  the  only  work 
the  men  of  the  police  force  seem  to  do  is 
that  of  seducing  the  native  women,  and 
leaving  behind  them  numbers  of  half- 
caste  children.  He  says  that  two  blots 
etain  the  country,  namely,  drunkenness 
and  fomioatian,  and  he  declares  that  to 
bis  mind  this  is  a  shameful  waste  of 
British  moaey.  He  aays  that  the  Chief 
ofPolioedoesnothingthatheknowBofbut 
hant,anduBualIytakesBn  escort  of  police 
with  him  to  beat  ths  Lushes,  and  that  as 
A  Qonse^uenoe  the  men  go  by  the  aame 
I>r,  aark 
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of  Oarrington'e  rangers.  The  men  boast 
of  being  able  to  procure  as  many  native 
girls  as  they  please  for  brandy.  Now, 
I  myself  am  prepared  to  say  that  to  a 
certain  extent  there  is  so  me  truth 
in  these  statements.  I  bava  heard 
complaints  from  Montsoia  similar  to 
those  msde  by  the  Rev.  Mr.  Brown.  I 
maintain  that  if  you  spent  the  money 
you  are  squandering  on  the  police  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  educational  facili- 
ties in  the  Colony  and  of  making  a  land 
survey,  and  would  make  provision  for 
bringing  emigrants  into  the  country  ia> 
stead  of  carrying  out  those  bogus 
schemes  which  we  saw  laatyear,  where 
we  saw  people  taken  out  to  places  where 
six  or  eight  months  in  the  year  there  is 
DO  water,  yua  would  be  doing  praise' 
worthy  work.  I  would  ask  the  Govern- 
ment what  they  intend  to  do  with  r^g^axd 
to  Bechuanaland  as  a  whole.  There  are 
h?e  tribes  between  the  Matabele  River 
and  our  colony.  We  take  in  two-and-a- 
half  of  the  tribes,  and  another  tribe  ia 
north  of  our  Protectorate,  but  that  por- 
tion of  the  territory  is  practically  worth- 
less, the  wood  haviLg  been  cut  down. 
That  poitiua  which  is  under  our  Froteoc 
torate  ii  rtally  the  £nebt  country  in 
South  Africa.  Itia  a  land  where  jou  can 
have  splendid  farms  and  good  colonlea, 
and  not  occupied  by  any  game.  There 
are  very  few  nativen  in  the  whole  terri- 
tory—not  dO.OOO,  I  believe.  This  is  the 
place  wbere  concessions  are  being  given, 
and  where  yuu  have  the  same  thing 
being  tarried  out  in  our  British  territory 
that  you  had  io  Swaziland.  I  will  teU 
you  how  the  rights  of  the  natives  have 
been  protected.  In  the  last  Heport  of 
Sir  8.  SLeppsrd,  we  are  told  that  a 
question  arose  between  a  native  chief, 
Kama  Seohele,  and  certain  Commis- 
sioners, and  that  it   had  been  referred 

an  assistant  CommiBsiuner  to  report. 
Then  the  Report  says— 

A  form   of   mineral  conoenion    hai  beta 


that  in  future  it  be  recommended  for  adoption 
in  sU  oases." 

After  Sir  8.  Sheppard  left,  Mr.  Woolatt* 
his  surveyor,  remained  behind,  and  go' 
the  concession  from  the  Chief  withou* 
the  missionaries  knowing  anything  a* 
all  about  it,  and  without  the  Counoi' 
knowing  anything  at  all  about  it.  Tha 
luau  drinks  and  is  in  his  dotage,  and, 
without  his  eon  knowing  anything  of  it. 
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"Uj.  Woolatt  ^t  this  oonoeMiou  from 
him.  Ur.  Wifliams,  m  mia8ionu7,  told 
me  the  whole  of  the  particulars  18 
montba  &ffO,  B7  this  ooncesaion,  this 
man  Woolatt  gets  -100  square  miles, 
and  all  the  wood  and  water,  for  £400  a- 
year,  and  there  is  no  limitation  of  time. 
I  hare  seen  woods  sold  for  £20  where 
£40,000  worth  of  wood  coold  be  taken 
oat,  not  to  speak  of  the  mineral  rights. 
But  here  is  the  400  square  miles  granted 
to  an  individual  under  the  British 
Qoremmeat.  The  same  thing  has 
ocoarred  to  old  Sechele,  but  the  son  of 
Sechele  aajs  he  does  not  intend  to  cany 
the  transaction  out.  And  jou  will  have 
considerable  difficult;  whenever  these 
men  come  to  attack  these  oonoessions, 
because  the  chiefs  and  the  head  men  are 
opposed  to  them.  That  is  how  jou 
have  been  guardiog  the  interests  of 
individuals  in  the  Protectorate.  As  for 
the  C<)lon;  itself,  well,  go  there,  and  vou 
will  find  nothing  but  complaints.  The 
unfortunate  Uontsoia  had  been  put  into 
territory  not  sufficient  for  his  people, 
and  the  head  chief,  or  the  king,  was  tell- 
ing me  when  I  was  up  there,  18  months 
ago,  that  he  had  only  water  for  his 
oattle  once  in  three  days ;  that  all  of 
his  beat  lands  were  taken  away 
from  him ;  and  now  they  have  granted 
locations  to  bubble  companies  who 
write  misleading  statements,  and  gull 
the  BritiBh  publlo  to  buy  the  land  taken 
from  those  native  ohiefs.  I  frankly 
admit  that,  as  far  as  some  of  the  farms 
were  concerned,  you  could  not  help 
this ;  but  there  were  other  portions  of 
the  territory  that  might  have  been 
made  native  settlements,  and  you  could 
have  bought  out  some  of  thiMe  farms 
fbr  £3,000  or  £4,000— here  is  one 
that  has  been  got  for  £400 ;  but,  in- 
stead of  that,  you  spend  £28,000  over 
this  absolutely  useless  and  pernicious 
police.  I  want  to  know,  again,  having 
called  the  attention  of  the  Colonial 
Secretary  to  it  before,  why,  when  gold 
was  discovered  in  the  land  of  Uoatsoia, 
you  did  not  give  him  the  same  rights 
as  are  grauted  toother  farmers!'  His 
son-in-law,  who  is  in  the  Transvaal,  got 
£700  a  year  for  prospecting,  and  yon 
give  to  every  man  in  Ueohuanaland  on 
whose  farm  gold  is  discovered  the  right 
to  peg  out  20  claims.  When  Hontaoia 
wanted  to  peg  out  20  claims,  the  Crown 
said,  "No;  this  isOrowa  land."  And 
this  is  how  the  British  Qovemment  pro- 
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tects  the  nativee !  Queations  have  been 
raised  as  to  the  future.  I  frankly  say 
that,  if  you  want  to  have  a  direct 
British  policy  in  South  African,  then  yon 
must  have  somebody  to  carry  out  that 
policy.  If  you  intend  to  keep  Bechuano- 
land  as  a  Crown  Colony,  do  not  throw 
away  £80,000  on  useless  police.  Send  a 
body  of  soldiers  there,  and  keep  th» 
peace  with  a  dozen  Europeans  and  a 
hundred  natives  ;  and  it  you  only  spend 
proportionately  as  much  as  the  States 
round  about  you  are  spending  on  educa- 
tion, you  will  find  that  you  will 
spend  almost  as  much  as  you  are 
now  paying  for  police.  But,  if 
the  present  sjrstem  is  to  continn^ 
then  iho  best  tung  would  be  to  hand 
the  territory  over  to  the  Cape  Colony. 
The  first  thing  that  ite  ought  to  do 
would  be  to  annex  the  whole -of  Bechu- 
analand.  You  are  asking  eettlers  out 
there  because  you  have  decent  lands  to 
give  them  where  they  can  live  comfort- 
ably. I  think  the  sooner  the  Protecto- 
rate is  abolished  the  better ;  and  th» 
whole  of  these  people  would,  I  know,  at 
once  come  under  the  Colony.  I  daresay 
that  Sechele  and  UonteoiawouldstandoD 
their  rights.  Seven-eighths  of  the  tribea 
would  be  very  glad  to  come  under  our 
control.  Then  beyond  there  is  a  portion 
of  territory  which  I  do  not  know  whethes 
it  would  be  wise  at  the  present  time  to 
take  in.  Probably  it  would  be  better  to 
take  it  than  merely  have  a  Proteotorats 
over  it.  I  think  you  ought  to  hava 
power  as  well  aa  responsibility,  and  that 
you  ou^ht  to  be  able  to  prevent  in  the 
future  m  those  countries  under  yoor  con- 
trol those  anarchic  methods  by  whicb 
they  have  been  taken  by  the  whites.  Yoa 
ought  to  serve  the  interests  of  the  na< 
tivee,  and  to  prevent  the  Chiefs  selline 
their  lands  to  white  adventurers,  and 
the  poor  people  being  eaten  up,  as  they 
say  in  SouUl  Africa.  One  thing  I  would 
like  to  say  to  hon.  Oentlemen  and  to  the 
Colonial  Uffioe,  and  that  is  that  you  may 
require  your  armed  police,  unleaa  a  more 
definite  policy  is  carried  on  regarding 
the  conditions  which  now  subsist  be- 
twean  Uatabeleland  and  Kamaland.  Z 
believe  Kama  to  be  one  of  the  ablest  of 
the  chiefs ;  but  since  he  has  oome  under 
our  Protectorate  his  action  is  to  try  and 
foroe  all  the  natives  who  do  not  own  hia 
sway  aerossto  the  Transvaal;  anddaima 
have  been  made  which,  if  persisted  in, 
will  probably  bring  about  a  wax  b«- 
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tTAen.  Matabelelaod  and  Kamaland, 
irliioli  IB  under  out  Protectorate.  If  the 
claim  is  supported,  then  there  vill  pro- 
bably be  war  in  South  Africa,  and  wo  will 
be  required  to  fight  tho  Northern  Zulus. 
In  regard  to  the  policy  pursued  in  South 
Africa,  it  waa  at  first  to  keep  certain 
people  back.  There  were  a  number  of 
people  going  to  the  Cape  Colony  to  get 
coDceasioDB,  and  the  High  Commiesioner 
sent  them  back,  and  what  the  OoTem- 
ment  ought  to  do  Is,  to  determine  the 
^boundary  between  the  Matabelea  and 
the  Manwattas — the  latter  being  of 
weak,  and  the  former  a  powerful  tribe, 
and  unless  something  of  this  sort  is 
done  we  may  have  trouble  in  a  country 
1,500  miles  north  of  the  Cape — whither 
an  army  would  bare  to  march  over 
nearly  700  miles  of  desert.  As  to  their 
future  polioy  the  Oovemment  should 
determine  either  on  acting  on  their  own 
responsibility  and  appointing  a  Boyal 
Commission,  as  waa  promised  two  years 
ago  by  Iiord  Knntsford,  or  they 
should  determine  on  handing  the  Cape 
oyer  to  the  white  men  and  letting 
them  govern  it  in  their  own  way.  If 
the  Cape  were  thus  banded  over,  the 
white  men  there  would  have  to  pay  the 
piper,  instead  of,  as  at  present,  the 
people  of  this  country.  The  policy 
^tfaerto  pursued  at  the  Gape  is  the 
flame  bad  policy  as  has  been  carried 
out  in  New  Zealand,  and  will  produce 
wars  in  South  Africa,  as  it  has  done  in 
Kew  Zealand,  if  continued.  Let  them 
^opt  one  policy  or  the  other  and  adhere 
to  it. 

■  *Me.  BBADLAUGH  {Northampton) : 
t  cannot  but  express  my  gratitude  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Ur. 
^aumann)  for  having  brought  before  the 
Committee  the  concession  made  nomi- 
kally  to  Ur.  Rudd,  but  reaUy  to  Ur. 
Rhodes,  in  the  territory  to  which  this 
vote  refers.  An  hon.  Member  has  ex- 
pressed a  hope  that  the  Under  Secretary 
lor  the  Colonies  will  contradict  the  state- 
ment that  Ur.  Bhodes  acted  as  proxy  for 
the  High  Commissioner  at  a  company's 
meeting;  but  I  should  be  sorry  to  hear 
thatoontradiotion,  because  if  it  were  con- 
trad  icted  I  should  have  to  submit  proof  to 
^e  Committee  of  the  actual  fact.  When 
\r»  are  aaked  for  £78,000  grant  for  this 
territory,  and  influence  is  being  used  to 

t)Ut  mining  lands  in  the  hands  of  epeou- 
dtors,  we  have  a  right  to  ask,  what  is 
the  attitu'iie  of  the  Qovernment  on  the 
Dr.Clm-t 
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matter  ?  Last  Uay  their  attitude  ma 
clear.  Lord 'Knutsford  eaid  the  OoTem- 
ment  would  ^ve  no  countenance  to  any 
concession  unless  concluded  with  the 
knowledge  and  approval  of  the  High 
Commissioner.  That  is,  that  the  Qovem- 
ment  would  and  did  determine  what 
shonld  happen  in  regard  to  these  con- 
cessions; but,  in  answer  to  myself,  we 
are  practically  told  that  the  Qovemment 
have  nothing  to  do  wttli  it — that  they  are 
not  in  a  position  to  express  any  opinion 
on  it,  and  now,  in  answer  to  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Uember  for  West 
Birmingham,  they  disapprove  port,  and 
determine  to  interfere.  Tbts  is  a  suddefl 
change. 

•Bra  Q.  BADEN-POWELL :  There 
is  one  point  which  seems  to  me  to  have 
been  forgotten,  and  that  is  that  in 
Bechuanaland  there  are  lande  for  which 
the  British  taxpayer  has  paid  dearly,  to 
the  amount  of  £1,600,000,  and  which  it 
is  proposed  to  hand  over  to  the  Cape 
Colony.  I  do  not  fear  either  Party  at 
the  Cape;  I  believe  both  are  loyal  to 
tbe  Imperial  connection.  But  what  I 
do  object  to  is  handing  over  these  lands 
without  due  consi deration  to  ■  Colony 
which  can  place  obstruction  in  tho  way 
of  onr  countrymen  going  there.  If  we 
hand  over  these  landa  to  the  Cape,  I  hope 
it  will  be  on  the  express  condition  that 
British  emigrants  are  to  be  freely  ad- 
mitted to  them.  In  my  opinion,  we  have 
not  needed  so  large  a  police  force,  except 
as  a  frontier  force  against  tbe  Uatabelea. 
I  do  not  believe  the  Transvaal  intend  to 
let  the  frontier  be  violated  in  any  way. 
Wa  are  in  this  dilemma.  If  the  House 
deolinee  ia  vote  £78,000  now,  the  idea 
must  at  once  arise  that  the  British  House 
of  Commons  is  throwing  up  its  Imp^al 
responsihilities.  I  hope,  however,  the 
Government  may  see  its  way  to  reduce 
this  large  expenditure  on  police,  but  al 
all  coets  for  this  year  we  must  aasert 
our  Imperial  responsibilities  and  duties 
in  South  Africa. 

"Bahon  H.  de  WOBUS  :  It  will  be 
admitted  by  all  who  have  listened 
to  this  debate  that  it  has  tnvelled 
over  a  very  wide  area.  The  nmple 
question  Iwfore  the  Committee  is  a 
Supplementary  Vote  for  200  police-, 
men  for  servioe  in  Bechuanaland  and 
it«  Protectorate.  The  remarkable  state- 
ment has  been  made  and  repeated 
that  this  is  a  very  large  force  of  polioe ; 
but  hon.  Uembrn  who  made  thatstate- 
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ment  seem  to  ignorethe  Tact  that  between 
1885  and  1886  the  force  consiBtedof  lAO 
men  mora  than  now.  Evpiy  successive 
speftker,  but  especially  tbe  bun.  Member 
for  Outhneea  (Dr.  Clark),  baa  charged 
the  QoTeranient  with  enormousli^  in* 
Jcreasing  tbie  force,  wbereaB  the  fdct  ia 
that,  while  a  short  time  ago  it  amounted 
tdSOQ.itisnowoDlyaAO.  Itseemstobe 
thought  that  this  is  a  very  lai^e  force ; 
bub  have  bon.  Members  any  idea  of  tbe 
extent  of  the  territory?  British  Bechua- 
nalandjtheCrowncolony,  contains  40,000 
square  miles,  the  Proteetorate  120,01)0, 
and  the  sphere  of  ioQaence  120,000. 
That  woald  give  one  policeman  to  evary 
'800  square  miles  of  territory.  I  should 
like  to  remind  the  boo.  Member  for 
Caithness  of  whathappened  io  July,1884 
la  that  case  Uontsoia  and  his  country 
bad   been  declared  to  be  under  British 

Srotection,  but  no  police  force  had 
een  sent,  and  before  one  could  be 
organised  Uontsoia  was  over-thrown 
by  filibusters,  and  tbe  Warren  Ex- 
pedition had  to  be  sent  out  at  an 
expense  of  £700,000  in  order  to  restore 
British  prestiKC-  It  seemHstrange  that, 
«)nsidering  this,  so  many  Members  of 
the  House  should  be  anxious  to  deprive 
tbe  'Government  of  the  vote  for  200 
extrK  police.  In  tbe  autumn  of  last 
ye*r  the  High  Commissioner  con- 
sidered it  necessary  to  augment  tbe 
polioe  force,  and  hie  view  of  the  ques- 
tion was  strengtbened  by  tbe  Grobler 
jocidenfr  in  November  of  that  year. 
'  The  police  fbroe  is  solely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  protecting  the  natives  them- 
selves against  unBcmpnlous  fiKbusters, 
and  those  who,  like  tbe  bon.  QeuUeman 
the  Member  for  Caithnees,  profess  to 
'be  BO  anxious  for  the  welfare  of  the 
Bstives  most  find  better  arguments  than 
tbwB  tbe  hoQ.  Member  has  adduoed  to 
'I^Tetfaat  the  Govemment  are  acting 
wrongly  in  increasing  tbe  police  force 
'(or  the  purpose  I  have  stated.  The 
hon.  Member  &>t  Feokham  has  taken 
'«  siagtrlarly  wide  survey  of  the  whole 
position  of  affairs  in  South  Africa.  For 
-  ny  own  part  I  am  not  prepared,  nor  do 
^  Ma^  that  the  Committee  wilt  oon- 
'udtp  it  necessary  to  enter  into  a  dis- 
■  mtsaioiiof  tbe  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
£h>ver«ment  in  South  Afnoa  on  the 
-queattoa  of  voting  £28,000  to  inerease 
"the  pcfiee  force  by  200  men,  but  I  will 
<4M8wer  one  or  two  qnestions  put  to  me 
'ij    the    hon.    Member.      The     bon 
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Member  asked  whether  the  Go- 
vernmeat  intend  to  extend  tbe  pro- 
)rate  over  Lo  Bengula'a  land.  Ths 
rer  which  I  have  givea  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmiagbam  [Kr.  Chamberlain)  com- 
pletely covers  that  question,  to  the  effect 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
hitherto  abstained  from  iaterfering  with 
any  concession  granted  by  Lo  Bengula  as 
he  is  not  under  British  protection ;  he  ii 
independent,  and  has  not,  until  lately, 
asked  for  advice ;  that  hs  has  now,  by 
hie  messengers,  asked  for  advice,  and 
lomeone  to  be  sent  to  him  by  tbe 
Queen,  but  that  it  is  not  certain  whether 
he  wishes  a  Beaident  to  be  always  with 
him,  or  merely  to  advise  him  on  the' 
praeent  stat  i  of  affairs.  Then  the  hon. 
Member  asked  whether  it  is  iatended  to 
band  over  Bechuanaland  to  tbe  Cape. 
My  answer  is,  that  there  is  no  iatentioa 
of  handing  it  over  in  existing  circum- 
stances. A  third  question  was,  whether 
the  Government  intends  to  keep  tbe  two 
offices  of  Qoveraor  of  tbe  Cape  and  High 
Commissioner  of  South  Africa  together. 
It  is  the  intention  of  tbe  Government  to 
keep  these  two  officee  together,  and  the 
reasons  why  ve  tbink  that  it  is  an  ad- 
vantage that  those  two  offices  should  ba 
kept  together  are  various,,  but  the  prlnr 
cipat  one  is,  that  we  areof  opiuion  that, 
first  of  all,  the  question  of  expense  is  a 
very  mateiial  one,  and  if  tbe  two  offices 
were  aeparate  the  expense  would  be 
greatly  increased.  Another  residenee 
would  also  be  necessary,  and  as  the 
High  Commissioner  would  have  to  reside 
at  Cape  Town  there  would  be  some 
difficulty  with  regard  to  bis  position. 
He  would  have  to  be  provided  with-  a 
Government  House  and  an  adequate 
staff,  and  instead  of  £1,600  the  Govern- 
ment would  probably  have  to  ask  for 
£S0,O00.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  am 
justified  in  going  into  the  turther 
questions  raised  by  the  hon.  Hembfic 
for  Northampton  and  others,  relative  to 
ths  concession  of  Lo  Beogula'e  territory. 
There  again,  I  can  only  repeat  the  agswtr 
which  I  gave  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  BirminghafQ. 
I  may  say  emphatically  that  I  do  not 
think  that  the  charges,  direct  orindireot, 
made  against  the  Gentleman  who  has 
filled  for  BO  many  years,  and  eo  nbty, 
the  post  of  Govemorof  the  Oape  should 
have  been  made  in  this  House.  I  haVe 
befwe  stated    in    answer  to  the   boil. 
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Ifember  for  NorthRmpton  tbat  there  is 
not  a  ■hadow  of  foundatioa  for  sap- 
poaing  that  any  usdue  infiueuoe  has 
been  offered  by  Sir  H.  Bobineon  with 
respect  to  theooDoessionof  LoBengula'f 
oountiy.  I  have  read  a  letter  in  this 
House  absolutely  denying  that  state- 
ment on  behalf  of  Sir  K.  Sobinson,  and 
for  my  own  part  I  absolutely  deny  that 
Sir  H.  Bobinaoa  exeroised  any  sort  of 
improper  influenee  with  regard  to  the 
concession  by  Lo  Bengula. 

•Ma.  BEADLAUGH:  Do  1  under- 
stand the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  deny 
that  Mr.  Bbodee  represented  Sir  Her- 
ooles  BobinBon,  and  that  he  held  hi 
proxy  at  the  De  Beers  Mine  meeting  ? 

*B^HOir  H.  De  WOBMS  :  I  stated  that 
Mr.  Bhoded  anted  as  proxy  for  Sir  H. 
Sobinsou  at  the  raeeting  of  the  De 
Beers  Mine,  but  that  connection  existed 
long  before  the  oonoesaion.  I  have  the 
the  permission  of  Sir  Q.  Bobioson  to 
read  a  letter  from  him  with  regard  to 
this  matter.     He  says — 

"I  have  never  embaiked  m  eitlier  diamoad 
or  gold  ipeculfttioaa,  and  have  never  made  one 
■ingle  nzpeace.  All  I  h*ve  done  ia  thia.  Home 
tine  ago  I  shifted  a  portion  of  Boine  money  I 
had  in  GoIoDial  Foot  per  Cents,  iota  De  Beer 
•ham,  having  reasoa  to  think  well  of  the 
matter  m  a  permanent  investment.  I  have  not 
■old  a  share,  and  coneeqaently  have  never 
■peculated.  Having  bought  in  when  the  iharei 
were  low,  my  inveitment  has  returned  me  nearly 
12  per  cent.,  and  I  shall  be  nell  content  if  it 
continues  to  give  such  a  result  in  future.  You 
must  beai  in  mind  that  the  diamond  mines  of 
Zimbarley  have  long  passed  the  speculative 
age,  and  now  repreMnt  a  capital  of  £17,S00,0OO 
paying  nearly  £1,000,000  a  year  in  dividends, 
and  may  be  looked  upon  in  pretty  much  the 
■ame  light  m  British  railways.  In  my  view 
there  is  no  more  harm  in  mj  putting  my  spare 
capital  into  it  than  there  wonld  be  in  a  Minister 
at  home  inverting  in  Oreat  Western  Preference 
Stock.  If  I  thought  the  thing  wrong  I  should 
not  do  it  at  all,  but  a«  I  do  not  I  have  no  oon- 
oeolment.  As  to  ptold  mines,  sharee,  syndi- 
oataa,  and  ooncesnons,  over  which  pnople  in 
London  as  well  as  here  seem  to  have  sunply 
gone  mad,  I  have  never  touched  one  of  them, 
and  I  am,  neither  dii«ctly  or  indirectly,  inter- 
ested in  anything  of  the  kind.  In  the  furious 
scramble  that  has  taken  place  the  wildest  false- 
hood has  been  rite." 

*Ma.  BBADLAUGH:  When  Sir  H- 
Bobiason  wrote  that,  had  he  or  the  ad- 
ministrator under  his  charge  any  know- 
ledge that  that  concession  to  Budd  was 
being  negotiated  f 

*BABOir  Dx  WOBMS :  I  am  not  aware 
that  either  of  those  persons  knew  of  or 
exeroised  any  influence,  direct  or 
BmrmtU  Wtrm 


i&diieot,  in  the  matter.  As  I  pointed 
out  the  other  day,  the  Adminiatrator 
was  more  than  100  miles  away  from  the 
Kraal  of  Lobengula,  where  the  cx>iioea- 
sion  was  granted.  It  is  said  thmt  we 
ought  to  extend  our  Proteotorato,  bat 
not  to  enlarge  oar  police  force.  Saoh  a 
proposal  as  that  is  manifestly  absurd. 
Son.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  always  j»t>- 
feesing  the  greatest  anxiety  for  tbe 
welfare  of  the  native  tribra.  Zf  thej 
mean  anything  at  all,  how  do  they 
imagine  Uiat  we  can  protect  those  tribes 
without  police?  We  are  told  that  oer- 
tain  concessions  ought  not  to  be  made, 
though  hon.  Members  know  as  irell  as 
I  that  the  only  power  the  QoTemment 
possess  is  to  give  good  advice.  The 
QoTernnent  are  obliged  to  send  polioe, 
not  only  to  protect  our  o  wn  i  ntereete,  but 
to  prevent  the  native  chiefs  from  quarrel- 
ling among  themselves.  That  ia  one 
reason  why  we  are  extending  the  polioe 
at  present.  In  the  British  Protectorate 
the  Government  will  do  all  in  their 
power  to  prevent  concessions  being  im- 
properly granted,  and  within  the  sphere 
of  British  influence  we  shall  do  all  we  can 
in  the  way  of  giving  good  adrioe  to  pre- 
vent the  granting  of  concessions  which 
are  ridiculous  in  themselves  and  a  fraud 
upon  the  persons  to  whom  they  are 
granted  and  the  public  who  invest  in 
them.  The  Government  have  no  soldier* 
in  that  territory,  and  an  adequate  polioe 
force  ia,  therefore,  required,  not  only  for 
the  protection  of  our  interests,  but  for 
the  well-being  of  those  natives  whoee 
interests  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have 
BO  much  at  heart. 

*SiB  B.  FOWLER  (London) :  I  do  not 
wish  to  detain  the  House  for  any  time, 
beoause  I  believe  this  question  is  -to  be 
raised  by  an  eminent  Member  of  the 
House  —namely,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Chamberlain),  but  I  desire  to  ex- 
press the  great  diiappoinment  with  whioh 
I  have  listened  to  the  statement  oif  my 
ri^ht  hon.  Friend,  especially  when  he 
said  it  was  not  the  intention  of  Hor  M«> 
jesty's  Government  to  take  into  oon- 
sideration  the  question  of  separating 
the  Government  of  Beohuanaland  from 
that  of  Oape  Colony.  I  hope  on  another 
occasion  to  have  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing my  views  to  the  House  as  re- 
gards the  Tote  itself.  I  think  this 
country  owes  a  great  deal  to  tiie 
Beohuanaland  people.    The  House  wilt 
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remember  that  the  interests  of  thi 
people  were  very  eloquestlj  adrocated 
bran  honoured  Uember,  the  late  Ur. 
FoTBter.  I  certainly  think  it  desirable 
that  ws  should  not  grudge  money  to 
adraitce  the  interests  of  those  who  in 
the  hands  of  past  British  GoTemmente 
have  been  placed  in  positions  of  great 
diffionlty. 
*BiB  QEOEOE  CAUPBELL :  I 
moved  my  Amendment  to  reduce 
this    Vote    in    order   to   elicit  an  ex- 

Sresaion  of  policy  from  Her  Uajeety'e 
ovemment,  and  up  to  three  minutes 
ago,  I  must  say,  I  thought  that  my 
eSorts  were  all  in  vain.  Within  the 
past  three  minutes,  however,  I  have  been 
aomewbat  comforted  on  hearing  that 
it  ifl  the  intention  of  Her  Uajestys  Oo- 
Tornment  to  discourage  by  every  means 
in  their  power  the  t^ranting  of  these 
wild  concessions.  I  waa  extremely 
glad  to  hear  that,  eBpeoially,  as  I 
bare  an  extract  here  from  a  speech 
of  the  Under  Secretary  made  in  Liver- 
pool the  other  day,  in  which  the  hon, 
Gentleman  says  that  it  is  a  great  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  opposed  to  theee  oon- 
oeesione.  On  the  contrary,  he  said  so 
long  as  they  were  fairly  entered  into, 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  were  anxious 
to  enoouraice  them.  I  regret  that 
have  not  had  anything  more  definite 
firom  the  hon.  Member,  but  allhou^h  I 
feel  that  most  of  ua  disapprove  of  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Goveromeat  in 
Bechuanaland,  end  feel  th&t  it  would 
have  been  much  better  if  we  had  never 
gone  there  at  all,  after  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  the  Under  Secretary 
I  think  I  shall  be  justiGed  in  refraiaing 
from  pressing  the  matter  to  a  division. 

Du.  CLABK:  I  was  glad  to  hear 
the  last  words  of  the  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  because  I  would  call 
his  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  form 
in  which  all  these  coQceaaions  are 
granted — which  concessions  he  so 
•loqnently  deaounces— was  drawn  up 
by  Sir  Sidney  Shep^ard.  It  is  the 
oiBeial  form,  and  if  the  Houee  will  turn 
to  Sir  Sidney's  Utter  of  September  the 
30th,  1887,  they  will  End  it  there  stated 
that  the  form  bad  been  drawn  up  to 
protect  the  interests  of  the  Chiefs,  and 
would  be  recommended  for  adoption  in 
all  caaee.  It  has  been  the  adoption  of 
that  form  which  has  brought  about  all 
these  coooessions  which  we  now  deplore, 
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and  I  trust  that  Sir  Sidney  Sheppard 
will  be  made  aware  of  that  circumstance. 
I  have  not  yet  heard  a  single  word  in 
favour  of  thia  £28,000  extra  for 
the  300  police.  The  only  thing  tiie 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  can 
fell  us  was  that  in  1883  there  was 
trouble  on  the  frontier.  From  1881  to 
1(183  tbere  was  a  war  going  on  there, 
and  during  the  time  that  it  was  going 
on  the  Government  proclaimed  a  Protec- 
torate and  sent  out  an  unarmed  mis- 
sionary, without  even  a  ungle  policeman, 
to  declare  it  to  be  a  British  ProtecioJate. 
Thia  missioaary  was  unable  tn  fulfil  that 
object.  But  there  is  no  war  in  Bechuana- 
land now,  and  it  ia  as  much  a  British 
possession  as  the  Isle  of  Wight ;  and  if 
anybody  attacks  it,  the  whole  force  of 
the  Crown  will  be  used  to  o»erthrow 
them.  Information  on  theee  subjects 
been  kept  back  from  us  by  the 
Guvemment,  and  I  protest  against  such 
a  proceeding.  I  ask  again  why  the 
Beporta  which  have  been  referred  to 
have  not  been  given?  In  conclusion, 
I  must  express  a  hope  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  be  able  to  develop  some  kind 
of  real  policy  in  South  Africa  rather 
than  that  of  drift,  whioh  pleases  nobody. 
•Mb.  A.  M'ARTBUR  (Leicester) :  I 
must  say  I  feel  much  disappointed  at 
the  ansvrer  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  to  the 
effect  that  the  High  Commiaaionor  mast 
continue  to  be  tse  Qoveroor  of  Gape 
Colony.  No  doubt,  if  any  man  can 
satiafaotorily  serve  two  maatera  that 
man  is  Sir  Hercules  Bobinaon  ;  but  I  do 
not  thick  that  anyone  can  perform  that 
Herculean  task.  So  far  as  the  ultimate 
settlement  of  the  Bechuanaland  Question 
is  concerned,  I  trust  that  the  territory 
will  not  lie  handed  over  to  Cape  Colony 
or  to  the  Transvaal  i  and  I  hope  the 
Government  will  re-consider  the  de- 
cision to  which  we  are  informed  they 
have  come. 
Amendment  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Progress  reported. 
House  resumed. 

MOTfON^S. 
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Bill  ptc«eiit«d,  uid  TS&d  fint  time.  [BiU  103.] 
NORTH  DUBLIN  UNION. 

Uh.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  move  for  a 
copy  of  oonespondence  between  the 
Boud  of  OoTeniora  of  the  Poor  of  the 
North  Dublin  Union  &nd  the  First  Local 
QoTemmeot  Board  in  reference  to  the 
tenure  of  Ihe  office  of  Treaiurerof  the 
Union  bj  the  Bank  of  Ireland. 

As  hoQ.  Ukhbbb  :  I  object. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Maj  I  a»k  if  there  ia 
any  nm  in  Allowiog  this  Motion  to 
remain  on  the  Paper  ?  Od  Thursday  lost 
I  gftTe  Qotica  of  the  Uotion,  and  on 
Thursday  at  the  request  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  I  put  it  down  for 
tO'daj.  Surely  I  am  entitled  to  more 
for  it  BOW,  as  I  have  received  no  intima- 
tion of  oppoaition. 

Thx  SOLICITOE  QENEHAL  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  MiiDSZH) :  I  have 
communicated  with  the  Chief  Secretary 
on  the  subject  of  the  Betum,  and  he  in- 
forma  me  that  the  Looel  GoTernment 
Board  see  objection  to  laying  this  corre- 
spondence on  the  Table,  and  he  also 
states  that  it  hoe  piactioally  became 
public  already,  so  that  no  advantage 
would  be  gained  by  laying  it  on  the 
Tftble. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT :  Is  it  the  cost  of 
the  paper  ? 

Us.  SEXTON  :  We  have  seen  it  in 
fragments  in  the  newspapers,  but  we 
cannot  get  it  altogeUier,  which  is 
extremely  inconvenient.  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  shall  call  attention  to  the 
matter  on  the  Yote  on  Account. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  Houro  do  now  adjourn." 

THE  KEMNlKOrON  ELECTION. 

*Ma.  GHILDER8  :  May  I  ask  you,  Sir, 
if  you  can  now  give  the  House  any  in- 
formation reapeoting  the  return  of  the 
Writ  for  the  Kennington  election  ? 

*Mb.  BPEAKEU:  I  may  say  that, 
after  what  took  place  this  afternoon  in 
the  House,  I  at  once  sent  to  ascertain 
what  were  the  facts  of  the  case  regarding 
thenon-ieceipt  of  the  return  of  the  Ken- 
uington  Writ,and  the  information  I  have 
obtained  I  will,  with  the  pleasure  of  the 
House,  lay  before  it  at  once.  It  is  this. 
The  return  of  the  Writ  waa  deliTered  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Orown  at  9  p.m.  tbia 


day.  A  telegram  has  been  reoeivad 
from  the  returning  officer,  Mr.  Abbott, 
to  the  effect  that  the  Writ  waa  left  at 
the  KenningtoD  Post  Office  on  Saturday  | 
morning.  The  Clerk  at  the  Post  Office 
at  Kennington  says,  in  a  telegram,  that  ' 
the  return  of  the  Writ  was  eent  in  a 
registered  envelope,  addreased  to  the  ' 
Clerk  of  the  Crown,  House  of  Xiorda,  by 
the  1.45  p.m.  despatch  on  Satnrday. 
The  postman  whose  duty  it  ia  to  deliver 
letters  to  the  House  of  Lords  received 
it  from  the  south-west  district  et  3.40  on 
Saturday.  He  left  it  for  oustndj  in  the 
Central  Post  Office  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  order  to  deliver  it  on  Mon- 
day morning,  he  thinking  that  the 
Crown  Office  was  closed.  That  was 
certainly  a  reasonable  mistake,  Ihe 
closing  hoar  of  the  Crown  Office  on 
Saturday  being,  I  believe,  two  o'clock, 
by  which  time  the  clerks  leare  the 
office.  It  so  happened,  however,  that 
the  office  was  open  as  late  as  five  o'clock 
laat  Satorday,  and  there  were  officers 
present  until  that  hour,  so  that,  if  the 
Writ  had  been  delivered  there,  the  diffi- 
culty which  has  arisen  would  not  have 
taken  place.  He  took  it  out  of  the  Post 
Office  at  five  minutes  to  nine  o'clock  i 
this  evening  to  take  it  to  the  Crown 
Office,  where,  as  I  have  already  stated 
to  the  House,  it  waa  received  at  nine 
o'clock — five  minutes  later.  That  is  all 
the  information  I  have  been  able  to 
obtain,  and,  if  I  may  say  so,  it  appears 
that  there  waa  certainly  some  failure  in 
not  sending  the  return  of  the  Writ 
earlier  on  Saturday  morning.  As  the 
House  is  aware  the  result  of  the  eleotion 
was  announced  in  this  House  at  ll 
o'clock  on  Friday  night,  and  an  earlier 
hour  on  Saturday  morning  might  have 
been  chosen  for  the  despatch  of  the 
Writ  through  the  KenninKtou  Post 
Office.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  Returning 
Officer  to  deliver  it  at  the  Post  Office 
either  personally  or  by  his  clerk.  Many 
of  the  Hetuming  Offices  in  London 
return  the  Writs  to  the  Crown  Office 
personally,  though  there  is  no  statutory 
obligation  on  them  to  do  so.  That  is  all 
the  information  I  am  able  to  give  the 
Houee. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS 
Tueiday,  \9th  March,  1889. 


FACTOEB   BILL.      (NO.  27.) 
A  Bill  tu  amend  sad  coiualidste  tbe  Pactots 
Acta— PreMDtod  by  The  Lord  Ghaacellor  :  read 
I* ;  and  to  be  printed. 

lATSKCI  ACTS  AUBITDMBNT  BILL.       (MO.  9.) 
Committe'l   to  a   Committee  of  the   Whole 
Honae  on  Thanday  next. 

Honae  adjourned  at  half  past  Four  o'clock, 

to  Tbiiraday  neit,  a  qoarter 

pait  Ten  o'clock. 


H0O8K    OF    COMMONS, 
Ttuuday,  \9th  UaraK,  1869. 


LOCAL    OOVERNMENT    (IRELAND) 

VROVIBIONAL   ORDERS    BILL. 
Read  a  aecond  time,  and  oommitted. 


Mr. 


D.URIES  AND  COWSHEDS. 
COCHRANE -BAILLIE    (St. 


Pancras,  N.)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Qovernment  Board  whether, 
view  of  a  statement  that  be  made  last 
Session,  that  erery  district  should  have 
reflations  as  to  the  cleanliness  of 
Dairies  and  Cowsheds,  he  has  had  any 
reports  from  the  sanitary  authorities 
that  his  instructions  hare  been  carried 
out,  and  that  a  more  stringent  super- 
visioa  is  being  maintained  ?  | 

VOL.  OOCXXXrV.    [thied  BKIIIE8.] 


Thb  PRESIDENT  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritohib, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Qeorge's-in-the 
East) :  In  accordance  with  the  promiee 
I  gave  last  Session.  letters  have  been 
addressed  to  the  sanitary  authorities 
urging  them  to  make  regulatinas  witii 
regard  to  dairies,  cowsheds,  and  milk- 
shops,  in  all  cases  in  which  there  has 
been  any  reaeoa  to  suppose  that  such 
regulatione  have  not  yet  been  made. 
The  Annual  Reports,  which  are  now 
being  received  from  the  Medical  Offi- 
cers of  SeaJtb,  are  carefully  examined 
with  the  view  of  ascertaining  whether 
special  communicationti  are  necessary  in 
particular  cases,  and  I  am  glad  to  be 
able  to  say  that,  in  the  large  majority 
of  oases,  the  Medical  Officers  of  Health 
have  stated  that  the  inspections  of 
dairies,  &o.,  have  been  made  with  satis- 
factory results. 

LICENSING  LAWS  IN  LAGOS. 

Mb.  OOOHRANE-BAILLE  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  N.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  any 
arrangements  have  been  made  for  the 
extension  of  Licensing  Laws  to  Katanu, 
a  distriot  of  the  Protectorate  of  Lagos, 
in  aocordance  with  the  desire  of  the  in- 
habitants, who  have  petitioned  for  some 
means  of  checking  the  narestricted  sale 
of  liquor? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THB  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
de  Worms,  Liverpool,  Toxteth) :  It  will 
bo  seen,  on  reference  to  the  report  on 
Lagos,  No.  4,  presented  to  Parliament 
in  December  last,  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  called  for  a  Report  from  the 
Oovemor  on  this  subject,  but  as  yet  no 
reply  has  been  received.  Accordingly 
the  Oovemor  was  reminded  by  the  last 
moil. 
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ibblahd-thb  dikole  union. 

IfB.  KILBRIDE  (Keny,  8.)  aaked 
th«  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tanont  of  Ireland  vhether  charges  and 
allegatioue,  auiouating  to  forgery,  were 
mM9  against  officials  and  othmraia  con- 
neotioa  with  tiie  Poor  Law  electioDs 
held  in  Diogle  UnioD  in  18BS  ;  whether 
the  Board  of  Ouardians  tiave  asked  the 
Local  OuvetniueDt  Board,  on  the  9th  of 
February,  to  hold  a  sworn  inquiry  ;  aod, 
whether  the  request  will  be  granted  ? 
The  hon.  Member  also  asked  whether 
the  attention  of  the  rigbt  hon.  Qentle- 
man  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that,  in 
Uaroh,  Snptember,  and  October,  1 8S8, 
Iiord  Ventry,  through  hie  ajfant.  Cap- 
tain E.  A.  De  MoTejDB,  recorded  12 
property  votes,  aa  immediate  lessor  of 
nnder-Tated  holdings  in  the  Dingle 
Electoral  Division  of  the  Dingle  ZJn ion, 
at  the  Poor  Law  Eleotiuns  of  the  above 
dates,  whilst  owing  two  levies  of  Poor's 
Bate  fur  the  houses  occupied  at  that 
time  by  John  Lee  and  ATary  Walsh,  in 
lireen  Lane,  Dingle;  whether  he  ia 
aware  that  Mrs.  Mary  Fitzgerald,  of 
Hai..  Street,  Dingle,  was  landlady  of 
said  houses  uctil  July  IB87,  when  Lord 
Ventry  dispossessed  her,  and,  as  she  owed 
rates  when  dispossessed,  he  was  not  en- 
titled to  vote  in  the  following  Uarch,  as 
those  rates  were  unpaid;  whether  Urs. 
Fitzgerald,  although  havlDg  her  rates 
paid  for  the  house  in  which  she  resides, 
was  refused  a  voting  paper  in  March, 
September,  and  October  last,  as  the 
rates  of  the  two  above-mentioned  houses 
were  unpaid,  whilst  Lord  Veatry,  who 
was  in  possession  since  Jul;  1887,  was 
allowed  to  vote  as  if  the  rates  were  paid ; 
whether  Lord  Yentry  also  voted,  ae 
immediate  lessor,  in  the  Dunqnin  Elec- 
toral Division  last  March,  whilst  owing 
£1  t6s.  Poor's  Bate  for  holdings  on  the 
townland  of  Ferriters  Qaaiter  in  said 
division  ;  and,  whether  a  representation 
haa  been  made  to  the  Local  Oovemment 
Board  with  regard  to  this  matter,  and 
whether  an  inquiry  will  be  held 

Thi  chief  SEOBETABY  fob  IRE- 1 
LAND  [Ur.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Man- 
cheater,  E)  aaid,  that  the  Local  Oovem- 
ment Board  had  directed  on  inquiry 
into  the  matter. 

DI8UBBD  OAJtBINEB  FOR 

SCHOOL  DRILId. 

ICa.  CALEB  WBIQHT  (Lancashire, 

S.W)  asked  the  Seoretu;  of  State  for 

Jcren  S.  it  Worwm 


War  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  circular  letter  recently  issued 
by  the  head  master  of  Mayall  Oollege. 
Dulwich  Boad,  Brixton,  to  the  parents 
of  boys  under  his  charge  in  which 
he  says — 

"  For  the  purpose  uf  more  thoroogtiljr  attead- 
ing  to  the  physical  trainiiig  or  the  pnpOa  under 
my  chftrf^  I  have  received  the  penniasioii  of 
the  GoTeminent  to  form  a  Cadet  ()orpe  in  con- 
nection with  a  r^meot;  carhmea  have  been 
iwued  b;  permiasioD  of  the  Secretiuy  of  ljtat£ 
for  War,  and  a  courea  of  drill  hon  boen  pre- 
■cribed  that  will  eapedoUy  benefit  growing 
boyi  and  improve  their  phynqae  and  deport- 
ment, besides  being  condnoive  to  habite  of 
obedience  and  orderlinesH.  Tanica  and  belta 
will  be  provided  and  kept  at  the  headquBztsrs  ; 
I  have  been  ^ett«d  Capiain  by  the  War  Office^ 
and  take  eotire  charge  and  reaponaibility." 

Will  be  inform  the  House  whether  the 
Governruenthave  supplied  the  carbines^ 
aud,  if  so,  from  what  fund ;  and, 
whether  any  otiier  schools  ore  under  tb» 
same  cunditione  7 
•The  8ECEETABT  ot  STATE  for 
WAK  (Mr.  E.  Stahhofe,  Lincolnshire, 
Hurnoastle) ;  Yes,  Sir.  Unserviceable 
carbines,  which  have  been  rendered  in- 
capable of  being  fired,  have  been  aup- 
plied,  on  payment,  for  drill  purposes. 
In  answer  to  the  second  question,  all 
duly  constituted  cadet  corps  and  many- 
schools  have  been  bo  supplied. 

INDIA— THE  CRAWFORD  COMMISSION. 
Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  CoUege) 
asked  the  Under  Secretory  of  State  for 
India  whether  it  was  true  that  in  course 
of  the  evidence  recently  given  before  the 
Crawford  Commission  certain  native 
magistrates,  under  promise  of  indemnity 
from  the  Bombay  Qovamment,  gave- 
evidence  that  they  had  corruptly  pur- 
chased their  judicial  appointments  and 
promotion  ;  whether  it  is  the  case  that 
the  Judges  of  the  Bombay  High  Cotirtr 
Justiaes  Jardine  and  Birdwood,  who  are- 
specially  responsible  tor  the  representa- 
bvea  of  inferior  courts  and  offices,  have- 
sent  to  the  Bombay  Oovemment  minutee 
pointing  out  the  illegality  of  maintain- 
ing on  tlie  bench  magistrates  who  had 
corruptly  purchased  appointments  and 
promotion,  and  its  fatal  effect  upon  the 
public  BNtimation  of  our  Law  Cuurts  if 
permitted  to  be  presided  over  by  enob 
men;  whether  Her  Majesty's  Oovern- 
ment  propose  to  take  any  steps  to  pre- 
vent a  continuation  of  the  scandal 
against  which  the  Judges  of  the  Bombay 
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High  Oourt  protest ;  and,  whether  the 
IGnutm  of  JuHtices  Jardine  and  Bird- 
wood,  together  with  a  Minute  endorsing 
them  by  Hr.  Justice  Soott,  having  been 

Jiubliehed  in  the  Press  of  India,  he  will 
ay  them  before  the  Home  ? 

Thb  UNDEB  8ECHETAHY  of 
STATE  POE  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gobst, 
Chatham):  The  Papers  in  the  Crawford 
Case,  including  Mr.  Crawford's  Memo- 
riftl,  airiTsd  by  mail  yesterday.  They 
are  being  dealt  with  with  the  utmost 
promptitude  consistent  with  a  due  con- 
sideration of  the  important  issues  in- 
volved. The  Secretary  of  State  ie  of 
opinion  that  any  statement  at  this  mo- 
ment in  Parliament  on  the  subject  would 
be  detrimental  to  the  interests  of  the 
pubUc  eerviee. 

Db.  CAMEKON:  WiU  the  hon. 
Qenlleman  present  Papers  on  the  parti- 
cular branidi  of  tiie  case  to  which  my 
qneation  refers  ? 

Sib  J.   GOEST :    That  branch  is  a 
very  important  part  of  the  case,  and 
among  other  brsnches  it  is  undergoini 
careful  and  anxious  consideration, 
cannot  make  any  promise  as  to  Papers. 

Db.  CAMERON :  Then  I  wiU  take 
an  opportunity  of  calling  atteution 
these  Papers,  as   they  appear    in  tbe 
Indian  Pmbb. 


TRaUG  SOOIiiTIKS. 
Mb.  HOWELL(BethnalGTeen,N.E.) 
aaked  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
Trade  Bocieties  and  Br^nohps  of  Trade 
Societies  have  been  permitted,  subject 
to  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
General  Post  Office,  to  invest  their  funds 
in  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banlcs,  with- 
out restrioticin  as  to  amount,  for  a  period 
of  a  quarter  of  a  century ;  whether 
recently  some  societies  or  branches  of 
societies  have  been  refused  so  to  invest 
their  funds;  and,  if  so,  by  what 
authority,  and  for  what  reasons; 
whether  some  such  societies,  being 
obliged  by  their  rules  to  keep  separate 
ftcoounta,  such  as  those  for  sick  and  other 
benefit  purposes  and  those  for  trade  pur- 
poaea,  are  fnrhidden  to  keep  separate 
■ooounts  for  such  separate  fund;  whether 
tbe  recent  regulations  as  to  the  signa- 
tures of  trustees  are  disregarded  as 
rogards  withdrawal  of  amounts  and 
otherwisQ  ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
abaenoe  of  statutory  regulations,  the 
Oovemment  will  propose  such  legisla- 
tion as  will  prevent  muoonoeption  and 
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annoyance  to  the  lawfully  coaatdtnted 
bodies  herein  referred  to  ? 
*The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Baikes,  University  of  Cambridge): 
The  facts  as  stated  in  the  first  and 
second  paragraphs  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question  are,  as  I  pointed  out  to  him  in 
my  reply  of  the  2Bth  ult.,  substantially 
correct.  I  am  still  in  communication 
with  the  National  Debt  Commissioners 
on  the  subject,  and  I  confidently  hope 
that  all  difficnltiea  will  shortly  be  sur- 
mounted. With  regard  to  the  third 
paragraph,  I  would  stato  that  the 
Savings  Bank  regulations  do  not  permit 
any  person  or  society  to  have  more  than 
one  account,  although,  fur  my  part,  I 
can  see  no  reason  why  this  rule  should 
not  be  relaxed  in  the  case  of  such 
societies  as  those  referred  to,  seeing  that 
they  con  place  their  funds  on  deposit 
without  limit  as  to  amount.  Indeed,  I 
was  anxious  when  the  regulations  of 
1888  were  under  consideration  to  make 
such  exemptiun.  With  regard  to  para- 
graphs four  and  five,  I  would  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  theiatterpartof  the  reply 
to  a  question  asked  by  him  nn  the  :!6lhi 
ult.  I  am  nut  prepared  at  the  moment 
to  state  whether  I'resh  legislation  will  b» 
required;  but  the  hon.  Member  may 
rest  assured  that  I  shall  spare  no  pains 
to  prevent  misconception  and  annoyance 
to  the  large  body  of  depositors  whose 
interests  he  advocates. 


BEFECmVE  SWORDS. 
Mb.  HANBUSY  (Prestonl  asked  the 
Secretary  of  Slate  for  War  whether,  is 
addition  to  the  regiments  in  Ireland 
mentioned  in  tbe  recent  Report,  the  de- 
fective swords  of  pattern  IHSS  are  in  the 
hands  of  other  regiments ;  and,  if  so, 
wbat  regiments  ;  whether  they  have  all, 
or  any  of  them,  been  tested,  as  were 
those  of  the  regiments  stationed  in  Ire* 
land;  and  who  assisted  the  Inspector 
of  Small  Arms  when  inspecting  the 
swords  of  the  latter  renments? 
*Mb.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  think  that  I 
nformed  my  hon.  Friend  in  June,  1887, 
in  reply  to  a  question  which  he  then  put 
to  me,  that  all  cavalry  regiments  ouier 
than  those  in  India  have  swords  of  th« 
pattern  known  aa  that  of  IBB5.  Up  to 
the  present  time,  the  swords  of  six  regi- 
ments have  been  inspected  since  issue, 
and  the  remainder  will  be  examined  as 
soon  as  possible.  The  Chief  Inspector 
of  Small  Anns  was  osuated  in  his  work 
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fay  qnalified  men  employed  in  his  De 
partment. 

Dh.  tanner  :  How  oomes  it  to  pass 
tliat  tba  War  Offine  sro  so  anxious 
about  the  awoHa  in  Ireland  baiug 
specially  esarained  7 

''Hb.  E.  stanhope  :  Defeots  were 
reported  in  one  regiment,  and  then  the 
others  were  ezamiaed. 


Mb.  HATDEN  (Leitrim,  8.)  asked 
tlie  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  whether 
the  oases  of  seamen  who  were  reoentl; 
sentenced  by  the  resident  magistrates 
at  Ballaghaderrin,  county  Uayo,  Petty 
Seesionn.  to  imprisonment  for  a  month 
and  a  day  for  alleged  obstruction  of  the 

Eilice  in  the  diooharge  of  their  duty  at 
isaaoal,  county  Roloommoo,  and  who 
served  formal  notices  of  appeal  to  the 
next  quarter  sessions  for  the  division, 
which  take  place  at  Athlone  on  the  22nd 
instant,  oan  be  tried  at  a  more  conve- 
nient place  than  Athlone,  which  is  at 
the  opposite  end  of  the  county  to  that 
in  which  the  defendants  reside,  being 
nearly  50  miles  distant ;  whether  he  was 
aware  that  there  will  also  be  Quarter 
Beseions  at  Oastlerea  on  the  29th  Uamh 
for  the  same  division  of  the  ooimty, 
which  is  only  seven  miles  ttom  the 
defendants ;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  defendants  are  too  poor 
to  deft-ay  the  expense  of  travelling  to 
and  attending  at  Athlone.  he  would 
consent  to  a  poHtponement  of  the  cases 
from  Athlone  to  Oastlerea  Quarter  Sbb- 
eions  on  the  39th  instant  ? 

Ub.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  unable 
to  answer  the  Question  on  account  of  in- 
flaffldent  notice. 

Mb.  HATDEN :  As  the  Quarter 
Sessions  meet  on  Friday,  will  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  make  inquiry  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Inquiry  has 
been  made  already,  but  I  have  not 
received  information  that  would  enable 
me  to  anawer  the  question. 

DINUZULXJ. 
Ma.  WALTER  M'LAREN  (Cheshire, 
Crewe)  asked  the  Under  tjecretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he  was 
aware  that  it  is  impoaaible  to  set  down 
the  appeal  against  the  validity  of  the 
warrant  on  behalf  of  Dinuzulu,  for  which 
leave  has  been  obtained,  until  the  record 
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ha^  been  sent  hv  the  Natal  Be^strar 
direct  to  the  Registrar  of  the  Priv^ 
Council ;  whether  the  Order  io  Oounoil 
granting  leave  to  appeal  wa«  seat  out  to 
Natal  by  Messrs.  Lougbboroug^h  and 
G«dge.  solicitors  or  air»nts  in  the  ease, 
on  the  day  they  reoeived  it,  a  month 
ago.  and  whether  eveiythin^  has  been 
done  on  their  part,  and  on  the  part  of 
DinuEulu's  friends,  to  push  on  the 
appeal;  and,  whether,  in  these  oiroum- 
stanoes,  the  Governmsnt  intend  to  take 
advantage  of  this  technicality  and  allow 
the  trial  to  take  place,  or  whether  they 
will  rather  give  time  for  the  appeal  to 
be  heard  ? 

Baron  H.  db  WORMS :  The  reply 
to  the  first  paragraph  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's  Question  is  io  the  affirmative  ;  and 
as  regards  the  second  paragraph,  the 
Sscretsry  of  State  has  no  iuformation. 
In  anawer  to  the  last  parajipraph,  I  may 
say  thatthisisnot  a  matter  of  technicality, 
as  the  result  of  the  appeal  in  no  way 
affects  the  competency  of  the  Commis- 
sion to  try  the  oase,  I  can  only  refer 
the  hon.  Member  to  the  answers  which 
I  have  already  given  in  the  House  to 
himself  and  other  hon.  Members, 
especially  to  that  which  I  gave  him  on 
the  8th  inst. 

working  hours  in  the  qovebn- 
ment  dooktards. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversham)  asked  the  Firet  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  whether  he  would 
consider  the  possibility  of  rearranging 
the  working  hours  at  the  dockyards,  so 
as  to  enable  the  men  to  leave  work  at 
5  p.m  during  the  summer  months  ? 

Tfb  first  lord  of  thk  ADMI- 
RALTT(Lord  Q.  Hahtltok,  Middlesex, 
Ealiogl :  This  question  is  under  con- 
sideration ;  but  at  present  there  is  no 
intention  of  causing  work  to  ceoae  in 
the  summer  before  6. SO  p.m.  Such  an 
arrangement  would  be  detrimental  to 
the  wage-earning  power  of  the  men, 
especially  if  the  system  of  task-work  be 
extended. 


raid  on  a  workman's  club. 
Me.  CUNINGHAMB  ORAHAM 
(Lanarkshire,  N.W.)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
if  he  has  now  any  information  to  lay 
before  the  House  as  to  the  alleged  raid 
on  a  workman's  club  by  the  police  on 


jo^CjOogle 


133 


CaptoM 


|Uai 


tjaturda;,  after  a  parade  of  Jewish  un- 
emplo jed  f 

Thk  8ECB£TABT  of  STATE  fob 
TBI  HOUK  DEPABTHENT  (Mr. 
Hatthkwb)  :  I  am  jofonned  by  the 
Gommisuoner  of  Police  that  there 
WBB  no  raid  vhaterer,  but  the  police 
were  themMlvee  aoeanlted,  and  a  case 
ie  now  pending  before  a  magiatrate. 
Until  the  facta  are  aaoertained  at  the 
trial,  it  would  obvioDely  be  improper 
that  I  aboold  make  an;  further  rtate- 
ment  on  the  subject. 

THE  SPECIAL  COHUI8S10K. 

Ha.  T.  U.  HEALT  (liongfard,  N.) 
in  rising  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Hume  Department  tbe  name  of 
any  risitor  admitted  to  see  the  prieoner 
John  Daly  at  Chatham  Prison  since  the 
passing  of  the  b>peoial  Oommiaaiou  Act, 
iSfttt ;  tbe  reaeoij  fur  the  visit;  whether 
it  took  place  without  the  preoenoe  of 
warders;  and,  in  what  manner  and  on 
whac  grounds  tbe  permission  to  visit 
was  granted,  said,  that  be  had  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  the  Home  Secre- 
tary desiring  him  to  puetpoue  the  quaa- 
tiun  until  be  obtained  details.  Might 
be  ask  whether  the  information  was  not 
at  tbe  Hume  Office  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  no  in- 
furmatiuD  at  tbe  Home  Office.  I  have 
asked  lor  the  details. 

Sia  W.  HARCOURT  tDerby)  :  May 
I  ask  wbutber  tbe  right  boo.  Gentleman 
cannot  obtsiu  the  iufurmatioh  from  tbe 
Priaon  Commissioners,  and  whether  the 
Priaon  Comuiesiouers  are  not  under  tbe 
same  roof  aa  tbe  right  boa.  gentle- 
man F 

Mb.  MATTHEWS;  The  question 
put  to  me  asks  information  aa  to  whether 
tbe  interview  took  place  in  the  presence 
of  warders.  luformatiun  on  euch  facta 
could  only  be  ascertained  through  tbe 
Governor. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HRALY  :  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give  the  names  of  any 
person  or  persons  admitted  to  see  the 
dynamitard,  John  Doty,  since  the  Special 
CommiasJou  Act  was  passed  ? 

Hb.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  not  the 
materials  with  me  to  enable  me  to 
answer  that  question  accurately,  and  I 
told  tbe  hon.  Gentleman  that  if  he  post- 
poned bis  question,  1  could  give  bim  a 
full  and  not  a  jiartial  answer. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  Then  X  aball 
put  tbe  question  in  another  form.    Was 
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Mr.  Richard  Pigott  allowed  to  see  John 
Daly  in  prison  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  Mr.  Biobard 
Pigott  did  —  I  am  speaking  ftom 
memory,  I  am  not  quits  sure  I  am 
correct— in  the  month  of  December  last 
visit  John  Daly  in  Chatham  Prison  at 
the  prisoner'a  own  request.  Tbe  visit 
was  a  private   visit  under  tbe    prison 

Mb.  T.  M.  H£ALY  :  I  sbaU  put  a 
furthsr  question  on  this  subject. 

DITIBIONAl.  COUUI8BI0NBBS. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Obief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant  of  Ireland  whether  tbe  newty 
named  Divisional  Commissioners  had 
their  appointmente  as  Resident  Magia- 
trates  cancelled  by  the  Lord  Lieuteant: 
whether,  thereupon,  they  were  imme- 
diately re-created  magistrates  for  their 
various  counties  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor; if  BO,  will  they  be  obliged  to 
confine  their  fuucdons  to  certain  Petty 
Sessions  districts,  as  was  ruled  in  tha 
cose  of  Mr.  James  Byrne,  of  Mallow ; 
and,  what  Petty  Sessions  districts  hava 
they  selected  to  act  tor  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOTJB  :  It  is  tlie  oaso 
that  the  Divisional  Commiuionets  are 
to  have  their  appointments  as  Besident 
Ma^trates  cancelled;  also  that  I  am, 
advised  that  they  will  be  appointed  by 
tbe  Lord  Chancellor  to  tbe  Uommission 
of  the  Peace  for  the  particular  counties 
comprised  in  their  reapeotive  divisions. 
They  will  not  adjudicate  in  any  Petty 
Sessions  district,  their  duties  having 
been  all  along  purely  executive. 

Da.  TANM!^ :  Is  it  the  intention  of 
tbe  Qovemment  to  bring  in  a  Bill  deal- 
ing with  this  question  T 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  Speaking 
without  notice  of  tbe  question,  my  iu- 
presaion  is  that  a  Bill  will  not  be  neces- 
sary for  tbe  purpose  of  tbe  proposed 
change. 

Da.  TANKEB:  Are  Her  Majeaty'a 
Uoveroment  going  to  keep  their  worttf 
*Mb.  SPJjl^ULEB :  Urder,  order ! 

QAFTAIN  SEQRATE. 
Db.  tanner  :  I  beg  to  ask  tfao 
Under  Secretary  for  the  0(donieB 
whether  facilities  will  be  afforded  at  th» 
Qovemment  Offices  for  Cape  Colony  to 
search  tbe  columns  of  tbe  Cap*  OtattUf 
with  tbe  object  of  ascertaining  why  Hr. 
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O'Nail  S««raTe  wu  oblig^ed  to    retiie 
from  th«  (^pa  Uouoted  lafantrr  ? 

Babok  H.  di  W0EM8 :  iftie  noti- 
fioation  in  the  Copt  Vautl*  is  as 
follows: — 

"Colonial  Secretwy'sOMce, 

Oape  Town,  Oape  of  Qood  Hope, 
Jnly  20,  I88A. 
Hit  EzaeQeiioy  ttie  Qovanior,  with  the  ad- 
vice  of  the  Executive  Oooncil,  hu  been  pleMed 
to  approve  the  following  altention  is  the  Cape 
In(  intry  Betttment :  — 

■  The  aervioea  of  Iieat«iant  O'Ndl  Senave 
are  diapenaed  with.  Dated  the  16th  of  July, 
ISSS.' 

JoHK  Tddhopb,  Colonial  Becretar;." 
I  shall  be  happj  to  give  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber the  faeihtiea  he  desires  for  seeing 
the  Capt  GaittU,  should  he  still  wish  to 
do  BO.  No  answer  haa  as  yet  been  re- 
veired  from  the  Oape  in  reply  to  the 
telegraphio  inquiry  as  to  the  cause  of 
Mr.  Segrare's  dismissal.  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  put  a  further  question  on 
Thursday,  I  will  give  him  the  informa- 
tion, should  I  have  then  receired  it. 

Sib  W.  HAROOUET  :  I  have  to  aak 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
Captain  Segrare's  salary  will  be  upon 
the  Vote  on  Aocount,  and  whether  that 
Tote  on  Account  will  be  taken  without 
any  reasons  being  given  with  reference 
to  the  matter  on  which  the  interrogation 
haa  been  made  ? 

BuoK  H.  DB  WOBUB:  It  will  not 
he  upon  the  Colonial  Estimates. 

Sib  W.  HABOOUHT  :  WiU  it  be  oi 
the  Vote  on  Aooount  of  the  Irish  Esti 
mates? 

MB.A.J.BALPOTrB:  Mr.  Segrave 
is  still  a  Besident  Magistrate  in  Ireland: 
and  will  remain  a  Seaideut  Magistrate 
until  there  is  some  evidence  to  show 
that  he  ought  to  be  dismissed,  and,  he 
being  a  Besident  Magistrate,  I  presume 
hia  salary  will  be  provided 
Vote.      

U&.  SEXTON:  May  I  ask  whether 
the  Agent  General  of  the  Cape  Colony, 
in  sending  a  copy  of  the  OfflcuU  OaaetU, 
has  not  stated  that  Lieutenant  Se- 
grave'a  aervioee  would  not  have  been 
dimenaed  with  unless  he  had  been 
guuty  of  some  grave  oS^nce;  and 
whemer  under  these  oircumstanoea 
Captain  S^rave  will  be  continued  as 
a  Besident  Magiatrate  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  i«ally  am 
amaied  at  the  prinoipleeof  justioe  whioh 
appear   to    animate     hon.    Gentlemen 
mDr.  ThfMMT 
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opposite.  I  have  done  my  best  to  get 
full  information  regarding  Mr.  Se- 
grave's  career  in  South  ASriott,  and  if 
there  has  been  any  delay  due  to  any 
office  in  this  country,  that  is  not  at  the 
door  of  the  Irish  Offioe,  but  at  the  door 
of  the  Colonial  Office,  and  I  hope  it 
will  be  on  the  head  of  my  right  hon. 
Kriend  near  me  that  all  the  vials  of  the 
wrath  of  the  hon.  Oei^lemen  below  the 
Gangway  will  be  poured  in  regard  to 
this  matter.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  think 
that  I,  as  responsible  for  the  Irish 
Government,  am  going  to  dismiss  any 
servant  of  the  Iriah  Oovemment  until 
full  partioulara  have  been  obtained  with 
regard  to  the  offence  of  which  he  is 
aoouaed,  they  are  entirely  mistaken. 

8m  W.  HAHOOnBT :  May  I  ask 
whether  all  these  circumstances  were  not 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  December  19  last; 
and  when  he  seeks  to  evade  responsi- 
bility, when  he  disclaims  responsibility, 
for  the  Irish  Offioe,  I  would  ask  tha 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether,  after  the 
lapse  of  three  months,  he  is  not  at 
prea«nt  in  possession  of  that  informa- 
tion which  haa  been  asked  for  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  made  a 
request  to  the  Colonial  Secretary  for 
information,  and  I  have  not  got  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  thati  have 
no  direct  means  of  communioatiag  with 
the  Cape  Govamment.  Any  further 
question  'on  the  subject  should  be 
addressed  to  my  right  hon.  Friend. 

SibW.  HABCOUBT:  Then  I  wiU 
ask  th9  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
why,  if  he  was  requested  three  montba 
ago  lo  inquire  into  this  matter,  he  has 
not  dona  so  ? 

BABOJf  H.  as  WOEMS :  The  only 
answer  is  that  the  request  was  made 
to  the  Cape  Gtivemment.  [{7rMi  »/ 
"When?"] 

Baboit  H.  de  WOBMS  :  At  the  time, 
and  repeated  since  by  telegraph.  It  was 
repeated  again  to-day. 

Da.  TANNEB  :  If  a  question  is  sent 
by  telegraph,  why  cannot  an  anawer  be 
received  by  wire  ? 

Basov  H.  db  WOBMS :  An  answer 
might  ba  received  by  telegraph  if  it  bad 
been  sent. 

IRELAND—THE  BAKROW  DBAINAQE 


Mb.  W.  a.  MAODONALD  (Queen's 
County) :   I  begto  aak  the  Chief  Seors' 
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-tary  .to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whe^er  he  has  received  &  oopy  of  the 
-reeolntion  passed  hy  the  Queen's  Couatr 
Grand  Jury  at  Maryborough,  in  which 
they  expreul;  endorse  the  resotutionB 
adopted  Dy  the  public  meeting  previously 
beld  at  Portarlinvton,  which  reeolutions 
'Condemned  the  Government  scheme  for 
the  drainage  of  the  Barrow  by  means 
of  embanEments,  aud  advocated  the 
aoheme  recommended  by  Lord  Oastle- 
tovn'fl  OommiMion ;  and,  whether,  in 
Jaoe  of  this  seoond  expression  of  opinion 
trota.  the  locality  interested,  he  intends 
to  adhere  to  the  scheme  embodied  in  bis 
BiU  of  last  year  ? 

Us.  A.  X  BALFOUB :  As  at  present 
advised  I  do  not  propose  to  altar  the 
«oheme. 

BIK.  WILSON  AND  THE  IRISH  POLICE. 

Mb.  JOHN  ELLIS  CNottiugham, 
Bushclifie  Division] :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  Is  aware  that  the 
bon.  Member  forthe  Holmfirth  Division, 
-whilst  takins  a  walk  with  Mrs.  Wilson 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  Oweedore 
Hotel,  on  Saturday  16tb  instant,  was 
persistently  followed  about  by  two 
armed  oonstables;  whether,  when  the 
don.  Member  shortly  after  took  a  oar 
for  a  drive  with  Mrs.  Wilson,  three 
armed  constables  monnted  another  oar 
and  persistently  followed  them  for  some 
time;  and,  what  waa  the  object  of  this 
police  supervision  ? 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  -.  This  is  one 
of  the  questions  with  regard  to  which  I 
have  not  yet  received  information. 

BALLYOOTTON   PIBE. 

Mb.  lane  CCork  County,  E.]:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
if  be  can  state  approximately  the  cost 
of  earning  out  tne  alterations  recom- 
mended by  Mr.  Wolfe  Barry  on  Bally- 
cotton  Fier;  and,  what  has  been  the 
oost  of  the  other  repairs  and  alterations 
executed  on  this  pier  by  the  Board  of 
Works  since  their  engineer  certified  in 
186S  that  the  pier  was ' '  a  perfectly  sound 
and  stable  marine  work  ?  [Tuesday, 
i9th  MarohJ^ 

Tkk  SEOEETART  to  xhs  IBEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  J^OKfiON,  Leeds,  N.): 
Until  a  detailed  and  complete  speoifioa- 
tion  of  the  works  recommenaed  by 
Hr.  Barry  has  been  made  it  will  not 


be  possible  to  frame  any  estimate  for 
their  probable  cost.  It  has  not  been 
necessary  to  expend  any  money,  and 
no   money   has  been   expended  on  the 

Sier  einoe  its  transfer  to  the  Grand 
ury  in  1SS8.  The  Board  of  Works 
hold  that  it  was,  and  is,  a  perfectly 
sound  and  stable  marine  work,  having 
stood  the  moat  severe  storm  with- 
out showing  the  slightest  failure  or 
weakness.  The  only  expenditure  ainoe 
the  transfer  to  the  Grand  Jury  has 
been  for  the  removal  of  some  rubble 
stones  from  the  bed  of  the  harbour 
(£ll  3fi.  5d.],  and  for  labour  in  oon- 
nection  with  the  examinatioD  duriag  Mr. 
Wolfe  Bany'e  inquirv  (£30  lis.  3d.). 

Mb.  LANE :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  is  afactthat 
the  Beport  which  was  submitted  to  this 
House  has  not  vet  been  issued  to  Mem- 
bers, and  whether  there  is  not  ground 
for  the  rumour  that  this  Beport  has 
been  sent  back  during  the  course  of 
printing  to  the  Irish  Omoe  for  revision  7 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  am  not  quite  sure 
whether  I  am  sorry  or  glad  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  put  the  question,  because 
really  it  contains  an  imputation  upon 
the  Board  of  Works  and  the  Treasury, 
which  I  think  it  is  extremely  desirable 
to  remove.  I  told  the  hon.  Member, 
when  I  laid  the  Beport  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House,  that  it  was  that  day  sent 
to  the  printers,  and  it  has  not,  therefore, 
been  sent  back  to  the  Board  of  Works, 
and  the  delay  in  issuing  it  rests  entirely 
with  the  printer,  and  not  with  the  De< 
partment. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HBALT:  May  I  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  anything  is 
being  done  to  prevent  the  delays  of  the 

K Inter,  of  which  constant  complaints  are 
ing  made  F 

Mb.  JAOeSON :  As  one  who  knows 
something  of  the  difficulties  with  which 
the  printer  has  to  contend  at  this  season 
of  the  year,  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  stand 
up  in  bis  defenoe,  and  say  it  is  almost 
impossible  for  him  to  get  through  the 
work  which  falls  upon  him  this  fort- 
night. The  House  decided  that  this 
work  should  be  let  by  contract  to  one 
printer,  and  the  whole  of  the  printing 
for  the  Estimates  of  the  Army,  the 
NavT,  and  the  Civil  Service,  and  the 
whole  of  the  other  papers  in  the  ooorae 
of  distribution  to  Members,  has  to  be 
done  bv  this  one  firm,  and  for  about  a 
fortnight  it  is  not  too  much  to  say  that 


JoyCjOOglC 


139  HuLongridg*  {00MM0N8| 

the  men  are  almoBt  worked  beyond  their 

rtver  of  endurance.    I  say  this  because 
believe  the;  have  done  the  very  best 
they  can. 


Qvm. 
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GAMBUNa  AT  TATrERSALL'S. 

Hr.  S.  8UITH  (Flintshire):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Home  Secretary  whether  his 
attentioQ  has  been  drawn  tu  the  follow- 
ing remarks  uf  Mr.  Justice  Manisty,  as 
reported  in  the  Timtt  of  March  12,  on 
the  subject  of  gambling — 

"  Ha  did  nut  hesitate  t}  lay,  from  hii 
periencu  as  s  Judf^e,  that  there  wsi  no  net 
evil  in  society,  and  qoii«  vhieh  caosed  id 
vmwy  and  min  in  fsmiliei.  ...  He  conld  not 
see  why,  when  patty  betting  hooMs  were  pnt 
down  by  loToe,  I'tttteraall'i  shoald  be  spared, 


and  whether  the  Govemment  are  pre- 
pared to  give  effect  to  the  recommenda- 
tion therein  nade  1 

Mk.  MATTHEWS:  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  remarks  of 
Ur  Juatios  Manisty.  The  subject  of 
gambling  has  been  frequently  under 
the  Donsideration  of  the  Ijegislature,  and 
waa  finally  dealt  with  by  16  and  17  Vic, 
0.  119,  the  Statute  to  which,  1  presume, 
the  learned  Judge  alludes.  The  ques- 
tion whether  the  establishment  at  Tat- 
tersall's  fialls  within  the  provisions  of 
that  Statute  is  one  which,  so  tar  as  I 
know,  has  never  yet  been  raised,  and 
which  appears  to  admit  of  some  doubt. 
It  ia  open  to  anyone  interested  in  the 
matter  to  raise  it.  The  Government  are 
not  of  opinion  that  further  legialation 
on  the  subjeot  is  necMsary,  or  that  the 
pubtio  interests  call  for  any  special  in- 
terference on  their  part. 

THE  HIBLEY  SCHOOL  FOUNDATION. 
Bib  W.  foster  iDerby,  Ilkeston) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Pen- 
rith whether  the  Oharity  OommissionerB 
hare  it  in  contemplation  to  hold  a  pub- 
lic inquiry  at  Bisley  in  connection  with 
the  draft  scheme  recently  issued  for 
Sisley  Schools;  and,  if  >o,  whether  the 
inqiury  will  be  held  at  some  hour  in  the 
evening,  so  as  to  give  the  industrial 
olasaea  a  full  opportunity  of  stating  their 
tiewa  on  the  scheme  t 

Ms.  J.  W.  LOWTHBB :  On  the 
Sth  of  this  month  the  Oharity  Oom- 
missioners  directed  that  a  publia  inquiry 
•honid  be  held  (under  the  proviuoni  of 
Jaekttn 


aeotiona  3.^  and  50  of  the  EndoweA 
Schools  Act,  1869)  concerning  the  draft 
scheme  which  has  been  puolished  for 
the  Bialey  School  foundation ;  and  they 
have  already  iaatructed  the  Aasistant 
Commissioners,  to  whom  the  duty  of 
holding  this  inquiry  is  committed,  to- 
arrange  for  an  evening  sitting  for  the- 
conveuience  of  the  working  claeees. 

LABOUa  IN  INDIAN  FACTOEIES. 

Mn.  J.  MACLEAN  (Oldham) :  I  beg- 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  any  reply  has  yet  been 
received  from  the  Oovernment  of  India 
to  the  inquiries  of  the  Secretary  of  Stat& 
as  to  the  expediency  of  amending  the 
law  for  the  regulation  of  labour  iik 
Indian  factories  ? 

Sib  J.  aOBST  :  Tes,  Sir ;  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  has  been  informed  by  tele- 
graph that  the  Government  of  India's 
report  on  the  Factory  Act  was  deapatcheti 
by  the  mail  of  the  6th  of  March. 

THE  LONQBIDOE  GUK. 

Ma.  GEHALD  BALFOUE  (Leedsr 
Central):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  War  Office  whether  it 
is  the  case  that  a  Longridge  gun,  differ- 
ing in  no  material  respect  from  th» 
original  design  of  the  inventor,  was- 
made  at  the  Abouohoff  Works,  in 
Hnssia;  that  thiagun  fired  l,000roundB 
of  battering  charges;  that  it  was  then 
taken  to  pieces,  the  wire  being  unwound 
and  re-  wound  on  a  new  A  tube  replaced 
in  the  original  jacket,  and  waa  at  this- 
moment  in  the  course  of  firing  a  second 
set  of  1,000  rounds,  of  which  SOI]  bad 
already  been  fired ;  that  the  gun  waa- 
made  in  about  half  the  time  of  an  or- 
dinary built-up  gun,  and  cost  two -thirds 
of  the  money ;  and  that  the  moat  de- 
tailed information  respecting  it  is  in  the- 
poBsession  of  the  Director  of  Artillery  ^ 
and  wh6tber,'if  this  be  so,  he  is  prepai«d 
to  cause  fresh  experiments  to  be  made, 
with  a  view  of  testing  the  merits  of  the- 
Longridge  gnn  ? 

The  financial  SEORETAEY  to- 
THK  WAE  OFFICE  (Mr.  BaornicK, 
Surrey,  Guildford) :  Detailed  reports- 
on  thia  gun  have  been  received  only 
within  the  last  few  days,  and  have  been 
remitted  to  the  Ordaauoe  Oommittee- 
for  report.  We  must  await  that  Ke- 
port  before  coming  to  any  further  dbci- 
sion. 
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AFFAIB8  AT  TANGIER. 
Dft.  CAMEBON  (Glasgow,  GoUege 
Division) :  I  beg  tn  ask  the  Under  Sec- 
retarj  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
vhether  hie  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  Beuter's  telegram,  dated  Tangier, 
March  16th,  to  the  effect  that  the 
Hoorish  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs 
had  sent  a  messenger  to  the  Sultan's 
Court  to  inform  His  Uiy'eety  that  the 
British  Channel  Squadron  had  oome  to 
Tangier  to  support  the  demands  of  the 
British  Minister  with  regard  to  the  oable 
and  other  claims,  and  that  it  was  re- 
ported that  the  squadron  would  not 
leave  until  the  Siutaa's  answer  was 
received  ;  and  whether  it  is  tn:e  that  a 
British  Squadron  had  gone  to  Tangier 
to  support  demands  of  the  British 
Minister ;  and,  if  so,  what  demands  ? 

•Ths  UNDEE  8ECEETABY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOEEIGN  AFFAIBS  {Sir 
J.  FsHBVnaov,  Hanohester,  N.E.) : 
Some  ships  of  the  Cliaunel  Squadron 
have  gone  to  Tangier.  There  are 
certain  serious  questions  unsettled 
between  the  Shereefian  Government 
and  that  of  Her  Uajeety,  espe- 
oiall;  the  treacherous  murder  at  Cape 
Jab;  of  a  Briiish  subject  b;  some 
of  the  Sultan'e  soldiers,  as  well  as  the 
prohibition  to  allow  the  submarine  cable 
to  be  repaired.  I  cannot  enter  into 
these  questions  further,  as  the;  are  still 
under  discussion  between  thetwo  Govern- 
ments. 

THB  miBH  POLICE  AND  THE 
NATIONAL  LEAGUE, 

Mi.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  j  I  beg  to 
«ak  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lieutenant  of  Ireland,  if  he  can  state 
what  grounds  Sergeant  Kell;  had  for 
the  beuef  that  a  meeting  of  the  Fermoy 
branoh  of  the  Irish  Mational  League 
waa  about  being  held  on  the  occasion 
when  he  (with  several  other  policemen) 
intruded  on  the  premises  of  the  Fermoy 
Young  Ireland  Society,  and  remained 
there  despite  the  protests  of  the  officers 
and  members  of  that  Societv;  and, 
whether  this  action  on  the  part  of  Sergeant 
Kallj  waa  in  accordance  with  theinstruc- 
tions  issaed  to  the  Constabulatr  ? 

Hb.  A.  J.  BALFOUH :  It  would  be 
manifest!;  inconvenient  and  likel;  to 
defeat  the  ends  of  justice,  to  state  the 
ground  or  the  sort  of  informadon  on 
which  the  police  act  in  taking  steps  in 
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cases  where  a  breach  of  the  law  Is  antici- 
pated. It  is  the  duty  of  the  police  to 
take  all  such  lawful  steps  as  the  oircum' 
stances  of  each  case  may  reqnire. 


M.OTIOIfS. 

PDBLIC  BUSINESS. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Mr.  Speaker,  with 
regard  to  the  Motion  od  the  Paper  ia 
the  name  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury as  to  financial  business,  I  should 
like  to  point  out  that  it  contains  fiv» 
distinct  propositions,  and  I  wish  to  know 
whether,  in  accordance  with  the  practice 
of  the  House,  the  Motion  ought  not  to 
have  been  in  paragraph  form  and  eat^h 
proposition    put    separately    from    the 

*Ub.  SPEAKER:  It  is  one  proposi- 
tion. I  do  not  see  anything  unusual  or 
improper  in  the  Motion  as  it  stands. 

,  Sib  W.HARCODRT:  I  understand 
that,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Eules  of  Pro- 
cedure, the  Rules  of  the  House  may  be 
discussed  and  voted  upon  each  paragraph 
separatelv. 

*Mk.  SPEAKER:  That  would  b& 
contrary  to  the  statement  I  have  just 
made.  Of  course,  Amendments  may  he 
moved,  but  I  shall  put  the  Motion  as 
one. 

Sib  W.  HABCOUET  :  May  I  ask 
whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  each 
of  the  Eules  of  Procedure  was  dealt 
with  and  divided  upon  saparately  ? 

*Mb.  speaker  :  My  observation  did 
not  apply  to  the  whole  of  the  Eules,_but 
to  each  individual  Bule  which  contained 


the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  put  the  House  into 
a  difficulty.  A  Member  may  not  taks 
the  same  view  of  one  part  of  a  Motion 
that  he  does  of  another  par^ 

*Mb.  speak  EB  :  I  do  not  think  any 
difficulty  will  arise.  Any  hon.  Mem- 
ber can  move  to  omit  any  portion  of  the 
Motion. 

•The  first  LORD  of  thk  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith.  Strand,. 
Westminster) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  now 
to  move — 

"That  until  the  proceedings  oa  tbe  Sapple- 
mentary  &tiiiuite»,  1668-69,  tha  ExeasMS, 
1687-68,  and  the  Vote  on  Aooount  for  1869-90 
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ral  staKea  of  the  Coiuolidatod  Fund  Bill,  i  naohed  before  I  o'clock  in  the  mominf , 
''^       —    .  y    afForj  tbn  aame  tarmB  of  oonciliation  to 


.And  Kotic«a  of  Motion  on  erery  day  for  vhici 
thejr  are  anointed.  The  provJBionB  of  Stand- 
ing  Order  No.  53  shall  he  extended  to  any  day 

'On  which  the  (aid  Votes  are  Bet  dowD.  Sudi 
financi*!  bnameag  may  be  entered  uponatanj 
hour,  thoiuh  opposed,  and  ahall  not  he  toter- 
mpted  ander  the  provisions  of  any  Standing 
Order  rwnlttting  the  rittings  of  the  House,  ex- 
cept of  Standing  Order  No.  5.  But  after  snob 
(■rocwdiiiKB  are  disposed  of  no  oopoaed  hnsinesi 

.rfiaU  hitatea."  ^^^ 

I  regret  that  I  am  ander  the  neoeesit; 
■of  moving  thU  Motion,  bnt,  as  I  have 
already  stated,  it  is  imperatire  npon  the 
Oovernment  to  make  provision  for  the 
■eervices  of  the  country.  By  introducing 
the  Consolidated  Fund  Bill  to-day  we 
ehall  be  able  to  insert  in  it  on  Thnraday 
*he  provision  as  to  the  Tote  on  Aooount. 
This  is  not  a  Uotion  brought  forward 
Jor  the  oonvenienoe  of  the  Government, 
bnt  in  the  interests  of  the  service  of  the 
oountry,  and  whether  hon.  Members 
approve  the  course  whioh  I  now  suggest 
or  not,  it  is  hut  right  that  we  should 
make  provision  for  the  service  of  the 
■oanntry.  That  provision  cannot  be 
regularly  and  adequately  made  unless 
we  take  the  Vote  on  Account  on  Thurs- 
day next.  The  business  on  the  Paper 
for  this  Evening  Sitting  will,  of  course, 
be  superseded  if  my  Uotion  is  agreed  to. 
But  I  may  say  with  regard  to  the  first 
Motion,  which  stands  in  the  name  of 
i;he  hon.  Member  for  Morpeth  (Mr. 
Bart)  and  which  deals  with  mining 
royalties,  that  the  Gh>vemment  have  oon- 
flidered  it,  and,  althoagh  they  are 
not  prepared  to  accept  it  in  the 
terms  laid  down  by  toe  hon.  Mem- 
ber, they  are  prepued  to  accept 
-it  in  substance.  As  to  the  second  Mo- 
tion, whioh  stands  in  the  name  of  the 
ton.  Member  for  Woolwich  (Colonel 
Hughes),  we  are  of  opinion  that 
upon  the  whole  the  hon.  (ifentleman  is 
right  in  asking  for  a  judicial  inquiir 
into  the  circumstances  under  which 
workmen  entered  in  the  Hoyal  Ar- 
«enal,  Woolwich,  and  other  Govern- 
-ment  establish menta  between  December 
17,  1861,  and  June  4,  187u,  have  been 
iiitherto  refused  the  benefits  of  the 
Superannuation  Acta.  The  thttd  Mo- 
tion on  this  evening's  paper  is  that  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Q. 
'TreveJyanJ,  but  I  think  itwill  be  gene- 
rally admitted  that  ia  the  ordinary 
'AOOTse  of  things  it  oonld  not  bare  been 
Mr.  W.  R.  SmUh 


hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  Bills  on  the 
paper  for  to-morrow ;  but  1  venture  to 
say  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton  ( Mr.  Bradlaugh )  that  he  has  hitherto 
been  so  suoceBsfut  in  obtaining  days 
for  the  discussion  of  matters  in  whioh  he 
is  inteiested  that  I  think  in  this  instanoe 
he  may  well  submit  to  the  necessity 
whioh  is  imposed  upon  us.  In  the  event 
of  Supply  not  being  concluded  to-mor- 
row we  propose  tooonelude  it  on  Thurs- 
day. The  Financial  Bill  will  be  read  a 
first  time  to-day.  It  will  then  receive  & 
second  reading,  and  iu  Committee  we 
propose  to  introduce  as  an  Amendment 
a  provision  for  the  Vote  on  Aooount  and 
such  Votes  as  may  be  taken  to-night  and 
to-morrow,  ho  as  to  report  the  Bill  in 
the  House  on  Monday  next.  We  shall 
then  be  able  to  read  the  Bill  a  third  time 
on  Tuesdav,  and  that  is  the  latest  day  on 
whioh  it  will  be  possible  to  comply  with 
the  financial  regulations  of  the  country. 
Under  these  droumstanoea,  I  trust  the 
House  will  aooept  this  Motion  and  pro- 
ceed with  the  discussion  oi  the  Esti- 
mates, having  due  regard  to  their  pro- 
portional interest  to  the  country  and 
apportioning  tame  accordingly. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  until  the  Proceedings  on  the  Supple- 
mentary Eatimates  1883-9,  the  Exoessee  I8S7-8, 
and  the  Vote  on  Accoont  for  ISSS-SO  in  the 
Committees  of  Supply  and  Wsys  and  Means. 
and  on  Report  Uierefrom,  and  the  several 
stages  at  the  Oonsolidated  Fund  Bill,  are  ooa- 
oluded,  the  Proceedings  thereon  shall  have  pre- 
cedence of  other  Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices 
of  Moiiona  on  every  day  for  which  they  are 
appointed.  The  provisions  of  Standing  Order 
No.  66  shall  be  extended  to  any  day  on  whioh 
the  Bald  Votes  are  set  down.  Suoh  Elnandal 
Bosineffi  may  be  entered  upon  at  any  hour, 
though  oppoaed,  and  shall  not  be  interrupted 
under  the  provitione  of  any  Standing  Chder 
legnlatin^  the  Sittings  of  the  House,  except 
of   Standing  Older   No.  5.     But  after   so^ 


•Mil.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
If  a  soft  speech  oould  turn  away  wrath, 
1  quite  adinit  that  the  right  hoa.  Gen- 
tleman has  made  hie  proposal  in  as  s-ift 
andkindlyafaahionaait  was  possible  to 
do  it ;  and  so  far  as  my  hoD.  rMend  the 
Member  for  Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt)  is  oon- 
ceraed— he,  no  doubt,  will  presently  ax- 
press  lus  view — it  does  •eeoi  to  me  to  go 
a  long  way  to  dtaann  oppodtion,  so  ax 
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«s  the  very  importuit  Motion  standiog 
for  this  eveDiDg  is  conoemed.  Tha 
right  hon.  Oentlemsn  aays  the  queBdon 
«uDmitt«d  to  the  Houm  is  not  for  the 
Government,  but  for  the  oountrj  ;  bat  lie 
forgets  the  countrj'  has  no  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  an  opinion  upon  it. 
I  think  I  might  answer,  at  any  rate,  for 
the  Members  vho  sit  around  me,  that  if 
we  thought  the  First  Lord  vaa  going  to 
give  au  opportnsity  to  the  oouotry,  if — 
after  proriding  the  financial  means  of 
government  for  the  moment — he  in- 
tended to  give  the  country  an  oppor- 
tunity of  generally  ezpreasiag  a  verdiot, 
partially  expressed  at  Kenoington  the 
other  day,  I  think  I  might  then  promise 
him  we  would  withdraw  all  opposition 
to  hie  Motion.  He  was  good  enough  to 
«ay,  in  equally  kindly  fashion,  some 
words  as  to  my  good  fortune  in  the 
ballot.  It  he  would  undertake  to  give 
luy  Bill,  which  stands  first  for  to- 
tnorrow,  that  preoedenoe  on  some  other 
day  it  obtained  by  good  fortune  in  ^e 
ballot,  but  whioh  it  now  toees  entirely, 
then  I  oould  understand  the  appli- 
cability uf  his  address  porsooally  to 
myself.  Bat  the  effeot  of  the  Motion  is 
to  take  away  the  time  from  private 
Members.  On  ever^  oonoeivable  pre- 
tence the  rights  of  private  Members  and 
the  House  are  oonstantly  being  taken 
away.  I  deny  that  the  present  Qorem- 
ment  has  any  rijfht  to  aj^  the  House  for 
the  indulgenoe  it  sow  seeks.  What  is 
the  case  presented  by  the  First  Lord  ? 
The  case  is  that  by  law  they  are  now  in 
a  position  in  which — unless  they  take 
away  the  rights  of  private  Members — 
they  cannot  comply  with  the  law  as  a 
Oovornment  should.  But  they  knew 
that  before  they  fixed  the  date  for  the 
.  assembUng  of  Parliament.  It  is  the  duty 
of  a  Government  not  to  speculate  on 
private  Members'  time,  but,  haring  the 
whole  authority  at  their  own  disposal. 
make  such  reasonable  appropriation 
of  the  time  as  shall  prevent  that  neoes- 
aity.  What  is  the  effect  of  a  Motion 
Jika  this  upon  Members  who  have  bal- 
loted for  Bills  7  Under  the  new  Eule, 
no  Member  having  charge  of  a  private 
Bill  has  the  elightest  prospeot  of  having 
that  Bill  passed  into  law,  unless  on  the 
first  day  of  the  ballot  he  is  able  to  fix  a 
<Iate  BO  that  the  Second  Beading  can  be 
taken  before  Whitsuntide.  So  the  prac- 
tioal  effiict,  when  the  Oovemment  takes 
the  whole  time  tn   this  fashion,   is  to 
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postpone  the  oonsiderataon  of  the  legis- 
lative proposals  submitted  by  private 
Members  until  next  Session.  If  it  were 
a  Motion  for  which  I  oould  ballot  night 
after  night,  the  unoertainties  or  ohanoea 
of  the  ballot  might  modify  the  rigour  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentieman's  Motion ;  but 
[  have  no  ohaooe  of  a  ballot  again  for 
position  for  my  Bill.  I  can  only  do  it  on 
the  first  night  of  the  Session ;  and  if 
No.  I  is  to  be  killed  by  the  Oovemment 
in  this  way,  what  beoomes  of  No.  3, 
No.  3,  and  the  others?  If  the  first 
number haeno  ohsnoe  of  being  submitted 
to  the  judgment  of  the  House,  then  tiie 
ballot,  so  far  as  private  Members  am 
ooocemed,  beoomes  an  entire  sham,  and 
should  be  so  understood  outside.  Not 
only  were  the  Government  late  in  assem- 
bUng Parliament— and  I  am  quite  readv 
to  admit  that  hired  men  have  a  good 
excuse  for  being  late  in  resuming  work  ; 
but  that  is  no  excuse  for  a  Qovsmment 
charged  with  the  administration  of  the 
country — but,  moreover,  it  arose  from 
the  bad  management  of  Government  time 
last  Session.  We  should  not  have  sat 
until  Ohristmaa  Eve  if  the  Government 
had  not  wanted  to  appoint  new  offioiala 
with  new  salaries,  and,  after  having 
wasted  on  their  project  twelve  nights  of 
their  time,  abandoned  their  Bill.  These 
twelve  nights  might  have  been  devoted 
to  Supply,  and  might  have  saved  the 
necessity  of  any  adjourned  Bitting  at 
all.  We  agree  that,  with  Ms  onerous 
duties  as  Leader  of  the  House,  the  First 
Lord  may  well  be  anxious  for  a  pro- 
longed rest,  but  he  has  no  claim  upon 
our  indulgenoe  ou  that  aooouot.  He 
stands  before  the  House  as  having 
wilfully  selected  a  date  for  the  meeting 
of  Parliament  which,  with  no  good 
fortune,  would  leave  him  any  spare  time 
but  what  he  might  obtain  by  taking 
away  from  ppvate  Members  a  right  they 
have  had  fbr  generations,  and  which  haa 
been  attended  with  great  advantage  to 
the  oountry  on  the  whole ;  though  some- 
times,  perhaps,  time  may  have  been 
wasted.  I  stated  yesterday  my  especial 
reaaonsfor  opposing  this  Hotion,and,  on 
a  matter  of  u!ot,  I  found  myself  in  oon- 
fiiot  with  the  Ghanoollor  of  the  Excha- 
quer.  If  he  will  permit  me  to  say  so, 
that  oonfiict  of  tact  is  not  one  on  which 
he  is  in  a  position  to  express  judgmnnt, 
for  I  was  here  and  he  was  not  What 
happened  on  Thursday  ?  To  show  there 
was  no  despotism  on  our  part  to  aggra- 
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Tftte  tli«  diffloultie8  of  the  GoTemment, 
it  is  ratoagh  to  ittmind  the  Hoobo  that 
when  the  Seoretftry  of  Bt&te  for  War 
mode  an  appeal  to  us  not  to  prevent  Mm 
getting  at  unoeiatoOommitteeiiQanyofuB 
— I  tnjaeU  had  a  great  qaestion  to  raise 
— reirained  from  raising  queBtiuntt,  and 
you  soon  left  the  Gbair.  Uunaequentlj 
we  shall  not  be  able  to  raise  thoae  quea- 
tions  we  desire  to  raise  until  particular 
Votes  are  taken  in  Committee.  Perhaps 
neit  Christmas  we  shall  be  told, 
as  we  were  last  Christmas,  that  it  is  too 
late  i  that  everybody  wants  to  get  away ; 
and  we  shall  be  asked  not  to  occupy 
time  then,  seeing  that  we  shall  ha?e  an 
opportunity  of  doing  so  "at  an  early 
day  next  Session  when  Estimates  are 
again  brought  in."  Sir,  it  ie  a  question 
for  the  country.  It  ie  a  question  for  the 
country  when  private  Members'  griev- 
ances shall  be  oonsidered.  Orievanoesused 
to  oome  before  Supply  in  the  old  time, 
but  now,  it  appears,  Supply  ia  to  come 
first,  to  eome'  always,  and  to  come 
clumsily.  Last  year  we  had  six  Votes 
on  Acoount;  indeed,  I  am  not  sure 
whether  there  were  not  more — they  came 
so  often,  that  one  hesitates  to  trust  one's 
memoty.  Nowwearebeginningthesame 
thing,  and  private  Members'  rights  are 
to  be  saorilioed.  On  Thursday  we  fol- 
lowed the  course  pursued  when  we  al- 
lowed the  Secretary  for  War  to  get  into 
Committee  without  opposition,  and  what 
happened  ?  The  Opposition  allowed  the 
Supplementary  Naval  Estimata  to  be 
taken  without  a  word  of  challenge, 
because  we  wanted  to  spars  the  Qovem- 
ment  any  annoyance.  There  was  good 
matter  for  debate,  £llUO,000  gone  to  the 
bottom  of  the  sea,  and  an  item  relating 
to  this  state  being  on  the  Estimate.  I 
had  myself  voluminous  notee,  and  I 
thought  the  matter  might  be  raised,  and 
if  r  had  had  an  idea  that  this 
Thuggism  was  to  be  applied  to  our 
rights  I  should  not  have  hesitated  to 
raise  it.  We  allowed  the  Vote  to  be 
taken  without  challenge  at  all.  There 
was  an  eloquent  and  useful  word  or  two 
from  naval  supporters  of  the  Oovern- 
meut,  but  not  a  word  of  criticism  to 
delay  the  Vote.  The  Vote  for  men  also 
passed  and  the  Vote  for  money  might 
have  been  taken  at  ten  minutes  past  B 
on  Thnrvday,  without  challenge  or  dis- 
jmta.  There  was  no  one  here  to  diniute 
It,  except  myself  and  a  few  other  Mem- 
bera,     weU-mtentioned     towards     the 
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Oovemment  I  am  sorry  to  say.  I 
repeat  it  now.  Four  Members  on  the 
Government  side  rose,  and  madeintereet- 
ing  Bpe«ohes,  and  my  view  frankly  was- 
that  the  (tovemment  were  in  no  hasto  to 
get  this  Vote  taken,  but  they  rather 
wanted  to  delay  it  until  late  in  tb& 
evening,  ao  that  they  might  say  blame- 
rested  on  the  OppositJOD.  Why  did 
they  not  take  the  Vote  when  they  could 
have  taken  it  ?  It  is  utterly  fntile  to- 
say  they  oould  not  have  prevented  their 
followers  ftvm  speaking  with  the  more 
than  willing — the  davont  obedience  they 
yield  to  the  First  Lord.  They  knew 
how  pressed  he  wasfortime;  they  know 
he  was  in  a  corner ;  and  one  sign  through 
the  ordinary  Government  diannels  of 
communication  would  have  stopped 
them,  and,  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  in  the  North,  have  made 
them  "  stifled  Ciceros  "  for  the  time>  I 
ask  the  Qovemmeut  whether  it  is  fair 
to  take  any,  and  in  a  fashion  that  is  not 
reparable,  not  simply  the  plaoee  of 
Members  who  have  Motions  on  the 
paper,  but  to  destroy  their  opportunities 
which  by  the  only  poeaible  ballot 
uf  the  Session  were  secured 
for  submitting  legislative  proposals 
to  the  House  and  country  ?  I  do  nut 
pretend  to  deal  as  I  would  elsewhere 
with  the  real  grounds  why  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  not  have  the  assent 
of  the  Hon&e  to  his  Motion.  I  quite 
agree,  if  the  Government  had  the  general 
^mpathy  of  the  House,  not  only  of 
their  own  devoted  supporters — I  quito 
agree,  it  they  had  the  general  sympathy 
of  the  country  with  them,  this  great 
concession  should  he  made  to  enable 
them  to  carry  on  the  Government  witk 
facility;  but  because  I  believe  they 
have  not  got  that  sympathy  outside,  and 
because  I  am  sure  they  have  done  ev«ty- 
thing  possible  to  alleviate  those  sympa- 
thies inside  among  Members  on  this 
side,  I  intend  not  only  to  protest  as 
I  do  now,  but  to  divide  the  House 
against  this  efFort  so  early  in  the  Session, 
to  utterly  destroy  the  only  opportunity 
of  independent  Members  to  obtain  a 
judgment  on  their  proposals. 

Sin  W.  HAECOURT  (Derby) :  The 
First  Lord  has  founded  hie  demand  tot 
this  Resolution  upon  the  imperativa 
necessity  of  passing  within  the  financial 
year  what  u  called  the  Consolidated 
Fund  Bill,  one  of  those  temporary 
Appropriation  Bills  passed  by  Farlia- 
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meat  with  reference  to  Yotei  in  Supply 
■on  particular  dfttea.  As  1  nnderatand 
the  right  hoQ.  Gentleman,  he  sbvb  it  Is 
neoesBsr;  that  all  the  Totes  in  Supply 
nhould  be  pat  into  this  Bill ;  that  the 
Bill  vill  not  operate  aulesN  these  Votes 
in  Huppl;  and  the  Vote  on  Account  in 
particular  are  passed.  Nov,  I  venture 
-to  challenge  that  Ntatemeat.  I  spaak  in 
the  presence  of  those  who  have  had 
greater  eKperience  than  I  have  had.  and 
I  eaj  it  is  not  the  practice  of  the  Trea- 
sury ;  that  it  is  not  the  rule  of  Parlia- 
ment— it  is  a  nev  practice  introdnoed, 
I  will  not  sa;  surreptitioualj,  but  with 
very  little  explaaation  eadesToured 
to  he  introdnond  by  the  G-DTem 
ment  for  the  first  time,  in  order 
to  force  on  the  Vote  on  Aocount,  and  so 
prevent  our  having  adequate  time  to 
■diicnsB  it.  That  ia  my  reading  of  this 
transaction.  On  the  other  hand,  I  say 
that  if  the  Oonsolidated  Fund  Bill  is 
passed  at  any  time  it  will  cover  the  Vote 
■on  Account,  althoogh  that  Vote  on 
AcoDuQt  be  agreed  to  subsequent  to  the 
(iaa«ing  of  the  Bill,  so  long  a^  the  Vote 
-on  Account  be  token  before  the  last  day 
of  the  financial  year.  I  ask  whether 
"that  has  not  been  the  previous  practice 
of  the  Hooee,  and  whether  it  is  not  the 
Tvle  of  Parliament  7  The  C^overnment 
are  attempting  to  alter  this  rule ;  and 
why  ?  Because  they  shrink  from  the 
dtscuseion  of  the  Vole  on  Account.  We 
«laim  every  day  that  can  be  given  to  the 
Vote  on  Account,  and  I  will  say  why ; 
but  first  I  will  bring  the  dovemmsnt  to 
bookon  this  practice  of  Parliamentaad  of 
the  Treasurv.  I  will  take  their  own 
Consolidated  Fund  Bill  of  1888 ;  the 
Act,  in  its  second  alause,  states  that  Her 
Majesty's  Treasury  may  pay  out  all 
moneys  which  had  been  voted  to  make 
good  the  Supplies  granted  for  the  service 
■of  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1  at  of  March, 
188tf.  They  may  consequeatly,  under 
the  authority  of  that  Act.  for  any 
purpose  voted  by  Parliament  before 
March  -3rst,  1889.  pay  out  whatever 
money  is  voted  up  to  that  date.  This 
IS  not  merely  an  interpretation  of  the 
law,  but  it  has  been  the  practice  of  the 
Treasury  up  to  this  time.  Is  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  Bill  to  be  in  the  same 
terms  this  year  as  it  was  last  year  ?  If 
it  is  in  the  eame  terms,  you  may  pay 
money  voted  on  aocount  down  to  the 
31st  of  March.  If  it  is  going  to  be  in 
diffarei 


— Why  is  a  change  goinft  to  be  made  F 
'  This  pressing  on  the  Vote  on  Account 
ii  a  new  and  surreptitious  form  of  the 
closure.  We  are  surrounded  by  olosure 
at  every  step.  Every  means  is  taken  in 
one  way  or  another  tn  prevent  the 
public  discussion  of  the  o'>nduct  of  the 
(Government.  If  thenn  devices  are 
allowed  to  be  operative,  the  time  will 
soon  come  when  the  House  of  Com- 
mons will  not  be  a  plat's  for  discussion 
at  all.  I  know,  if  you  had  your  will, 
that  would  be  the  case.  The  Hnuae 
would  become  a  mere  veetr?  to  register 
the  transactions  of  the  Government; 
this  is  what  you  are  fust  turning  it  into 
by  your  methods  of  procedure^  but  it 
does  not  signify  so' much  to  us;  if  you 
will  not  let  usdiscu'w  your  conduct  hsre, 
there  are  other  places  where  we  can  do 
so.  As  an  old  Parliamentarian  I  would 
much  rather  discuss  your  conduct  is 
your  presence  in  this  House ;  but,  if  this 
is  not  what  you  wish,  we  must  disouss 
it  in  your  absence  and  else  where, 
unless  you  are  going  to  prolaim 
meetings  in  this  country.  It  will 
be  discussed,  for  I  trust  we  shall 
still  have  the  right  of  public 
meeting  that  is  not  permitted  in  Ireland. 
I  say  there  is  no  financial  neoeeeitj,  and 
there  is  no  legal  neoeesity,  for  your 
passing  this  Bill  in  haste  if  you  intro- 
duce it  in  the  same  language  in  which 
^ou  did  last  year.  This  will  be  aooord- 
mg  to  previous  practice  at  the  Treasury, 
and  there  is  no  reason  why  the  Vote  on 
Account  should  close  before  March  31, 
Mb  JACKSON :  There  is  the  Eeport. 
Sib  W.  HAROOURT:  And  the 
Report.  That,  as  I  nndeistand,  has 
been  the  established  practice.  We 
hear  some  whisper  of  some  higher 
authority  behind  the  Treasury  which 
insists  on  the  new  practice,  but  I  know 
of  no  authority  which  has  the  right  to 
control  the  practice  of  Parliament  and 
the  Treasury,  or  at  all  events,  let  ub 
hear  the  claim  and  we  will  examine  it. 
We  stand  on  the  established  practice  of 
Parliament  and  the  Treasury,  and  we 
claim  distinctly  to  keep  open  the  Vote 
on  Account  to  March  31 .  We  are  told 
Supply  occupies  too  much  time  as  com- 
pared with  ntrmer  days,  but  there  never 
was  a  Oovernment  behaved  as  thie 
Ooveroment  has  behaved.  We  have 
had  a  little  experience  of  the  conduct 
of  administration.  We  saw  yeeteidw 
retary  for    Ireland 
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treats  the  Home  OEBxte,  and  wa  bare 
leen  to.da;  how  the  Ooloniel  Office 
treata  the  Irinh  Oflica.  8uoh  oonfueioa 
and  maladminiBtratioii  was  never  ex- 
hibited before.  We  are  gettiag  at  the 
truth  bit  by  bit,  but  it  is  ver;  bard  to 
get  at;  it  requires  a  snrgical operation 
to  be  praocised  bj  Members  on  this 
aide ;  but  b;  degrees  we  are  getting  it 
out,  and  we  see  how  every  department  of 
the  Serrioe  has  been  prostituted. 
["Ob.ohl"  oBrfwiMo/" Withdraw!"] 
I  shall  not  withdraw  ;  I  have  the  right 
to  challenge  the  conduct  of  the  Qovem- 
meni  in  these  matters;  I  mean  to  do  lo 
Id  Committee  of  Supply.  I  shall 
challenge  it  with  reference  to  Mr. 
Anderson,  with  reference  to  the  prison 
doctor,  with  reference  to  the  Irish  Oou- 
stabnlary,  and  with  reference  to  the 
Beaident  Magistrates.  It  is  said  they 
have  taken  all  these  men,  paid  by 
public  money,  and  placed  them  at  the 
service  of  the  Tinut  newspaper  ;  and  I 
ahatl  not  spare  them.  When  we  are 
asked  for  £10,000  for  the  Attorney 
Gteneral,  I  shall  ask  what  services  he 
haa  rendered  to  the  State  in  the  course 
of  the  last  nine  mouths?  Xheae  are 
proper  questions  for  Committee  of 
Supply;  and  it  is  in  Committee  of 
Supply  that  the  conduct  of  the  Eseon- 
tive  (government  is  to  be  examined. 
Therefore,  I  will  reaist  by  every  means 
in  my  power  attempts  to  shove  Com- 
mitter of  Supply  into  a  corner,  to  use 
die  closure  on  Committee  of  Supply, 
and  to  silence  the  Opposition  upon  the 
Vqte  on  Account,  on  a  pretext  which  I 
believe  to  have  no  foundation  in  law  or 
in  the  financi&l  practice  of  the  country. 
Therefore,  ao  far  as  this  Motion  is 
concerned,  so  far  as  it  claims  to  shut 
our  mouths  on  Thoraday  on  the  Vote 
on  Account,  I  aa^  there  is  no  precedent 
or  necessity  for  it  if  only  the  Govem- 
m«nt  will  mtroduoe  their  Financial  Bill 
in  the  same  terms  aa  that  of  last  year, 
which  was  paaaed  on  March  27.  We 
are  entitled  to  examine  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  aa  in  my  opinion  it 
raquiTes  to  be  examined. 

Hr.  bust  (Morpeth) :  I  join  my 
hon.  Friend  in  his  protest  fte«in»t  the 
proposition  of  the  First  Lot9,  on  be- 
half of  private  Members,  though  at  ^e 
same  time,  ao  far  as  I  myself  am  con- 
(wmed  with  nw  Motion  on  the  Paper  for 
this  erening,  I  feel  I  have  no  reason  to 
complain,  i.  understand  the  right  hon. 
Sit  W.BurMuri 


Gentleman  has  substantially  acospteJ 
my  Uotion.  so  I  have  no  intention  to 
contiuue  the  debate.  I  should  not  have 
stood  between  the  House  and  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  were  it  not  that 
I  am  anxious  to  give  him  an  opportunity 
of  answering  two  questions.  I  have  to 
ask  when  the  Government  will  be  able 
to  plao*)  upon  the  Paper  the  exact  torme 
of  their  proposal  in  reference  to  Mining- 
Boyalties,  and  also  whether  the  Boyal 
Gommisaioa  it  ia  proposed  to  appoint 
will  include  in  ita  inquiry  mines  under 
the  Crown  and  Mines  Boyal  ?  I  join  em- 
phatically in  the  protest  against  further 
enroachmenta  on  the  rights  of  private 
Members. 

*Thk  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHB- 
aUER  (Mr.  GosoHEN,  St.  George's. 
Hanover  Square) :  I  cannot  give  an 
absolute  answer  to  the  question  of  the 
hoD.  Member ;  but  the  Guvemment  vill 
in  a  few  days  give  notice  of  the  exact 
terms  of  reference  to  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission. With  regard  to  the  more 
technical  part  of  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Derby,  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
understand  what  he  really  means,  and  I 
only  hope  that  the  difficulty  of  under- 
standing what  he  meana  ia  not  shared 
by  faimnelf  and  his  colleagues.  Nothing' 
can  be  more  preposteroua  than  the  idea 
that  we  should  have  any  sinister  object 
in  view  in  wishing  to  pass  the  Voto  on 
Account  and  to  embody  it  in  the  Ways 
and  Means  Bill.  There  is  only  a  single 
occasion,  of  which  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  will  be  well  aware, 
on  which  the  Vote  on  Account  haa  been- 
passed  so  near  the  close  of  the  financial 
year.  That  woa  in  the  year  1S53,  and 
although  we  haw  admitted  it  ia 
not  poBitiTely  illegal,  yet  it  is  dis- 
tinctly a  financial  irregularity  that 
a  Vote  on  Account  should  not  be  in- 
cluded in  the  Ways  and  Meana  Bill.  I 
challenge  any  hon.  Member  or  right 
hon.  Member  opposite  to  say  whether  it 
is  not  the  regular  practice  that  that 
should  be  done.  Then  what  did  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  ? 

Bra  W.  HABCOUET :  What  I  aaked. 
was  this :  Does  the  Chancellor  of  th& 
Exchequer  mean  to  aay  that  the  Ways 
and  Means  Bill  of  last  year  would  not 
legally  have  covered  any  Votes  for  Uiat 
year  although  voted  after  the  introduo- 
tionoftheBtU? 

*Ma.  G080HEN:  The  right  hwi. 
Gentleman  aaka  whether  it  would  not 
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"legally"  coTer  eneli  Votaa.  I  have 
admitted  that  "legally  "  it  would  ;  but 
I  contend,  on  the  other  hand,  that  it  is 
against  the  regular  practice  of  the  House, 
and  that  there  is  only  one  single  escep- 
tioa  to  such  regular  practice  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  can  qnote.  Let 
the  House  thoroughly  understand  that 
there  is  no  positive  law ;  you  may 
take  funds  voted  in  the  Ways  and 
Means  Bill  for  the  Army  and  the  Navy, 
and  by  law  apply  them  to  the  Civil 
Service;  but  it  is  against  every  principle 
of  finance  that  it  should  be  done, 
espeoially  when  the  separation  is  made 
in  the  debates  of  the  House  between 
the  two,  though  I  know  that  the  sums 
voted  are  not  ear-marked  in  the  sauie 
way  as  the  Votes  themselves  are  ear- 
marked. It  is  entirely  against  the 
praotioe  of  the  House  and  against  all 
financial  tradition  that  such  a  course 
should  be  pursued.  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  we  are  introducing 
an  innovation,  and  challenges  us  as  if 
we  for  some  surreptitious  cause  were 
anxious  to  introduce  such  an  innovation. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  piles  chal- 
lenge upon  challenge,  and  says,  *'  I  am 
going  to  ask  you  this  aud  to  ask  you 
that,"  but  what  we  wish  is  that  those 
qDestious  should  be  put,  and  that  we 
■nould  not  lose  time  night  by  night 
before  coming  to  these  Totes.  We 
expected  to  be  on  this  Vote  yesterday, 
and  we  endeavonred  to  hasten  on  busi- 
ness ;  but  then  the  iriends  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  opposite  would  not 
allow  us  to  do  BO.  Ferhaps  some  of 
those  gentlemen  who  cry  "  No  "  spent 
a  portiOQ  of  the  five  hours  which  were 
devoted  to  discussing  a  Tote  of  £200. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  appears  to  approve  of  speech 
after  speech  being  made,  repeating  pre- 
cisely the  same  argumeuta  simiidy  in 
order  that  a  certain  number  of  gentle- 
men may  each  figure  ia  the  Scotch 
newspapers. 

Db.   OAHEBON   (Glasgow,  Collie 
Division) :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  order  in  attributing  motives  ? 
*Mb.   speaker  :   That  entirely  de- 
pends upon  what  the  motives  are. 

Db.  CAMERON :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  that  a  number  of  Sooteh 
Member  repeated  statements  over  and 
over  again  simply  in  order  that  reports 
of  their  speeches  might  appear  in  the 
Sooteh  newspapers. 


*Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  do  not  think  that 
the  motive  of  desiring  to  have  one's 
speech  reported  in  a  newspaper  oau  be* 
said  to  be  a  dishonourable  one. 

•Ma.  GOSOHEN :  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  College  Division  is  very  suscep- 
tible as  to  motives ;  did  he  bear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  charge  the  Goverumeac  with 
every  kind  of  surreptitious  motive  7  Be 
said  that  he  would  state  what  their 
motive  was,  and  that  it  was  a  surrep- 
titious one,  and  would  not  be  avowed. 
What  we  do  contend,  and  will  contend 
against  anyhixly,  is  this — that  we  have' 
allowed  ample  time  for  all  the  businesa 
of  the  Houee.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  said  that  we  should  not 
have  called  the  House  together  so  late, 
and  should  not  have  speculated  upoD 
taking  the  time  of  private  Members. 
We  made  a  most  careful  calculation, 
aud  we  saw  that  there  wss  ample  time, 
provided  that  hon.  Members  would  not 
abuse  the  oppoituuity.  But  has  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  counted 
the  number  of  days  so  far  occupied? 
Ten  days  were  spent  upon  the  Ad- 
dress, although  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman t)ie  Member  lor  Mid  Lotnian 
and  his  Friends  above  the  Gangway, 
I  believe,  thought  themselves  that 
four  or  five  days  would  be  amply 
sufficient.  I  know  that  they  have  no- 
control  over  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway ;  but  they  must  take  that  into- 
aooount;  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  will  see,  if  he  looks  at 
the  way  in  which  business  has  been 
conducted,  where  really  lies  the  waste 
of  time.  Take  the  ease  of  the  disous- 
sion  on  the  Navy  Estimates.  There 
was  a  Tote  of  £3,000,000,  and  it  was 
taken  in  one  night  by  12  o'clock.  The 
hon.  Member  charges  hon.  Members  oa 
this  side  of  the  House  with  having  pnr 
posely  prolonged  the  debate.  A  more 
extravagant  proposition  I  never  heard. 
Was  the  hon.  Member  here  from 
10.30  P.M.  till  IS,  when  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  College  Division  of  Glasgow 
— to  whom  I  will  attribute  no  motives 
whatever — spoke  tbree  or  four  times, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  two 
or  three  times  f 

Db.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid) :  May  I 
correct  the  right  hon.  Qentieman  P  I 
spoke  twice — three  minutes  the  first 
time  and  four  minutes  the  seoond.. 
Fut  that  in  your  pipe. 


jo^CjOOglC 


155 


Puilie 


I  COMMONS  I 


«Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
-must  condoe  himself  to  Parliamentary 

fixpre^i  ona 

Dr.  tanner  :  Certwnly,  Sir. 

«Hb  SPEAKER:  To  ezpreasioDB  not 
derngatory  tn  the  di^aity  of  thii 
As9«mhly. 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  waate  of  time 
waa  flimply  in  order  that  we  might  nnt 
fiommenca  the  Supplementary  Ettimatei 
that  night.  I  trust  that  I  am  oaly 
replying  tn  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton when  I  say  that  a  more 
deliberate— an  almost  avoired— waste  of 
time  than  that  of  Thursday  was  never 
witnessed  in  this  House,  An  hour  and 
a-half  was  spent  simply  in  order  that 
we  might  not  go  to  the  Supplementary 
'Estimates.  I  am  not  sure  that  this 
was  not  deliberately  a70wed  by  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway,  and  then 
we  are  told  that  it  is  we  who  are  delay- 
ing business.  We  are  moat  anxious  to 
meet  the  charges  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  m^es  against  ue.  The  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  ia  very  fond  of  putting  a 
charge  in  one  sentence  when  he  knows 
that  we  cannot  repl^  at  the  time.  He  has 
made  a  number  of  ineiouattons,  upon 
each  of  which  we  are  most  anxious  to 
meet  him,  and  to  have  done  with  all 
those  insinuations  and  suKgeatioQa. 
we  wish  that  he  would  inducie  his  friends 
below  the  Gangway  and  elsewhere 
shorten  the  proceedings  so  that  we  may 
come  to  the  discussion  of  thane  impir- 
tant  matters-  We  have  no  desire  what- 
ever to  escape  from  that  discussion,  and 
we  shall  be  able  to  answer  then  such 
suggestions  as  that  we  have  proBtitutfd 
the  officials  of  the  Civil  Service.'  I 
should  have  tbought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  an  ez-Minister,  knew  that 
the  Civil  Service  is  too  high,  too  honour- 
able, too  great,  to  be  prostituted,  and 
that  any  Government  which  took  such 
action  would  find  that  the  instru- 
ment would  break  in  its  hand  But 
the  right  hon  Gentleman,  so  long  as  he 
can  get  the  cheers  of  his  own  friends,  so 
long  as  he  can  turn  to  bis  allies  below 
the  Gangway  and  ask  them  to  endorse 
whatever  falls  from  his  eloqnent  lips,  ia 
not  concerned  really  to  bring  these 
matters  to  an  issue,  as  we  desire.  I  do 
not  charge  the  front  bench,  because  they 
have  no  control,  but  I  say  that  if  there 
had  not  been  a  preposterous  waste  of 
time  upon  the  Supplementary  Estimates, 
which  the  bon.  Member  for  Bradford 
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himself  spoke  of  as  paltry,  we  should 
yesterday  have  been  able  to  begin  these 
more  senoua  questions  which  the  right 
hin.Geatle'naniBao  anxious  to  approach, 
though  hi*  denire  is  not  less  than  oars 
that  we  may  have  an  opportunity  of 
meeting  them. 

•Sir  GEORGE  TREVELTAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton)  :  The  most  serious 
charge  that  can  be  brought  against  a 
political  Party  is  that  of  delaying  buai- 
ness,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  taken  thia  opportunity  of 
making  that  charge  aornas  the  floor  of 
this  House.  He  rests  it  upon  two  cases. 
I  shall  name  them  both,  and  the  House 
will  be  able  to  oome  to  ita  own  conoluaion 
whether  or  not  I  have  met  the  cases 
named  by  the  right  hoD.  Gentleman. 
The  first  had  reference  to  the  Scotch 
debate  of  last  night.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  that  debate  waa 
unduly  prolonged  by  hon.  Members  who 
wished  to  have  their  apeecbas  reported 
in  the  papem.  Now,  Scotchmen  do  not 
intrude  Sootch  business  frequently  in 
thia  House,  and  this  was  a  subject 
which  Scotchmen  feel  very  deeply  upon; 
indeed,  I  think  that  since  the  deoate 
of  yesterday  Englishmen  and  Irishmen 
are  beginning  to  understand  why  Scotch* 
men  entertained  that  deep  feeling  about 
j'.  In  the  first  place,  the  Govern- 
ment, pmauming  upon  the  pliability 
and  peaceful  disposition  of  Sootch  Mem- 
bers, wished  to  bring  on  this  debate  as 
late,  probably,  as  1^  o'clock  at  night 
I  do  not  think  that  that  in  itself  was  a 
proposition  calculated  to  induce  Scotch 
Members  to  enter  on  the  debate  with  a 
feeling  that  they  were  going  to  be  fairly 
treated.  The  debate  came  on  early 
yesterday,  and  it  was  a  case  in  which 
no  financial  or  administrative  defenoe 
whatever  was  offered  for  adding  a  very 
considerable  sum  to  the  Estimates.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  got  up 
and  flung  acroes  the  Table  a  quantity 
of  very  highly-spiced  attacks  upon  hon. 
Uembera,  and  especially  upon  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Meniber  for  the  (>)llegs 
Division  of  Glasgow,  and  before  my 
hon.  Friend  waa  able  to  reply  the 
debate  was  cut  short.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  talks  of  this  as  a  frivolous 
matter;  but  he  has  been  a  Scotch  Mem- 
ber himself,  and  he  should  know  that 
Scotch  Members  look  pretty  closely  into 
all  questions  before  they  vote.  What 
was  the  character  of  the  Division  taken 
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last  night?  Twenty-sevAn  Sootoh  Uem- 
tiers,  inoludiDg  sevanl  liabitual  eup- 
portera  of  the  ^remment,  voted  agaisst 
the  Ministry,  and  to  the  best  of  my 
belief  there  were  only  eight  Sootoh 
Uembers  who  Toted  on  the  other  nde, 
ftnd  at  least  three  of  those  were  Uem- 
bers  of  the  Ooremment.  I  do  not  think 
thstitisfair  that  whene  debate,  on  which 
Bootohmen  feel  so  strongly,  ii  conducted 
with  perfect  propriety  on  the  one  side, 
-and  on  the  other  dde,  withoat  any 
attempt  to  rire  an  ar^^umeut  which  can 
hold  water  in  a  finaooia!  discussion.  I 
say  I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  to  charge 
the  majority  with  delaying  business. 
The  other  oaae  relied  on  by  the  right 
faon.  Gentleman  may  be  more  shortly 
disposed  of.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ei 
chequer  referred  to  the  Navy  debate  oi 
Thursday  night.  Now,  by  far  the  greater 
part  of  the  evening  was  taken  up  with 
an  interesting  discussion,  but  one  which, 
nevertheless,  was  not  of  a  nature  intended 
to  be  raised  in  Oommittee.  Committees 
Are  intended  to  check  a  too  great  ex- 

Cditnre,  and  it  was  not  until  the  last 
r  and  a-half  that  Uembers  sitting  on 
thie  ude  of  the  House  had  an  oppor- 
tunity to  come  to  the  real  bnsinees  of 
the  evening,  and  to  discuss  and  vote 
whethw,  or  not,  the  number  of  men  pro- 
posed for  the  Navy  was  a  proper  namber. 
I  say  that  when  a  Vote  of  three  or  four 
millions  is  proposed,  it  is  not  for  the 
Oovemment  to  saj  that  the  Opposition 
are  delaying  business,  when,  after  a  long 
and  technical  discussion,  they  give  only 
an  hour  and  a-balf  to  the  Kadical  Mem- 
bers to  make  speeches  for  the  purpose 
of  showing  that  the  proposed  increase 
of  3,000  men,  with  the  necessary  addi- 
tional expenditure  of  about  £100,000, 
should  not  be  granted. 

The  FX£ST  LOBD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  OsoBos  Hauiltob, 
Midrtlesex,  Ealing] :  May  I  point  out 
that,  in  that  hour  and  a-half,  there  was 
not  a  mngle  proportion  of  that  kind 
made? 
*SiR  GEOHQE  TEBVELTAN:  I  am 
only  adopting  the  period  fixed  by  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  opposite. 
Uy  point  is  that  it  was  not  until  the 
end  of  the  evening  that  that  pro- 
position was,  for  the  first  time, 
brought  forward,  and  I  say  that  those 
hon.  Members  who  objected  to  this 
increase  in  the  Tote  would  have  been 
wanting  in  their  du^  if,  even  at  that  | 
VOL.  CCOXXXIV.      [third  suuxs.] 


late  hour,  they  bad  not  brought  the 
matter  forward.  I  oonsider  that  I  have 
conclusively  proved  that,  in  these  twi> 
cases,  the  fault  does  not  lie  vith  tho' 
economists,  who  wish  to  turn  Oom- 
mittee of  Supply  to  its  proper  use- 
Da.  OAHEBON  ^Glasgow,  OoUege 
Division] :  As  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ezohequat> 
referred  to  me,  it  is  ooly  due  that  I' 
should  explain  preoisely  how  the  mat- 
ter stands,  and  I  shall  do  so  in  a  veij 
prosaic  fashion.  On  Wednesday  even- 
ing I  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House  a  question  as 
to  the  order  of  business  for  the  follow- 
ing day.  I  did  so  because  the  Scotch 
Members  were  particularly  interested 
in  one  or  two  Votes  proposed  to  be  taken. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us  that 
be  would  take  the  Navy  Estimates,  and 
also  that  be  proposed  to  move  a  suspen- 
sion of  the  1^  o  dock  rule,  and  he  went 
on  further  to  explain  that  he  would  not 
avail  himself  of  that  suspension  of  tha 
rule  to  proceed,  after  13  o'clock,  with 
the  Supplemeotary  Estimates.  Well, 
Sir,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  on  Thursday's 
papers,  we  found  the  Supplementary 
Estimates  set  down  after  the  Navy 
Estimates,  and,  in  order  to  make  snre, 
I  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  they 
were  not  so  put  down  merely  as  a  mat- 
ter of  form,  and  if  he  intended  to  adher* 
to  his  engagement  of  the  previous  even- 
ing. He  replied  that  if  he  bad  an  op. 
portunity  of  bringing  on  the  Supi^ 
msntary  Estimates  after  the  Navy 
Estimates,  he  would  do  so.  I  then  put 
the  question  to  him — 

"  Wilt  the  right  hon.  QenU«mAn  undertake 
that,  if  the  Suppleineatar;  Eatinutw  are  got  oa 
with,  advantage  Till  not  be  takenof  theampeD- 
sion  ol  the  12  o'clock  rule  to  cany  on  the  dis- 
otuiion  Ull  the  earlj  hours  of  the  morDiag,  and 
get  rid  of  a  oonple  of  inconvenient  votes  wlilch 
come  up  on  those  Estimate  T  " 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
nndert^e  that,  if  these  important 
Scotch  questions  came  on  at  five  minutes 
to  twelve,  he  would  not  press  the  dis- 
ouBsion  to  a  close,  or  enforce  the  Oloenre. 
I  told  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
would  facilitate  business  if  he  would  do 
so,  but  be  declined.  I  wanted  to  venti- 
late the  Bamoan  Question,  and  I  thought 
that  that  was  a  legitimate  subject  to  raise 
on  the  Na^  Vote.  I  should  have  spoken 
longer  on  it  than  I  did  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  CommittaM 
had  not  fMled  to  see  that  the  bearing  of 
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my  intended  obserrations  on  Interna- 
tional Law  was  relevant  to  the  Yote  in 
question,  and  I  was,  therefore,  obliged 
to  be  shorter  than  I  bad  intended  to  be. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  aays  that  I 
rooke  more  than  once.  Well,  I  was 
Obliged  to  do  so,  becaoBe  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  would  give  me  no 
MLSwer  whatever  to  my  perfectly  legiti- 
mate questioa  on  this  most  important 
subject.  Altogether,  I  think  t  spoke 
but  a  very  short  time,  but  if  it  is  any 
Mtiefaction  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
1  may  inform  him  that  about  hali-past 
ten,  I,  through  the  ordinary  channels  of 
oommonication,  oommunicated  to  the 
representative  of  the  Government,  that 
if  they  agreed  not  to  take  advantage  of 
the  Buapension  of  the  12  o'clock  rule 
and  hoBtle  through  very  contentious 
Sootoh  Yotes,  I  would  use  my  influence 
with  hon.  Uembers  below  the  Gangway 
to  prevent  any  discussion  being  carried 
on  on  the  Naval  Tote.  I  got  no  reply, 
and,  that  being  so,  I  was  determined 
that  these  Yotes  should  not  be  taken 
after  12  o'clock,  and  by  the  Closure  dis- 
posed of  at  1  or  S  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  I  had  no  wish  to  see  the 
discussion  of  them  utterly  burked  by 
being  brought  on  at  an  untimely  and 
unseemly  hour  in  the  morning.  The 
whole  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  been  marked  by  his  oharaoteris- 
tio  exa^eration.  He  ipoke  of  five 
hours  being  wasted.  Now,  he  is  an  arith- 
metioian,  and  he  is  tiie  head  of  the 
arithmetical  Department  of  the  Govern- 
ment. How  does  he  make  his  figures 
np  f  I  only  make  out  that  three  and  a 
half  hours  were  spent  in  the  disoussion. 
*Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  And  an  hour  and 
a  half  spent  in  discussing  another  sub- 
ject, makes  five  hours. 

Db.  CAMERON :  There  was  not 
uother  hour  and  a  half  so  spent.  .The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  talks  as  if  we  had 
wasted  the  time  of  the  House.  He 
mads,  on  that  occasion,  a  most  bitter  and 
nnoalled-for  attack  on  myself,  totally 
outside  the  question  before  the  House. 
I  was  prepared  to  answer,  and  shall  take 
an  early  opportunity  of  answering  him 
bafore  the  Vote  passes  into  law.  But 
what  did  the  Leaiier  of  the  House  do  ? 
Before  I  had  an  opportunity  of  answer- 
ing, and  when  five  or  six  other  Scotch 
Members  were  vrishing  to  speak,  he 
moved  the  Closure  and  gagged  us  all. 
Yet  he  would  have  the  wo^^liere  that 
iV.  Cmtr«H 


we  were  obstructing.  IsayitiatbeGovsm- 
ment  who  are  obstructing,  partionlarty 
in  this  cane.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
spoke  of  the  debate  being  upon  a  paltiy 
amount  of  £200,  but  with  us,  it  was  not 
the  amount,  it  was  a  question  of  prin- 
oiple  which  was  involved.  It  was  a 
question  of  guarding  the  most  predooa 
Constitutional  liberties  of  our  country 
inalegitimate  manner  in  a  Court  of  Law» 
and  without  Government  interference. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  [Edinburgh,  Mid 
Lothian):  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  must 
be  very  well  convinced  that  he  has  suc- 
ceeded in  bringing  about,  partly  by  his 
own  practice,  and  partly  by  the  neces- 
sity it  imposes  on  others,  a  great  pro- 
longation of  this  debate.  The  debate- 
arose  on  a  Motion  which  is  in  its  nature 
wholly  prospective.  It  has  relation  to 
the  arrangement  of  the  coming  business 
of  the  House,  and  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Derby  entirely  con- 
formed to  the  character  of  the  Motion, 
and  spoke  strictly  with  regard  to  the 
coming  business  of  the  House  and  tho 
time  it  would  require.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chanoellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, apparently  not  finding  that  field 
of  argument  a  promising  one,  went  into 
a  quantity  of  retrospectivs  matter,  and 
charged  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  and  particularly  the  SooUih  Mem- 
bers— whose  character  in  that  respect 
might,  I  think,  have  done  something  to 
exempt  them  from  such  a  charge — with 
wasting  the  time  of  the  House.  That 
appears  to  me  to  have  had  a  very  incon- 
venient efi'ect.  The  right  hon.  Graitle- 
man  says,  "We  oaloulated  beforehand 
the  time  that  would  be  necessary  for 
Supply,  and  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  excess  that  has  been  used  by  hon. 
Members  in  the  disposal  of  that  time 
we  should  have  been  much  further  ad- 
vanced." But  I  want  to  know  what  right 
has  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
make  himself  judge  by  a  preliminary 
examination  of  the  exact  amount  of  time 
that  will  be  requisite  for  discussing 
Yotes  in  Supply  ?  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  assumes  that  prerogative, 
he  ought  to  take  care  that  the  prooeed- 
ings  of  the  Government  are  within  the 
usual  lines.  Butthe  proceedings  of  tho 
Government  and  of  the  majority  in  thia 
matter  have  been  altogether  beyond  the 
usual  lines,  and  a  new  method  of  go- 
vernment and  a  new  method  of  admin^ 
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iitaiiiK  the  law  nndar  the  name  of  pro- 
oadnrenas  been  eetablished  in  Ireland ; 
and  in  England,  under  what  ia  known 
aa  the  Funell  Oommisnon,  noreltiea 
have  been  introdnoed  wbioh  have  raised 
K/t  1u  Hie  neoeam^  of  entering  upon  a 
number  of  the  Krarest  quBBtioDs  in  re- 
ference to  the  Vote  on  Aooount.  I  will 
not  diacosa  with  the  Ohanoelior  of  the 
Ezchoqner  whether  there  has 'been  a 
waste  of  the  time  of  the  House  or  not. 
I  do  not  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, but  I  will  not  discnsB  the 
matter,  beoaose,  even  if  it  were  true 
that,  aa  he  thinks,  there  has  been  a 
waste  of  the  time  of  the  House,  that  is 
no  reason  why  the  House  should  be 
delved  prospectively  of  that  time 
which  is  reasonably  necessary  for  the 
dioonABion  of  the  rery  importaiit  ques- 
tions wbiofa  ore  coming  before  us.  Well, 
Sir,  the  state  of  the  case  is  this.  It  is 
admitted  that  the  contention  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  near  me  is  striotty  accord- 
ing to  law — namely,  that  there  is 
no  Iw^  necessity  whatever  for  dosing 
on  Thursday  erening  the  debate 
<m  the  Vote  on  Account.  Now,  let 
that  be  recollected  as  having  been 
stated  clearly  before  the  House. 
What  has  been  set  up  on  behalf  of  the 
Oovemment  I  do  not  exactly  understand. 
ItisnotalegalaeoeBsityi  it  is  something 
leas  than  a  legal  neoesBity ;  it  is  some- 
thing of  an  official  mystery.  Some  line 
of  practice  is  to  be  departed  from  which 
it  is  admitted  has  been  departed  from 
on  former  oooasions  [  Ot'M  0/ '' Onoe !"} ; 
this  is  my  proposition,  and  it  constitutes 
the  ground  on  which  I  shall  give  my 
vote,  and  which  appears  to  me  to  be 
totally  irresistible.  Therearequeetionsof 
the  utmost  importance,  some  of  them  of 
great  delicacy  as  weU  as  novelty,  which 
have  to  be  discnesed  on  the  Vote  on  Ac- 
count, and  my  oontentioD  is  that  all  the 
time  neoeeaory  for  disoossing  these  ques- 
tioaa  ought  to  be  mated  to  the  House  as 
hoc  as  the  law  wUl  permit.  When  I  say 
as  fkr  the  law  permits,  I  mean  the  time 
for  the  purpose  of  reasonably  discussing 
those  questions  which oughttobegiven to 
US ;  and  I  say  that  there  is  no  ground  on 
which  the  Qovemment  can  possibly 
justify  that  time  being  taken  away.  The 
right  hon.  Oentlemau  opposite  may  say 
we  have  time  snough  between  now  and 
Thursday  for  discussing  these  matters.  I 
do  Bot  say  whether  it  will  be  so  or  not — I 
cannot  tell  when  we  may  get  to  the  Vote 


on  Account — but  this  I  wilt  say,  plainly, 
that  there  are  a  large  number  of  ques- 
tions to  be  raised  on  the  Vote  on  Ac- 
count in  regard  to  which  the  liberty  of 
the  House  ought  in  no  respect  to  be  iu- 
terfered  with,  and  that  only  the  lav 
would  justify  that  interference.  But  I 
contend  that  the  law  does  not  justify 
that  interference.  It  is  admitted  on  aU 
hands,  and  by  the  right  hon.  Oentie- 
man,  that  there  is  a  precedent  which 
be  himself  has  quoted  for  the  toit 
practice  that  is  now  contended  for,  and 
wo  say  we  cannot  have  a  stronger 
ground  than  the  gravity  of  Uia 
questions  and  their  number  and  the 
necessity  for  debating  them  ;  that  the 
law  does  not  restrain  our  privileges ; 
and  that,  next  to  the  law,  there  is 
nothing  so  sacred  to  the  House  as  its 

Srivitegss  in  the  disouesioa  of  Yotes  of 
upply.  On  this  ground  we  ought  to 
vindicate  for  ourselves  the  maintenance 
of  those  privileges,  and  to  enter  the 
firmest  and  most  definite,  though  re- 
spectful, protest  agninst  every  attempt 
to  infringe  them. 

Mr.  T.  M.  BEALY  (Longford):  I 
have  been  at  the  trouble  to  count  the 
propositions  contained  in  this  eztra- 
ordmary  Beeolution,  and  I  find  that 
there  ore  sixteen  expressed  and  sixteen 
understood.  In  my  opinion  there  never 
was  brought  before  this  House  a  Beso- 
lution  oontainiog  so  many  vices.  It 
teems  with  suppression,  and  what  it  ex- 
presses it  expresses  in  the  worst  possi- 
ble manner.  I  have  merely  risen  for 
the  purpose  of  proteaticg  against  this 
system  of  coercion  by  Besolution,  which 
simply  aims  at  filching  away  the  time  of 
the  House  before  it  has  had  its  ej9» 
opened  to  what  is  being  done.  It  in- 
volves, in  the  first  place,  that  we  shall 
sit  after  one  o'clock  to-night  if  it  be 
carried ;  it  next  involves  that  we  shall 
sit  to-morrow  after  six  o'clock,  and  that 
on  Thursday  night  we  shall  dt  after 
12  o'clock.  In  point  of  faot  it  invades 
every  principle  which  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  established  by  bis  famous 
Procedure  Rules;  and  the  right  hon., 
Qentleman  who  got  the  House  in  18S7 
to  tarry  that  series  of  Besolutions  is 
Quw  obliged  to  pose  as  the  "heav;^ 
father"  in  strangUng  his  own  ofibpriog. 
There  is  not  a  single  Hole  he  has  pro- 
posed which  he  has  not — somstimso 
within  two  or  three  days — moved  to  sus- 
pend the  operation  of.     He  reminds  me 
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of  the  free  Cosaaok  Aitohenoff  a[rpro- 
priating  other  people's  property  without 
the  smallest  teipeot  for  tbs  law  of 
natiooB,  I  i^peal  tothslongezperienoe 
of  many  hon.  Blembera  of  this  House 
with  regard  to  Votes  on  Aoooant, 
and  I  ask  what  necessity  oaa  titers 
be  for  iDcIuding  in  this  Re«olution 
such  a  Tote  ?  Before  I  ait  down 
I  will  move  to  omit  the  words  "  Of  the 
Vote  on  Aooount  for  18H9-90,"  from  the 
Gesolution.  This  House  assented  to  the 
new  Rules  on  the  distinct  understandiag 
that  we  were  not  to  be  kept  up  after 
1  o'clock  when  there  was  a  lloiniag 
Sitting,  nor  after  13  when  we  met  at 
three;  and  yet,  not  having  the  pressure 
of  legal  force  on  the  question  which 
might  arise  on  the  Supplementary  Bs- 
timates,  this  Vote  on  Account  is  lugged 
in  to  prevent  the  House  from  fully  dis- 
oussing  the  matters  that  might  ariae 
upon  it.  We  ore  told  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancallor  of  the  Es- 
ohequer  (Hr.  Goeohen)  that  certain 
Scotoh  gentlemen  make  speeches  in  order 
that  they  may  be  reported  in  the  Scotch 
newspapers  ;  but  if  such  were  their  in- 
tention yesterday,  it  will  be  imposiible 
now,  because  no  Scotoh  newspapers  can 
report  speeches  made  at  one  or  two 
in  the  morning.  I  admit  that  the 
Government  have  same,  claim  in  oonse- 
quenoe  of  their  own  neglect  of  business, 
to  come  to  the  House  informd  paupirii 
and  claim  indulgeooe  as  Co  Excess 
Votes  and  Totes  for  SupplemeDtary  Es- 
timates. They  say — "We  have  mis- 
managed the  business  of  last  year.  We 
oompallsd  the  House  to  sit  up  to  Ohrist- 
moa.  We  did  this  by  making  one  Gen- 
tleman who  was  very  obuozious  to  the 
House  an  Under  Sooretaiy,  and  we 
passed  a  Bill  appointing  the  Famell 
Commission,  which  no  one  regrets  more 
than  the  GoTemment,"  I  admit  that 
they  have  considerable  claim  on  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  majority  of  the  House, 
but,  I  ask,  why  is  it  that,  having  kept 
OS  here  till  Ohristmas  lost  year,  we  are 
to  lose  the  whole  of  our  rights  and 
pnvilegea  now?  Is  it  not  (air  and 
rsaaonable  for  private  Hemb«s  to 
say  that  when  you  deprive  them  of 
their  rights  on  a  Wednesday,  they 
Oaght  at  least  to  be  reinstated  at  a  later 
period  in  the  Sessioa,  because  they 
are  being  deprived  of  their  rights  at  a 
time  of  taa  year  when  it  is  difficult  to 
get  them  restored.  If  the  hon.  Hem- 
Hr.  T.  it.  Huh 


ber  for  Northomptoa  (Ur.  Bradlou^i) 
is  prevented  from'  having  his  Bill  cus- 
oussed  to-morrow  he  certainly  ought  to 
have  another  occasion  at  a  later  port 
of  the  Session ;  for,  contrary  to  tha 
usual  rule,  it  is  the  man  who  has  the 
first  chance  this  Session  who  will  suffer, 
while  the  man  who  has  the  last  loses 
nothing.  I  sayths  Qavemineat  are  not 
entitled  to  impair  in  any  way  the  privi- 
leges of  the  House.  The  Irish  Usm- 
hers,  for  a  wonder,  have  not  bees 
complained  of  this  Session.  That  is  a 
refreshing  novelty,  and  when  I  heard 
that  it  was  the  Scotch  Members  who 
were  oomplained  of,I  almost  experienced 
tha  feelings  of  an  arohangel  at  finding 
that  we,  tlie  Irish  representatives,  were 
without  blame.  But  I  would  say  that 
we  intend  to  reserve  ourselves  for  this 
Vote  on  Acoount,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  was 
justified  ia  charging  the  Gt)vemment 
vrith  sticking  up  this  Vote  on  Account 
for  the  purpose  of  applying  the  Olosuxa 
in  advanoe.  I  s^  that  the  Irish  Hem- 
bers  are  entitled  to  discuss  the  Vote  on 
Account.  The  House  has  seen  the  way 
in  which  questions  put  to  the  Govern- 
ment have  been  answered  of  late.  It 
saw  jresterday  the  way  in  which  the 
question  about  Dr.  Barr  was  replied  to 
by  the  Chief  Secretary,  and,  I  ask,  was 
there  ever  such  an  instance  of  ingenioua 
disengeauousness  ?  We  have  also  seen 
the  way  in  which  the  Home  Secretary 
endeavoured  to  shuffle  out  of  the 
admission  that  Biohard  Figott  during 
the  last  three  months  obtained  aocess  in 
Chatham  Prison  to  the  dynamitard  John 
Daly.  I  say  it  is  a  most  onfuz  thing 
to  stop  disomdon  on  thsse  question*, 
and  if  the  time  necsssary  is  not  granted 
to  the  Honse,  the  charge  made  by  tlw 
right  hon.  Gentleman  Uie  Member  fot 
Derby  will  have  been  well  sustained. 
Our  argument  is  not  met  by  saying  that 
the  interests  of  the  country  demand  tha 
action  proposed  by  the  Goremment. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treaanzy. 
seems  to  ooin  with  great  fadlity 
a  series  of  soothing  phzaMe 
which  might  be  wrapped  up  in 
the  famous  word  "Mesopotamia."  I 
do  not  know  whether  he  oas  heard  of 
the  "electric  shiver" — a  species  of 
fraud  by  which  a  certain  secret  chamber 

E'ves  forth  a  kind  of  false  and  frsuda* 
at   shiver.     The  wkj  in    whioh  th« 
right  hon.  Gentleman  speakes  of  dia- 
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aoieeablw  in  thia  Hoaw  leminds  me 
of  the  eleotrio  tiluver  baad.  What  we 
IwTe  B  risht  to  inrist  upon — we  who 
have  had  toe  law  so  strained  aeainst  ua, 
wlio  h*Te  had  to  withstand  l£e  whole 
force  of  ealumnj,  who  have  had  fraud 
and  torKei;  terelled  against  Qs,  to- 
gether with  the  pasaing  of  a  Ooercion 
Bill  b;  Tneans  of  for^d  letters  - 
that  we  should  have  ottr  hands 
tied  and  our  months  unlocked,  and 
be  enabled  for  onoe  iu  the  oourse 
of  two  or  diree  Sessions  to  debate 
these  matters  f^eel;  and  fairly,  and 
at  a  reasonable  time  of  day.  The 
House  having  had  the  assurance  that 
there  would  be  nothing  illegal  in  taking 
the  Vote  on  Aooount  later  on,  I  will  now 
move  the  omission  of  one  of  the  six- 
teen propositions  contained  in  this  B< 
•olntion — namely,  that  affecting  the  Vote 
on  Account.  I  more,  therefore,  to  omit 
(he  words  ''and  the  Vote  onAcoount 
for  1689-90." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  3,  to 
leave  out  the  words  "  and  the  Vote  on 
Aooount    for   1889-90."— («r.    T.    M. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 

S-Oposed  to  be  left  out  stand  port  of  the 
uostion." 

*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  r«gret  I 
eaanot  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
htm.  and  learned  Member.  If  I  were 
to  do  so  there  would  only  remain  one 
Bight  for  the  discussion  of  the  Vote  on 
Aooount.  This  would  really  mean  pre- 
idnding  the  Bouse  from  discussing  the 
Smtter,  seeing  how  near  is  the  end  of 
tfae  financial  year.  Under  these  oir- 
etUBstances  1  most  ask  the  House  to  take 
Biieh  steps  as  may  be  necessary  to  give 
legal  effect  to  any  Vote  which  may  be 
passed  by  this  House  before  the  end  of 
the  financial  year.  I  have  stated  what 
I  believe  to  be  my  duty  to  the  House 
'and  the  ooostry.  [  Opposition  Laughter.] 
It  may  be  a  loDgfaing  matter  to  hon. 
M«mben  oppoeite,  but  I  have  stated 
tsbat  I  buieve  to  be  my  duty  to  the 
Honae  and  the  oounlry.  I  demre  to 
tSkoA  every  opportQai^  <tf  ohalleiwing 
the  eon4«ot  of  the  Qoverwnent,  and  we 
■n  perfectly  prepared  to  aff«d  right 
hon.  And  iMMk.  Members  opposite  every 
oraoeiviAle  <»ipor1nBi^  for  that  pur- 
pOM,  and,  nnder  dieee  mronmstances,  I 
tmat  the  House  will  nooept  the  Vote  as 
itatandA. 


I  SiE  W.  HABOOURT :  Ido  not  quite 
understand     whether    the    right    Eon. 

I  Gentleman   withdraws  the  proposal   to 

I  dose  the  debate  on  the  Vote  on  Account 

1  next  Thursday. 

!  *Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  stated 
that  in  my  judgment  the  debate  on  the 
Vote  on  Account  ought  to  be  oonoluded 
on  Thursday,  and  I  have  given  the 
reasons  for  whlob  I  think  it  ou^t  to  be 
so  oonoluded.  It  is  for  the  House  to 
decide  whether  it  will  accept  those 
reasons  or  not. 

Sm  W.  HASCOUKT:  Doesthe  right 
hon.  OentlMnan  mean  to  oloeure  us  on 
Thnrsd^  night,  there  being  no  lAg&l 
neoessity  for  our  being  closured  ?  The 
right  hon.  Qentleman  says  it  will  be  for 
the  House  to  decide.  We  know  what 
he  means  by  that 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  think  I  m^ 
fairly  claim  that  whenever  good  ground 
has  been  shown  or  urged  for  the  con- 
dnuance  of  a  debate  I  have  never 
eoup;ht  to  prevent  its  oontdnoanoe.  I 
desire,  as  for  as  I  possibly  can,  to  con- 
duct the  business  in  aoaordance  with  the 
sentiment  of  what  is  thought  right  and 

g roper  to  be  done  not  c^y  on  these 
enohes,  but  on  the  Benches  opposite. 
Sin  W.  HARCOUBT:  I  wiU  not 
enter  into  a  controversy  on  that  matter 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  for 
whom,  I  beg  to  assure  him,  I  have  the 
most  sincere  respect,  and  whose  invari- 
able courtesy  I  desire  to  acknowledge; 
but  he  has  said  that  he  never  has  used, 
and  never  will  use,  his  Forliamentaiy 
mqority  for  this  purpose  if  he  thinks  a 
good  cause  is  alleged  against  it.  What 
I  ask  is  whether  he  thinks  we  have 
allied  a  good  eanee.  If  he  gives  us 
an  assurance  that  he  is  not  going  to 
oloeore  us  on  the  Vote  on  Aoooniit  od 
Thursday  next,  so  as  to  preclude  ne 
from  challenging  the  oondnct  of  the 
Executive  QovernmMit,  I,  for  one,  will 
give  him  every  facility  for  bringing  on 
the  Vote  on  Account.  I  ahould  Gke  my- 
self to  have  evwy  day  till  Mwnh  31  for 
discussion  of  the  Vote  on  Account,  And 
I  think  I  can  promise  the  Government 
ooonpation  enough  in  discussing  th* 
Votes  in  every  department,  and  tJU  oon- 
duot  of  the  Government  in  respect  of  them. 
I  do  not  desire  to  throw  any  obstaeles 
in  the  way.  I  think  before  we  proceed 
with  tbeee  matters  that  we  ought  to 
have  a  clear  understanding  £mn  the 
OovMiunent  of  what  they  ate  going  to 
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Mo  oa  Thonday  with  regard  to  the 
Vote  on  Aooonat.  Thsse  ie  no  \ogai 
otgeetion  to  thia  being  done ;  ana  I 
faaTe  it  from  mj  right  hon.  Friend  (Ui. 
Ohildera),  who  has  great  ezporienoe  in 
moh  matters,  that  the  question  by  no 
meone  stands  on  a  single  preoedent  as 
the  Ohanoellor  of  the  XSzoheqnei  said. 
If  neooMarj  my  right  hon.  Iriead  will 
show  that  is  not  the  case.  Whether  it 
be  so  or  not,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  has  said,  if  there  was 
not  a  precedent,  you  ought  to  create  a 
preoedent  effecting  a  settlement  of  the 
olaim.  We  do  claim  the  right  to  chal- 
lenge at  full  length  the  proposals  of  the 
Ooremment  on  the  Vote  on  Account, 
and  I  think  we  onght  before  we  proceed 
any  further  on  this  Besolution,  to 
understand  from  the  Oovemment  that 
they  are  going  to  give  us  every  oppor- 
tunity which  the  letter  of  the  law  allows, 
to  brmg  their  conduct  under  the  judg- 
ment of  the  House  and  of  the  oount^. 
Db.  tanner  :  I  wish  to  say  a  word 
or  two  in  respect  to  what  fell  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Unfor- 
tunately, the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Ex- 
«hequer  oa  several  oooanons  has  seen 
fit  to  mahe  statements  which  I  oannot 
say  are  false,  but  which  are  not  oha- 
racterized  by  exactitude.  From  unof- 
ficial reoords  kept  in  this  House  of  the 
length  of  time  hon.  Members  speak,  I 
find  that  the  other  evening  i  spoke 
twioe,  on  each  occasion  fire  minutes. 
I  was  the  only  Irish  Uember  who 
apoke  below  the  (Hngway  daring  the 
'Mole  course  of  the  debate  before  12 
o'doak.  Then,  again,  we  find  on  this 
record  that  no  less  than  10  Hembers 
flittiag  on  the  Qovemment  side  of  the 
House  took  up  the  major  portion  of  the 
time  of  debate  up  to  a  quarter  post  10 
o'clock,  and  that  there  were  only  two 
Ziiber^  Members  who  took  part  in  the 
discussion.  I  think  it  is  simply  ridicu- 
lous for  the  right  hon.  Gentl  eman  to  search 
round  for  some  of  us  on  whom  to  fasten 
his  mis  statements  —  mis-statements 
which  Ithink  are  uhwarrantahle  coming 
from  a  gentleman  of  such  high  position 
as  the  (Aanoellor  of  the  Exdiequer.  I 
think  he  really  ought  to  feel  very  sorry 
for  having  offended  in  this  way,  and  I 
think  he  ought  to  promise  not  to  do  so 
again.  I  feet  rather  annoyed,  Mr. 
Speaker,  at  this  rather  nnwarrantable 
oborge  of  obstruction  which  the  right 
lum.  Oentlemsn  threw  oat  against  me, 
Sir  W.  &nintrt 


but  I  also  rM^ret  having  used  the  ez^rea> 
sion  which  f  did  at  the  time  the  ngfat 
ban.  Oentleman  threw  out  the  cbaxgt 

against  me.  

*Mk.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  not  able 
to  enter  into  anv  engagement  with  the 
right  bon.<Q«ntleman  as  to  the  way  in 
which  I  shall  endeavour  to  conduct  the 
business  of  this  House,  and  I  am  sure 
he  will  see  that  any  engagement  of  the 
kind  which  he  denres  woud  be  one  cal- 
culated to  impose  a  very  serions  inooo- 
venience  upon  public  business. 
*Mk.  OHIIiDEBS  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I 
am  very  sorry  the  right  hon.  Qentlemau 
cannot  accede  to  the  practical  engage- 
ment which  my  right  hon.  Friend  asked 
for,  because  ul  my  right  hon.  Friend 
sought  was  that  the  Vote  on  Aoooant 
should  not  be  absolutely  closured 
on  Thursday  next.  As  it  is  admitted 
on  all  sides  that  these  debates  oould 
be  taken  on  Monday  or  Tuesday, 
and  as  the  Government  have  already 
obtained  the  next  Tuesday  for  the  pur- 
pose, I  should  have  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  aooedea  to 
the  request.  Let  me  put  to  the  House 
— and  I  have  some  experience  on  the 
subject,  having  been  Financial  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  and  Ohsncellor  of  tiie 
Exchequer— what  predsely  is  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Ways  and  Means  Act,  oom- 
monlyealled  theOonsoIidated  Fund  Act. 
We  do  not  pass  dmply  one  of  those 
Acts  at  the  close  of  the  flnandal  year ; 
we  usually  pass  three  or  four  such  Acta  in 
the  course  of  a  Session  besides  the  final 
Appropriation  Act.  The  Bill  pasaad 
within  the  last  few  days  in  the  month 
of  Maroh  is,  except  as  to  one  clause  to 
which  I  will  refer,  precisely  the  same  as 
the  Bills  posed  in  April,  May,  June,  and 
sometimes  July.  Each  of  these  Acts  con- 
tains two  clauses.  One  of  these  olaoses 
empowers  the  Qovemmentto  pay  out  of 
money  authorized  ib  the  Oommittee  of 
Ways  and  Means  what  has  been  voted 
by  Parliament  in  Oommittee  of  Supply. 
And  that  power  to  pay  what  has  been 
voted  in  Oommittee  of  Supply  is  used, 
not  once,  but  dosens  of  times  dnring  the 
Session,  with  respect  to  expenditure 
which  has  not  been  included  in  the 
authority  of  the  Ways  and  Means 
Besolution.  I  say  distinctly,  and  from 
my  experience — and  no  one  ntting  on 
the  front  bench  will  differ  from  me — 
that  the  rule  is  this,  that  it  yon  have  a 
sufRcieat  amount   voted  in  Ways  and 
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UeaiM,  whether  in  the  first  Act,  thesecoad, 
or  the  third,  or  the  fourth — if  you  have 
a  snfflctent  balance  to  meet  a  particular 
expenditure,  a]l  that  is  neoesaary  ia  that 
the  Vote  Bhonld  hare  been  passed  in 
Committee  of  Supply  and  reported,  and 
it  is  not  necessary  that  the  particular 
amount  of  that  Tote  should  hare  been 
included  in  Ways  and  Heane  Beaolu- 
tios.  All  through  the  year  the  Trea- 
sury proceed  upon  that  principle,  and 
ore  constantly  issuing  money  for  the 
service  of  the  different  Departments 
before  the  amonut  has  been  included 
ia  the  Ways  and  Means  Act.  But 
in  the  first  Aot,  that  passed  in  March, 
thereiB  an  additaoual  dause,  and  itrefers 
wholly  to  the  Supplementary  Estimates. 
It  ie  necessary  that  the  Supplementary 
Eetimatea  should  not  only  nave  been 
voted,  but  that  they  should  be  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Waya  and  Means  Act  before 
the  last  day  of  March.  If  any  eentle- 
man  will  refer  to  the  firet  Coneohdated 
Fund  Act  of  last  Session,  he  will  find  this 
additional  olause,  which  he  will  not  find 
in  the  subsequent  Acts.  It  is  absolutely 
necessary  that  the  Supplementary  Eati' 
matee  should  he  voted  and  included  ii 
the  Ways  and  Means  Act  passed  in 
March,  bat  it  is  not  neoeasary  as  to  any 
other  Eetimatea.  Over  and  over  again 
©very  year  moneys  are  paid  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  Yotea  of  Parliament 
that  have  not  heen  included  in  Ways 
And  Means.  There  ia  thua  no  differ- 
ence in  principle  whatever  hetwosn  the 
1st,  2ud,  3rd,  and  4th  Acts.  Finally,  of 
course,  the  Appropriation  Act  recites  the 
actual  Votes  and  authorizes  payments 
under  them,  but  this  ia  on  the  last  day 
of  the  Session,  when  half  the  expendi- 
ture has  been  already  defrayed.  But 
as  to  the  intermediate  Ways  and  Means 
Acts,  the  sum  named  is  merely  what 
happens  to  he  the  total  of  the  Estimates 
paued,  when  leave  ia  given  to  introduce 
uie  Bill,  and  Is  merely  named  as  a 
matter  of  convenience,  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table  being  responsible  for  the  amount 
being  correctly  added  up.  I  understand 
that  the  GbanoeUor  of  the  Exchequer 
eaya  that  it  has  only  onCe  happened  that 
the  Vote  on  Account  has  not  been  in- 
cluded in  the  sum  taken  in  Ways  and 
Means.  That  may  be,  as  in  ordinary 
timee  there  is  no  preaaure  as  to  Votes 
being  taken  in  sufficient  time;  but  I 
remember  that  in  1874,  no  Army  or 
Navy  Yates  were,  ia  consequence  of  the 


House  beioK  late,  taken  before  the  first 
Ways  and  Means  Aot.  For  each  Service 
a  Vote  on  Account  was  taken ;  and  then, 
after  the  Act  passed,  proper  Yotea,  on 
which  alone  expenditure  could  he  based, 
were  adopted  m  Committee  of  Supply. 
We  are  now  in  a  similar  position,  the 
House  having  met  a  fortnight  after  the 
uaual  time,  and  I  trust,  therefore,  that 
the  Oovemment  will  not  persist  in  an 
objection  which  they  admit  is  not 
founded  on  legal  conaiderationB,  hut  is 
most  inoonaistent  and  in  priniuple  alto> 
gether  novel. 

Mr.  JACKSON:  Mr.  Speaker,  I,  <rf 
course,  would  hardly  like  to  put  my 
opinion  on  this  question  against  that  of 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  who  haa  just 
sat  down,  but,  so  far  as  I  am  able  to 
judge,  he  has  advanced  no  new  reason ; 
he  has  simply  reiterated  what  baa  been 
admitted  by  right  hon.  Gentiemen  and  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  tu 
the  Exchequer,  that  it  ia  not  abaolutely 
neceasary  to  indude  the  Vote  on  Ao- 
ooimt  in  the  Consolidated  Fund  Bill,  for 
which  the  Boyal  Assent  must  be  ob- 
tained by  the  8Ist  March,  in  order  to 
comply  with  the  strict  law,  I  venture 
to  suggest  to  the  House  whether  it  will 
approve  of  what  I  cannot  describe  other- 
wise than  as  an  evasion  of  the  intention 
of  the  law.  It  ie  true  that  the  Vote 
taken  for  the  Army  and  the  Navy  does 
provide  money  inticb  may,  without 
breaking  the  law,  he  used  tax  the  pur- 
poses of  the  CivU  Sendee,  but  I  would 
aak  the  House  to  oonaider  what  thia 
may  tend  to.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's principle  ia  not  only  eound,  but 
deeirabte  in  itaelf ,  perhaps  he  will  oan^ 
it  a  little  farther,  and  admit  that  it  is 
not  neceaaary  to  take  Ways  and  Means 
in  the  Oonsohdated  Fund  Bill  for  a  Vote 
on  Acconnt  of  the  Civil  Service,  ao  long 
aa  we  have  money  already  voted  tm 
any  other  purpoae.  If  that  be  so,  then 
it  will  place  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  da^  a  power  which,  smmly, 
it  ia  very  uudeeirable  it  should  p ' 


on  the  Civil  c 
until  such  a  date  as  it  might  be  com- 
pelled to  bring  it  on  by  the  atnenoa  of 
money  derived  from  other  aouroes.  I 
hope,  Sir,  that  the  House  will  not 
sanction  the  proposal  that  money  which 
has  been  clearly  and  distinctly  voted  for 
the  nurposea  of  the  Army  and  Navjr 
should  be  thus,  by  the  deliberate  sanction 
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of  the  House,  appropriated,  without  any 
natrictioD,  to  the  payiaental  the  amounts 
which  Ml  due  for  the  Civil  Servioe,  and 
I  hope  that  the  House  will  stiengthen 
the  QoTemment  Id  it«  action  in  this 
matter.  I  venture  to  appeal  to  the 
ibnuer  utterances  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Uemher  for  MidLothian, 
who.  in  times  past,  has  most  firmly  taken 
up  this  podtion ;  and  I  tniat  that,  for 
the  sake  of  finanoial  r^^ulari^,  this 
Vote  will  be  imduded  in  tlu  Bill  which 
must  receive  the  Soyal  Assent  before 
the  Slst  Marah. 

Mb.  W.  £.  GLADSTONE :  Aa  theae 
matters  are  matters  of  very  considerable 
importance,  I  should  have  been  flad  if 
we  could  have  debated  them  with  the 
advantaffe  of  strict  ofiGdal  information 
in  our  hands.  That  we  have  not  got, 
however,  and  it  is  undoubtedly  unsatia- 
faotory  to  be  reduced  to  raly  upon 
memory  iu  such  matters.  But,  Sir,  I 
mnst  say.  with  regard  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  jnet  sat  down,  his 
official  seal  has  entirely  misled  him. 
There  is  a  broad  distinotion  oi  principle 
between  the  Military  and  Naval  Ser- 
vices on  the  one  hand,  and  the  Civil 
Sairvico  on  the  other  hand.  The  hon. 
Geatlaman  stated  that  it  would  be  an 
•rapion  of  the  spirit  of  the  law  to  apply 
moa^  voted  for  the  Naval  and  Mihtan' 
S^rvioes  to  the  Civil  Service.  I  chal- 
Iwgs  that  statement.  It  ie  not  eo  in 
point  of  fact.  We  have  not  voted  money 
at  all  for  the  Military  and  Nav^  Services 
a*  such.  All  we  have  done  is  to  vote 
the  £rBt  Vote,  and,  oarryiuff  the  hon. 
.Gentleman's  argument  to  its  logical  con- 
dusion,  according  to  him,  you  have  no 
wore  right  to  take  the  money  under 
that  Vote  and  use  it  for  other  Naval 
and  Military  Votes  than  you  have  to 
•ppl^  it  to  the  purposes  of  the  Civil 
Semee. 

A(b.  JACKSON :  There  la  a  clear  dis- 
tinctios  between  the  two  caaea.  It  ia 
jwiaitted  by  law,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gantleman  looows.  There  is  a  great  dis- 
tinotion between  implying  money  voted 
under  a  particular  head  for  the  Naval 
and  Military  Serrioes  to  other  Votea  on 
the  same  ecxrioe,  and  applying  it  to  the 
dvU  Bervice,  which  is  entirely  distinct. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  There  is  no 
mferaBOe  whatever  to  it  in  the  Ways 
and  Means  Act.  It  is  quite  plain  that 
the  restriction,  if  there  oe  one,  applies 


for  the  Navy  and  Army  ;  and  if  you  take 
the  money  under  these  Votes  and  apply 
it  to  other  military  and  naval  pnrposes, 
it  is  exactly  the  same  thing  as  u  yon 
applied  it  under  Ways  and  Means  for 
the  puTposea  of  the  Civil  Service. 
*lfo.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Eush- 
oli£Fe) :  I  entirely  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby, 
that  the  issue  before  the  House  iS' 
whether  sufficient  time  shall  be  allowed 
fbr  the  discussion  of  the  Vote  on  AoDOuat 
— whetiier,  ot  not,  it  shall  be  closured. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasary  said  he 
appealed  to  the  House  and  to  hon- 
Grantlemen  opposite  whether  he  bad  not 
always  allowed  reasonable  time  for  dis- 
ouasions ;  but,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  is  not 
our  view.  Our  impressions  on  this  sub- 
ject are  very  different  indeed,  and  there 
IS  a  strong  feeling  on  this  side  of  the 
House  that  we  have  not  been  allowed  a 
proper  opportunity  of  dieonasing  matters 
here.  I  do  not  base  that  statement  upon 
mere  reot^ection.  Z  bold  in  my  hand  a 
Setum,  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
during  last  year,  which  contains  an 
aooount  of  the  number  of  times  when 
the  Closure  Kule  was  put  into  operation, 
and  from  it  I  find  a  fact  of  remarkable 
significance,  for  it  seems  that  during  th9 
Session  1887-8,  on  no  less  than  six 
different  occasions,  the  assent  of  Mr. 
Speaker,  or  the  Chair,  was  withheld 
from  the  proposal  to  apply  the  Closure 
when  it  was  made  by  the  First  Lord 
himself.    I  think,  Sir,  that  that  is  ample 

Cof  that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
used  the  Cloeure  Rule  in  a  manner 
which  he  himself  will  allow,  after  the 
aetion  taken  by  the  Chair,  not  to  have 
been  reasonable.  No  reply  haa  been 
given  to  the  very  oosent  remarks  of  my 
hon.  Priend  the  Member  for  North 
Longford  with  reapeot  to  the  extraordi- 
nary number  of  propocdtions  contained  , 
in  Uie  Motion  of  tne  First  Lord,  and  no 
adequate  dafenoe  bas  been  made  of  so 
remarkable  an  innovation  of  the  prac- 
tice of  Parliament  as  ia  now  proposed. 
I  venture  to  say  Uiat  the  prooepd- 
ings  of  Her  M^estj^'s  Govenunent, 
in, moving  this  Besolutiott,  will  be  appre- 
ciated oateide  this  House,  for  it  will 
ahow  that  their  desire  ia  to  stifle  tba- 
disouesion  on  the  Vote  on  Aoooant,  and 
therefore  I  heartily  support  the  Amend- 
ment which  has  been  moved. 
*Mb.   W.    H.    SMITH:    The   hon. 


to  Vote  1,  which  has  been  actually  voted  ■  Member  who  has  just  sat  down  bas  ia- 
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dioBted  bis  belief  that  we  desire  to  stiSe 
dieBuuion.  I  wish  to  say  agvin  tbat 
the  ODTerument  are  prepared  to  meet  any 
obarge  which  may  be  raoug^ht  forward. 
*Ub.  ELLtS  :  Without  the  Olosnre  ? 
*Hr.  W.  H.  smith  :  If  it  appears  to 
the  ri^ht  hoa.  Qentlsman  the  Hember 
for  Mid  Lothian  and  his  oollea^es  that 
the  discussion  on  the  Vote  on  Aooount 
is  inadequate  and  insuffioient  for  the 
purposes  which  thev  have  in  view,  and 
if  the  ri^ht  hon.  Qentleman  will  place 
on  the  Paper  the  terais  of  any  Motion 
oensuring  any  Member  of  tbe  QoTem- 
ment — in  any  form  that  he  may  think 
will  best  bring  forward  the  whole  ques- 
.tion  he  desires  to  raise — we  will  meet 
'him  at  once ;  and  after  the  Toto  on 
Account  has  been  taken  we  will  (ave  not 
only  QoTemment  time,  bnt  all  the  time 
we  can  oontrol  for  the  purpose  which 
tiw  right  hon.  Gentleman  desires.  We 
will  giTe  a  full,  complete,  and  ex- 
haustiTe  debate  upon  any  question  of 
oeosure  which  can  be  raised  in  this 
Honse.  labsolutelyrepudiatotheoharKe 
-Ihat  we  hare  endeavoured  to  stifle  de- 
bate, and  I  say  the  suggestion  is  per- 
fectly unworthy  of  the  hon.  Oeatleman 
who  made  it.  We  hare  done  nothing 
of  the  kind.  When  it  has  fallen  to  my 
lot  as  a  Minister  of  the  Oiown  to  asK 
(be  Chairman  of  Oommittees  to  take 
oeitain  action,  I  hare  only  desired  to  do 
what  appeared  to  me  to  be  necMsaiy  in 
tile  interests  of  the  House  and  of  the 
couDtiy,  and  I  deny  distinctly  tbat  we 
)iare  tried  to  stifle  debate.  I  r%ret 
liaring  had  to  intrude  so  long  on  ' 
time  (^  the  House. 

8nt  W.  HABCOUBT :  I  underaUnd 
die  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
is  Aiat  we  should  not  toke  Uie  opportunity 
of  examining  tbe.oonduot  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  in  Committee  of  Supply,  bnt  that  we 
should  take  the  offer  to  more  Votes  of 
Cmuure  upon  various  Members  of  the 
Oorerqmant  as  separate  Motions.  Well, 
Sir,  there  is  an  old  saying:  abont  gifts 
which  come  from  the  Oreeks,  and  I,  for 
my  put,  must  decline  this  wooden  horse 
whiui  is  offered  by  the  Vbrat  Lord  of  tbe 
Treasury.  And  I  will  tell  him  why. 
Hat  of  all,  tiie  Committee  of  Supply 
is  tiie  place  where  you  can  cross-examine 
the  GtfVemment.  Oroes- examination 
has  Utely  proved  to  be  very  aaeful,  and 
we  deura  to  put  the  Government  under 
eross'examination  in  Committee  of  Sup-  uuBMuiutj 
ply.    That  is  tbe  place  where  we  can  I  Thursday. 


endeavour  to  extract  the  truth,  and; 
where  we  can  put  question  after  ques- 
tion until  we  elicit  Uie  truth.  That  is- 
the  place  where,  according  to  Constitu- 
tional practice,  we  can  deal  with  the^ 
Government.  Well,  then.  Sir,  if  it  were- 
necessary  to  give  another  reason,  w& 
cannot  have  Votes  of  Censure  upon  all 
the  Members  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment, whose  conduct  is,  in  my  opinion, 
deserving  of  the  strongest  oensure- 
Tou  cannot  have  20  or  30  different 
Votes  of  Censure  on  all  the  Departmente 
of  the  Government,  and  Z  snonld  call 
that  a  very  small  number  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  whose  conduct 
has  to  be  challenged,  In  tact,  I  do  not 
know  how  many  there  ought  to  be.  I 
thipk  we  shall  have  to  ask  the  Home 
Secretary  whether  he  has  not  done  toc^ 
little,  and  the  Secretary  for  Ireland 
whether  he  has  not  done  too  mnob ;  and 
we  shall  have  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  what  he  has  done.  There  are, 
it  will  bo  seen,  many  forms  of  inquiry 
for  which  Committee  of  Supply  is  the- 
legidmate  and  oonvMiient  organ,  and^ 
having  that  Oonstitnttonal  organ  at  our 
disposal,  we  shall  exchange  it  for  nothing: 
else.  We  stand  by  the  Committee  of 
Sujiply.  That  is  tbe  Parliammtaiy 
privilege  of  this  House.  That  is  the 
engine  of  the  Opposition.  That  is  the- 
means  by  which  they  appeal  againat  a 
Parliamentary  majority  to  the  opinion 
of  the  country  against  the  conduct  of  the- 
Executire  G<)vemment.  That  is  my 
answertotherighthon. Gentleman.  We 
stand  by  tbe  Committee  of  Supply, 
«Mr.  0.  BRADLAUQH  (Northamp. 
ton) :  I  wish  to  give  one  reason  why  I 
intend  to  vote  for  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  below  tbe  Gangway.  We 
have  heard  this  evening  of  an  incident 
which  influences  my  vote.  I  mean  tbe 
Home  Secretary's  admismon  that 
Kicbard  Pigott  bad  been  permitted  by 
the  Home  Ot&ce — and  by  no  one  else, 
for  the  Prisons  Board  is  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Home  Office— to  visit  Delany 
the  convicted  dynamitard  in  gaol  here, 
after  the  Government  knew  that  Pigott, 
on  his  own  admission,  was  a  tainted  wit- 
ness, and  had  been  charged  with  forging, 
documents  which  he  was  about  to  give 
evidence  upon.  That,  Sir,  seems  tome 
so  grave  a  fact  tbat  the  Toto  on  Account 
ought  not  to  come  within  the  scope  of 
jOBsibilitj    of     being     closured     on 
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*Hb.  OOSCHEH:  I  hcve  absolute!; 
no  knowledga  of  the  matter  to  which  the 
faon.  Member  alludes,  and  I  cannot  see 
That  bearing  it  has  on  the  subject.  The 
obserrationB  of  the  riftht  hoa.  Qentle- 
man  the  Uember  for  Derb;  seemed  to 
indicate  that  there  were  going  to  befivs- 
and-twenty  HoUons  of  Censure  at  least 
daring  the  Vote  on  Account.  The 
prospect,  therefore,  is  indicated  that  this 
Tote  on  Aooount  is  to  be  continued  at 
least  during  half  the  Session.  The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  sajs  that  Oommittee  of 
Supply  is  the  means  by  which  tiiese 
matters  are  to  be  brought  before  the 
House ;  but  what  precedent  ia  there  for 
a  Yots  on  Account  being  utilized  for  20 
or  30  Totea  of  OeoBore?  There  is  no 
such  precedent  whaterer.  If  Votes  on 
Account  were  to  be  utiliEed  in  such  a 
manner  it  would  be  absolutely  impossible 
to  make  any  progress  whatever  with 
Parliamentary  Business.  I  am  not 
eony  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pat  the 
matter  ao  dearly  before  the  Hoose.  We 
aee  now  it  ia  not  only  a  qoestioB 
of  one  night;  the  Vote  is  to 
be  made  the  engine  for  the  cross- 
examination  of  every  Minister.  It  ia 
interesting  to  observe,  and  I  trust  the 
country  will  obserre,  that  a  guerilla  war- 
fare suits  hon.  and  right  hon.  Qentlemen 
much  better  than  any  opportnnity  of 
really  brioging  a  distinct  onarge  against 
HerMajes^'s  Ministers  which  they  will 
be  Dompelled  to  verify  and  on  whioh  a 
distinct  issue  may  be  taken.  We  thought 
that  on  this  Vote  on  Aooount  thM«  were 
to  he  some  definite  and  distinct  attacks 
made  on  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  We 
vere  charged  with  endeavouring,  by 
shortening  this  Vote  on  Account,  to 
stifle  discussion.  We  have  now 
offered  the  opportunity  for  unlimited 
discussion  on  distinct  issues  to  be 
brought  agaiast  the  Government,  and 
the  moment  that  offer  is  made  the 
right  hon.  Qeotleman  the  Member  for 
Derby,  who  is  most  forward  in  bring- 
ing every  kind  of  insinnation  and 
innuendo,  gets  up  and  refuses  to  join 
iseue  with  us  upon  any  particular  point. 
I  believe  the  House  might  leave  the 
matter  there.  [Yoiobs  :  "  Eennington ! "] 
Ah,  yes !  Kennington,  of  course !  Ton 
wldL  to  rest  on  the  judgment  of  Kenning- 
ton  rather  than  on  the  judgment  of  this 
House.  Hon.  (Jentlemen  opposite  wish 
to  paradaSennington  beforethe  country, 
And  not  to  endanger  the  effect  produced 


by  accepting  the  cballense  ir*  make  to 
them  to  bring  forward  any  distinct 
charges  against  the  Govemmsnt.  Well, 
we  are  very  sorry.  We  should  have  liked 
to  join  battle.  But  they  refuse.  They 
preifer  to  continue  this  kind  of  croaa- 
questiouing  They  wish  to  continue  I  do 
not  know  how  many  weeks  upon  this 
Vote  on  Account  without  oominff  to  the 
real  business  of  the  House.  They  do 
not  wish  to  approach  any  legislation; 
this  is  to  be  the  chief  work  of  the  Ses- 
.  I  caunot  interpret  their  words  in 
any  other  way.  It  cannot,  however,  be 
supposed  that  the  House  itself  will  be 
wmiQgto  prolong  this  debateindefinitely. 
We  have  made  what  we  oonsidei;  to  be  a 
most  fair  offer  to  onr  opponents,  and  I 
can  only  express  onr  soiprise  that 
it  has  not  been  accepted  in  the  spirit  in 
which  it  is  made. 

Question  pat,  "That  the  vords  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  Booae  divided:— ^es  270; 
Noes  166:  M^ori^  104.— (Divisioa 
List,  No.  25.) 

Original  Question  ag^o  proposed. 

Ma.  LABOTJOHEBE  (Korthanm- 
ton) :  I  need  hardly  say  that  I  cordial^ 
support  my  hon.  Friend  and  OoUeagua 
in  opposing  this  Saeolution.  I  propoaa 
to  oondade  the  remarks  I  am  aoout  to 
make  by  moving  an  Amendment,  b»- 
oause  I  believe  that  if  this  Beaolution 
Is  to  be  passed  there  are  certain  portiona 
of  it  which  ought  to  be  amended.  I 
think  that  the  House  ought  to  protest 
against  the  reoklesa  assertions  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequerwhenever  he 
speaks  of  hon.  Members  sitting  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  Among  other  things 
whioh  the  Ohanoellor  of  l£e  Ezohequar 
dted  as  an  instance  of  obstruotioa  m>m 
the  Oppo«tion  was  the  first  Vote  for  the 
Admiralty.  Now  I  happen  to  know 
what  occurred.  I  proposed  an  Amend- 
ment  to  reduce  the  number  of  men  men- 
tioned in  the  Voto.  During  the  evening 
I  did  not  move  the  Amendment,  as  thers 
appeared  to  have  been  a  reduction  of  3 ,  OOO 
men,  and  because  the  supporters  of  the 
Government  got  ap  and  delivered  their 
usual  general  essays  upon  the  Admiralty, 
and  I  thought  it  would  be  uncivil  on  mj 
part  to  interfere  until  they  had  got 
through  those  assays.  I  moved  mj 
Amendment  at  half-paat  1 1 .  It  was  a  per- 
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fsotly  legitinute  Amendment,  whether 
right  or  wrong.  The  Divlnon  took  oIkob 
at  13  o'clock,  and  ooonpied  half-an-nooT, 
after  one  or  two  Uemben  on  this  side 
of  the  Hooee  bod  sud  a  few  words.  In 
these  ciroometuuiM,  I  oondder  It  moat 
vnUr  that  the  OluuioeUor  of  the  Ex- 
oheqaer  shoiiU  bring  theae  general 
aoonsatioaa  against  this  side  of  the 
House.  There  is  ao  man  in  the  Honae 
who  waete*  more  time  than  the  Ghan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer,  lor  the  Ghan- 
oellor  of  theEzoheqner,  a  man  of  figures, 
facts,  and  statisttce,  is  a  great  deal  too 
oombatiTe.  The  Ohanoelloi  of  the  Ex- 
«heqaer  has  attacked  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  the  Uember  for  Derby  (Sir 
W.  Haieourt).  But  I  have  heard  the 
right  hon.  Geatleinan  make  the  same 
attack  SO  ttmes;  indeed,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  never  gets  on  his  feet  in  tbe 
House  without  aajing  that  the  riEht 
hoD.  Member  for  Derby  makes  speeches 
in  order  to  obtain  oheers  from  bis  own 
side  of  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  natnrally  gets  up  to 
speak,  entertaining  the  same  views  as 
hon.  Members  on  his  own  side  of  the 
House,  and,  of  oourse,  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers natnr^y  oheer  him.  Would  the 
Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  not  be 
sarprised  if  hon.  Members  behind 
him  cried  "Oh, oh!"  whenheepoke? 
Let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  be  satisfied 
with  the  cheers  which  he  elicits  from 
that  side  of  the  HoaBe;bat  do  not  let 
him  waste  any  more  of  the  time  of  the 
House  by  oomplaining  that  when  hon. 
Oendemen  get  up  on  this  side  to  ex- 
press the  views  of  the  majority  of 
the  Opposition  their  expressions  are  ap- 
provM  of  by  the  Pm^  with  whom  they 
act.  The  nght  hon.  Gentleman  says — 
"  Why  hare  a  discussion  on  the  Vote 


fact  is  that  we  have  a  primd  faei» 
case  against  the  Ministry;  but  we 
want  to  cross-examine  diem;  we 
wish  to  establish  the  case  from  their 
own  mouths.  We  ooold  not  do  this  in 
a  general  debate ;  but  we  look  upon 
this  Vote  on  Account  just  as  a  Boyal 
Commission.  We  want  to  have  our 
Boyal  Oommission  in  the  House  is  order 
to  orow  examine  the  right  hon.  Qentla- 
men.  Bat  the  Government  say,  "Not  at 
all ;  we  will  not  aooept  that ;  we  want  to 
mij(e  long  speeches  and  then  come  to  a 
general  aedsion  on  the  matter."    An- 
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ether  reason  why  we  cannot  follow  the 
advice  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  that  it  is  mistaken  tactua, 
when  there  is  a  dear  minori^in  tl« 
House,  to  indulge  in  Motions  of  Want  of 
Oonfidenoe.  On  such  oooauons  the 
friends  of  the  Government  oome  down 
to  the  House  in  strong  force,  and,  after 
defeating  the  Motion,  they  go  through 
the  country  swaggering  and  saying  that 
they  have  been  whitewashed.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  says  that 
a  guerilla  warfare  is  monetroue.  Well, 
that  is  just  what  we  are  going  to  carry 
on.  Guerilla  wars  before  now  have 
proved  successful ;  they  waste  the  forces 
of  the  onemv.  We  are  not  ^ing  to 
engage  in  pitched  battles  against  the 
master  of  many  lefpons  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  I  agree  with  n^ 
hon.  Friend  and  Oolleagne,  and  I  would 
not  give  a  single  day  to  the  Goverameat, 
heoaose  never  a  day  in  their  hands 
passes  without  their  doing  some  sort  of 
evil.  I  wonld  not  give  them  a  day,  nor 
afford  them  the  opportunity  of  getting 
a  single  sixpence.  The  Qovemment 
may,  by  means  of  the  Olosure,  foroe 
Supply  through;  but  there  is  no  reowm 
why  we  should  be  called  on  to  aid  and 
abet  them  in  maintaining  a  poution 
which  is  a  false  one,  because  they  have 
not  got  the  country  at  tbeir  back.  The 
right  hou.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasnty  showe  a  certun  sort  of 
suavity,  but  I  discovered  long  ago  that 
hia  suavity  is  very  MachiavelUan,  and 
the  more  urbane  the  right  hon  Gentle- 
man is,  the  more  utterly  I  distmat  him. 
What  occurred  a  little  while  ago  7  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wished  to  1^ 
his  hands  upon  a  portion  of  the  days 
set  apart  for  privateMembers,  namely — 
Tnesdays.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  we  should  have  an  ^portuni^ 
of  airiug  our  grievances.  He  said  he 
wanted  half  a  day  for  the  discussion  of 
the  Estimates,  and  now  that  he  has 
got  it  he  wants  to  prevent  the  discus- 
sion of  those  Estimates,  and  he  prao- 
tioally  puts  the  Closure  on  the  duotia- 
sion  of  the  Vote  on  Account  The  front 
Opposition  bench  asked  whether  the 
Government  gave  up  the  doctrine  that 
the  Vote  must  be  had  on  Thursday; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Fint 
Lord  of  ^e  Treasury  said  they  most 
leave  it  to  his  judgment  What 
does  his  judgment  mean  f  It  means  the 
Closure.     Ae  right  hon.    Gentleman 
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talked  of  hiB  daly  to  the  ooant^,  bat  I 
"know  of  only  one  duty  whioh  ^e  right 
Qentieman  owes  to  the  oountry,  and  that 
is  to  consult  the  oonntry.  Let  htm  do 
that.  We  shall  be  perfectly  satisfied 
with  that ;  but  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man takes  up  an  attitude  of  defiance, 
and  refuses  to  consult  the  oountrj,  then 
ve  will  throw  erer;  obstacle  we  oan  in 
the  way  of  the  transaotion  of  public 
business.  [  Chefrt  Jrom  tht  MmuUruU 
im«Aw.]  I  say  what  I  mean  ;  I  believe 
it  is  our  business  to  do  everything  we  oan 
to  provoke  a  DiBaoIntion ;  and  one  of  the 
means  of  doing  that  is  to  render  public 
basinesB  exceedingly'  difficult  in  the  pre- 
sent Parliament.  I,  for  my  part,  am 
prepared  to  do  everything  I  can  to 
attain  that  excellent,  most  admirable, 
and  most  Oonstitutional  end.  The 
Motion  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
will  cause  us  to  sit  not  only  after  1 2 
as  long  as  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
plesae^  but  after  6  to-morrow  as  long 
aa  be  pleases.  A  most  important  debate 
is  to  be  inaugurated  on  the  Vote  on 
Aooonnt,  and,  owing  to  the  small  amount 
of  time  meted  out  to  us,  the  discussion 
win  be  kept  up  at  an  hour  when  there 
can  be  no  adequate  report  of  it  in  the 
newspapers,  and  when  the  House  is 
weary  and  tired  out.  Anybody  who 
will  refer  to  the  pages  of  Hamard  will 
see  that  what  I  sav  is  oorreot.  The 
12  o'clock  rule  was  adopted  after  lengthy 
consideTatioQ ;  and  it  was  folly  under- 
stood that  it  was  only  to  be  abrogated 
when  it  was  necessary  to  close  on  a  par- 
ticular night  some  special  debate.  Fer- 
BODally,  I  would  not  object  to  oar 
meeting  at  10  at  nig;ht  and  adjourning 
at  10  the  next  morning ;  but  I  do  like 
regular  hours ;  and  we  have  now  got 
accustomed  to  breaking  up  at  12  o'clock. 
There  is  an  agitation  going  on  to  limit 
the  hours  of  labour  to  eight.  We  meet 
at  8  and  adjourn  at  12,  so  that  we  have 
9  hours'  bard  work,  and  we  are  now 
called  u^a  by  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
to  continae  our  laTOnrs  still  farther. 
There  is  no  good  reason  whatever  for 
that  demand  of  the  Government.  It  is 
■Hogether  nnneoeaeary  to  go  on  after 
12  (roloi&.  We  want  a  fair  debate,  but 
it  OT^ht  to  be  continued  daring  proper 
legiumve  honrs.  The  legislative  shop 
OBgfat  to  shut  np  at  a  proper  hour. 
I  beg  now  to  move  as  an  Amendment 
that  the  fcdlowing  words  be  struck  out 
of  die  Uotion  :— 


At  my  hoar,  though  ot^Msed,  and  ihall  not  bo 
interraptad  niHlBr  the  pravirioni  ol  any  Stuid- 
xag  Omer  r«gitUting  Uio  Sitting*  of  tl>e  Uouh, 
except  of  SWnding  Ordsr  No,  S.  But  after 
■ach  proeeedioK*  are  diiposed  ol,  no  opposed- 
bonnets  ihmll  be  tak«n." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  7,  to 
leave  out  all  wokIs  after  the  word 
"  down  "  to  the  end  of  the  Question. — 
(ifr.  iMOouchtrt.) 

Uaestion  iwoposed,  "  That  the  words 

Sropoeed  to  oe  left  oat  stand  part  of  the- 
tuestion." 

*Mk.  W.  H.  SUITH  :  I  cannot  aoeept 
the  Amendment.  The  hon.  Member 
has  stated  that  it  is  hia  intention  to  offer 
every  possible  obstruotion  to  Publio 
Business,  and,  under  those  circumstances, 
it  is  perfectly  dear  that  !t  would  be- 
seriously  injurious  to  the  publio  intereeta 
if  the  Government  were  deprived  <d  the 
facilities  which  this  addition  to  th& 
Motion  will  afford  tbem.  The  powers 
we  ask  for  are  urgently  neoessary  in 
the  position  in  which  we  stand — namely, 
the  power  to  close  a  discussion  when  an 
adjournment  wonld  be  exceedingly  in- 
joHous  to  Public  Business.  There  are 
many  instances  when  a  debate  may  be 
closed  with  advantage  to  the  House, 
and  it  is  impossible  for  any  Minister  to 
use  a  power  of  this  sort  except  with  the 
general  assent  of  the  House,  I  woulA 
humbly  represent  to  the  Hoose  that  ws 
have  now  oeen  discussing  this  Motion 
for  three  hours,  and  an^  further  pro- 
longation of  the  discussion  must  take 
away  from  the  time  available  tat  the 
oonsideration  of  the  Estimates  in  Snp^y 
and  the  Vota  on  Account,  which  ws 
desire  to  approach.  The  House  has 
already,  by  a  very  large  majori^,  re- 
fused to  strike  out  a  certain  ptntion  of 
the  Besolution ;  and  I  would,  thenfore, 
again  urge  that  we  should  now  come  to 
a  canoluBion  on  the  Motion  and  allow 
business  to  proceed.  The  feeling  of  ths 
House  has  been  sandently  asesrtalned 
bv  the  Diviwon  which  has  aliBady  taksa 
place. 

*Mb.  STUABT  (Shoreditoh,  Hoxton)  r 
I  must  protest  against  taking  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  Vote  on  Aooonnt  at  an. 
boar  when  the  public  Press  cannot  te- 
port  what  we  say,  and  when  the  Miniatzj- 
and  their  snpporters  will  care  very  Mtlle 
for  our  arguments.  Gentlemen  on  this 
aide  desire  to  speak  to  the  ommtrj 
through  the  House. 
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Qaeetioa  pat,  "That  the  woHa  pro- 
poMd  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Qaeadon." 

The  House  divided:— Ayea  367 ;  Noes 
16t.— (DiTisioD  List,  Ho.  26.) 

Haia  Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  365  ;  Noes 
■166:— {Div.  List,  No.  27.) 

Ordared,  That  until  the  ProceediDKBon  ths 
-SnpplsmeiiUTy  BitimatM  I SS8-9,  the  Jlxoeaue 
18B7-B,  and  the  Vote  on  Account  for  18S9-fiO  in 
the  Committees  of  Supply  and  Ways  and 
Meaii^  And  on  Report  therefrom,  aud  the 
Mvenl  atania  of  the  Coosolidatad  Fond  Bill, 
&re  omduded,  the  Proceedingi  thereon  shall 
hare  pracedanoe  of  other  OMera  o(  Uie  Day 
sod  Notion  of  Uotions  on  every  iuy  for  wiiiiib 
thay  are  appointed.  The  provisiona  of 
Stending  Order  No.  6fl  shall  be  extended  to  any 
daj  on  which  the  >aid  Votes  are  set  down. 
Snoh  Financial  Bmiaess  nmy  be  entered  upon 
mt  any  hour,  though  opposed,  and  shall  not  be 
intwrapted  uuder  the  provtaions  of  any  Standing 


CHARTTIXa,  &0.  SXUIPTIOK  BILL. 
On  UotioD  of  Sir  Jolian  Qoldemid,  Bill  to 
-exempt  Chanties  and  Hospitals  from  Local 
Rates,  ordered  to  be  broaght  in  by  Sir  Julian 
Ooldsmid.  Baron  da  Rothschild,  Sir  Kobart 
Fowler,  Sir  Alg;enion  BorthwiiA,  Mr.  Octaviiu 
V.  Morgan,  nnd  Mr.  Lawson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  161.] 

LAiro  LAW  (iHBLAim)  ACT  (1887)  UfBIfD- 
latn  (LBASEHOLDBEe)   (ND.    2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Haoortney,  Bill  to 
amend  section  one  of  "  ThoLuid  Iaw  (Ireland) 
Act,  1B87,"  in  regard  to  Leasaholden,  ordend 
t«  be  bronght  m  by  Mr.  Mac«rtDey,  Mr. 
O'Ktdll,  Orfonel  Wamig.  Mr.  T.  W.  Rnasell, 
Hr.  Lea,  and  Hr.  William  Sinclair. 

Bai  preeented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  16S.] 

WATS  AND  MEANS. 
OONSOLIDATED     FHKO    [ho.    1)    BILL. 
RaaolutioM  reported. 


year  ending  on  tha  31et  day  of  March  1889, 
the  sun  of  £»a,Odl,  be  rnuited  out  of  the  Oon- 
•olidated  Fond  of  the  United  Einsdocii." 

(2.)  "That  towardanaking  good  the  Supply 
gnnted  to  Her  Majeaty  for  toe  Berries  of  the 
year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  IS90, 
tlie  sam  of  £9,267,300,  be  granted  out  of  the 
Cmsalidated  Fund." 

BesDlQ<ionB  ureed  to :— Bill  ordered  to  he 
Immglitinby  Mr.  Courtoey,  Hr.  Chancellor  of 
tba£saIieqaer,andUr.  Jaokaon.'* 

Bill  preeented,  and  lead  first  time. 


SUPPLY. 
BesolntioiiB  [18th  Haich],  reported, 
(I.)  "Thai  a  SupplaTnentair  sum,  not  ex> 
ceeding  £200,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to 
defray  the  Cfaar^  which  wUl  oome  in  oonne 
o(  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3I«t 
day  ot  March,  1889,  for  cort«n  Eipenaas  of 
the  Law  Agnnt  in  Scotlaod  for  Government 
Departments." 

(2.)  "That  a  Snpplementary  sum,  not  ex- 
ceeding £24,890,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  wilt  ooma  in  coarse  of 

Syment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat 
y  of  Mnrcb  1889,  for  Public  Education  in 
England  and  Wales." 

(3.)  "That  a  Kupptementary  sum,  not  ex- 
caadiDg  £98,310,  be  granted  to  Her  Mqeity, 
to  defniy  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  oourae 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the 
Slet  day  of  March  IS89,  for  certain  Charges 
connected  with  the  Orange  lUver  TerritOTy, 
the  Transvaal,  Zolaland.  Beohuanaland,  ths 
Island  of  St.  Helena,  and  the  High  Commii- 
aiooer  of  South  Africa." 

Resolutions  read  the  first  and  seoo&d 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,' 
"That  this  House  do  aeree  witti  the 
Committee  in  the  First  Besolution." 

I        THE  D1STDRBAN0B8  IN  8KYB. 

Da.  GAHEBON  ^Glasgow,  Oollwe) : 
la  rising  to  oppose  tnis  Besolution,  lam 
aware  of  the  position  in  which  the 
GoTsmment  are  placed  in  regard  to  time, 
but  I  maintain  tiiat  the  carrying  or  the 
abandoning  of  the  Besolution  has  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  passing  of  a 
Yote  on  Account,  and  that  it  might  be 
abandoned  without  the  slightest  diffi- 
culty to  the  carrying  on  of  the  affairs  ol 
the  nation,  and  with  considerable  advan- 
tage to  the  credit  of  Her  Majesty'g 
Oovemment.  The  Ohancellor  of  tU 
Exchequer,  in  the  debate  last  nigh^ 
which  was  brought  to  a  premature  close 
by  the  intervention  of  the  First  Lord, 
attempted  to  draw  a  red  herring  across 
the  course  of  this  discussion,  leading 
the  Committee  to  believe  that  in  our 
opposition  to  this  Yote  we  were  actuated 
by  personal  dislikeof  SherifTIvoiy,  and 
that  there  was  no  matter  of  principle 
involved.  This  the  right  hon.  Oentie^ 
man  more  than  insinuated— he  said  it. 
Now,  I  utterly  deny^tbat  I  have  any 
dislike  whatever  to  the  gentiemaa  whose 
name  happens  to  be  mixed  up  with  this 
Yote.  n  has  been  my  mislortune  on 
varioueoooadons  to  find  myself  interested 
in  the  wrongs  of  various  people  in  order 
to  get  those  wrongs  righted,   and   on 
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this,  AS  OS  other  oocaaions,  I  hare  not 
hesit&tod  to  approKoh  the  Law  Goarts 
to  assist  perso as  ingettino;  what  redieaa 
they  oonfd.  I  hare  seen  the  Game  X^ws 
harshly  adminiAtered,  and  when  what  I 
thought  a  legal  mistake  was  made,  I 
hare  not  hentated  to  have  it  broaght 
before  the  Law  CJourte,  and  os  one 
oeoaaion  I  had  the  satisfaotion  of  get- 
ting aconviotioii  quashed,  and  damages 
awarded  ag^st  a  gamebeeper  who 
acted  illegally.  On  another  oooasion,  a 
ship's  orew  belonging  to  the  Olyde 
appeared  to  have  suffered  grievous 
wrou-  at  the  hands  of  their  employer, 
and  r did  not  hesitate  to  bring  the  case 
before  a  Court,  where  I  got  compensa- 
tion to  the  tune  of  £2,000  for  the  men. 
This  is  a  precdsely  similar  case,  hut  the 
explanation  why  we  fight  it  so  bitterly 
is  that  the  payment  of  this  money  is  a 
gratuitoue  and  gross  insult  to  the 
vast  majority  of  the  people  of  Scotland — 
I  may  say  to  the  people  at  lai«e — 
reiffeseDted  by  the  37  8ootcb  Memoers 
who  voted  against  the  Qovemment  last 
night,  while  only  eight  Scotch  Members 
Toted  with  the  Govemment.  The  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  says  my  ohaives 
against  Sheriff  Zvory  were  virulent,  bat 
that  has  really  nothing  to  do  with  the 
matter.  The  question  we  have  to  discuss 
ia  whether  Uie  Qovemment  had  any 
tight  gratuitously  to  interfere  in  order, 
atthe  public  expense,  to  relieve  a  gentle- 
man who  happens  to  be  a  Sheriff  from 
the  consequancBS  of  acts,  not  com- 
mitted in  the  discharge  of  his  official 
duties,  but  in  direct  oontravention  of 
his  official  duty.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  quoted  from  Papers  that 
hare  been  read  to  the  House,  and  whioh 
show  that  I  advocated  raising  the 
question  in  assertion  of  a  constitutional 
Tight ;  and  then  he  said  I  had  adopted 
a  Flan  of  Campaign,  and  he  evidently 
used  the  expression  to  throw  discredit 
on  UB  as  Campaigners,  in  that  the  action 
we  took  was  analogous  to  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  elsewhere.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  greatly  mistaken 
the  intelligence  of  the  Scotch  people — 
even  of  the  oonstituency  that  once 
retained  him  to  Parliament — if  he 
imagines  they  will  be  taken  in  by  any 
phrase  he  may  ohoose  to  apply  in  this 
matter.  The  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  taoght  us  this,  that  if  it  is  a 
Flan  of  Campaign,  there  may  be  more 
honesty  in  it  than  in  the  Government 
Dr.  Camerem 


method  of  paying  the  expenses  of  a 
private  individnal  surreptitioasly  out  of 
the  public  purse.  One  of  the  gravest 
charges  we  make  against  the  Goreni- 
ment  is  the  ooucsiument  they  bare- 
practised  throughoat.  It  they  believed 
they  were  jastified,  if  they  belieredthey 
were  doing  good,  they  certainly 
endeavoured  to  do  it  by  stealth,  and 
may  blash  td  find  it  fame.  Ther» 
were  three  actions  oonoemed,  though 
only  two  came  to  trial.  The  first  was 
raised  by  Macpheraon  against  the 
Procurator  Fiscu  of  the  Skye  disfarist, 
but  it  was  held  to  be  inoompetent,  it 
being  declared  that  the  deeds  in  respect 
to  which  the  action  was  raised  were 
committed  by  the  Procurator  Fiscal 
in  the  discharge  of  his  duly  and 
were  privileged,  and  the  case  ooold 
notgo  Defore  a  jury.  That  gentleman 
not  being  blessed,  I  suppose,  with  the  in- 
fluence of  Sheriff  Ivory,  did  not  get  off 
so  well  in  respect  to  expenses.  A  large 
sum  was  paid  in  the  shape  of  expenaes. 
I  took  the  trouble  to  apply  to  the  agent 
at  Inverness  to  find  out  what  the  ex- 
penses on  the  other  side  were.  It  ia 
often  the  case  that  the  expenses  on  th» 
eide  of  the  plfuntiff  are  greater  than 
those  on  the  side  of  the  defendant, 
because  the  pursuer  has  to  bring  up 
witnesses  and  to  pay  the  whole  costs.  In 
this  case  the  pursuers  were  non-pro- 
fessional, their  solicitor  had  to  be  paid, 
their  counsel  and  witnesses  had  to  be 
paid,  and  their  expensee  should  hare 
been  much  greater.  Well,  in  the  case 
of  Macpheraon  wrcu*  the  Procurator 
Fiscal  the  expenses  were  £125,  and  th» 
total  sum  given  by  the  Treasury  and  the 
Procurator  Fisoal  was  £59  Bs.  lid.,  or 
not  half  that  amount.  So  strict  an  in- 
vestigation was  not  made  into  this  case 
as  into  that  in  whioh  Sheriff  Irory  was 
defendant.  The  expenses  must  hare 
been  paid  out  of  the  Estimates  of  18S6. 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has  told 
us  they  were  paid  out  of  the  Supple- 
mental Estimates,  and  the  date  of^pay- 
ment  indicates  that  must  hare  been  so> 
There  was  a  Vote  set  down  for  the  com- 
pletion of  Peterhead  Harbour  and  other 
incidental  charges,  and  we  should  nerer 
have  heard  of  this  demand  but  for  a 
direct  question  put  in  the  House  on  the. 
subject,  and  then  it  came  out  during  the 
Autumn  Session.  Under  the  general 
accounts,  as  rendered,  it  is  impoesibl» 
for  any  Member  to  tell  what  the  Sup- 
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plementar;  demand^  refers  to,  and  it 
was  limply  by  acoidrait,  sa  the  reeult  of 
a  quesdoQ  put  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
E^bnrgh,  that  the  fact  waa  elidted 
that  £200  out  of  the  total  wu  required 
to  pay  the  oosta  of  Sheriff  Ivory.  When 
the  story  was  told  auoh  strong  opposi- 
tion  was  aroused  that  this  tJupplemen- 

SVote  was  postponed  to  thisSessioo, 
that  is  why  we  got  it  so  late 
in  the  financial  year.  If  the 
Ooremmeat  bad  in  a  straightforward 
manner  put  the  item  down  as  they  have 
now,  it  would  have  been  ohalleoffed  and 
diaouBsed  at  once  and  disposed  of  before 
the  House  adjoomed.  I  wish  the  House 
to  understand  why  there  is  such  a  keen 
feeling  on  the  subject  in  Scotland  on 
this  matter.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  C^iancellor  of  the  Exchequer  read 
certain  extracts,  but  he  omitted  certain 
disagreeable  passages,  and  bo  did  not 
show  the  grounds  upon  which  I  adrised 
my  Men&  to  raise  a  fund  to  test  the 
legality  of  certain  deeds  committed  in 
these  raids  into  the  Highlands.  I  shall 
supply  these  omissions  of  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman.  He  ridiculed  the  idea  of 
malice  on  the  part  of  Sheriff  Irory.  We 
hare  eridence  that  the  Sheriff  in  con- 
nection with  the  expedition  of  1885 
minted  medals  for  the  reward  of  every 
policeman  who  arrested  a  crofter,  and 
in  the  case  of  Beaton  he  took  down 
the  name  of  the  constable  who  arrested 
Beaton  with  the  view  of  presenting  him 
with  the  much-prized  decoration. 

An  hon.  Ububbb  :  Who  paid  for  the 
medals  P 

Dr.  CAMERON :  The  Qoremment 
have  denied  that  they  hare  paid  for 
them.  I  do  not  know  if  the  cost  was 
defrayed  out  of  savings,  or  whether  it 
was  a  purely  personal  undertaking  on 
the  part  of  the  Sheriff.  The  Chief  Con- 
stable of  the  county,  who  was  the  proper 
peraon  to  be  put  in  chaive  of  the  expedi- 
tion, had  had  a  "  tiff"  with  Sheriff 
Ivory,  and  the  Sheriff  took  personal 
command  of  the  police — a  shameful  and 
unprecedented  thii^  in  comieotion  with 
the  expedition.  The  deeds  we  com- 
plain of  are  these :  the  arrest  of 
persons  without  any  warrant  at  all, 
whole  villages  besieged  and  houses  ran- 
sacked without  any  warrant  or  reason- 
able suspicion  against  the  inhabitants. 
I  oosld  quote  a  number  of  instances 
from  the  OUugow  Strald,  a  paper  that 
has    no  prqudioe    in    favour    of   tiie 
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crofters,  and  I  have  reason  to  believe 
that  the  very  case  given  by  the  reporter 
of  that  journal  ooidd  he  sapportea  in  a. 
Court  of  Law.  That  reporter  deecnbes 
how  Sheriff  Ivory,  not  being  satisfied 
with  the  state  of  things  and  the  dis- 
position of  the  force,  ordered  more  con- 
stables to  be  told  off,  and  urged  the  m«ik 
on  to  greater  ezertione  by  exolamationa- 
of  "Go  ahead  "and  "Got  on  with  you." 
He  marched  men  into  houses  and  en- 
deavoured to  get  the  women  recognized 
who  were  present;  he  ordered  examina- 
tion of  every  room,  told  the  men  to  look 
into  cupboaJ^iB,  under  beds,  and  examine 
the  byres,  and  leave  no  means  of  escape 
open.  A  midnight  raid  was  made  upoa 
a  house  where  an  old  woman  of  70  re- 
sided ;  Bhe  was  awakened  in  her  bed  by 
the  gleam  of  a  lantern  on  her  face  and 
saw  policemen  standing  around;  she 
was  asked  where  her  husband  was;  she 
was  a  widow ;  she  was  asked  where  her 
sou  was,  she  replied  in  his  grave ;  she 
waa  asked  where  her  girl  was  and  re- 
plied that  she  had  none.  She  was  very 
much  frightened,  and  fainted  after  the 
police  left.  Dozens  of  auoh  oases  might 
be  qnoted.  In  one  of  the  first  house* 
invaded,  a  man  named  McLean  waa 
dangerously  ill ;  he  was  much  affected  by 
the  domiciliary  vieit  of  the  police, 
and  soon  afterwards  disd.  His  wife- 
desoribes  how  much  the  visit  of  the 
police  affected  him,  and  how  in  his  sleep' 
he  murmured  about  the  difBoulty  of 
meeting  the  expenses  of  his  funeral. 
To  carry  her  husband  to  the  church- 
yard the  wife  had  to  beg  the  assistance- 
of  friends  at  a  distance,  the  men  of  the 
neighbourhood  being  either  in  custody 
or  hiding  in  the  hills.  The  funeral  pro- 
cession was  met  by  the  Sheriff  and  his 
eocort  of  police  on  tiieix  way  to  pay 
another  visit  to  the  honee  of  the  dead 
man,  but  they  did  not  go  when  they 
heard  whose  corpse  was  in  the  cofiln.. 
These  are  some  of  the  inddents  that- 
have  stung  the  people  of  Scotland  into 
iodignatioo.  In  these  expeditions  there 
was  the  greatest  brutality  on  the  part  of^ 
the  police.  We  have  an  instance  in 
which  an  officer  burned  down  a  house 
illegally.  He  was  reprimanded  forsoothL 
but  he  waa  never  brought  to  trial.  We 
have  it  in  evidence  that  on  another 
occasion  an  infant  m  the  cradle  was  in- 
eluded  in  an  inventory  of  the  contents 
of  a  house  by  on  officer,  and  it  is  alleged 
also  that  he  threatened  to  bum  the  house 
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■down  udIbbs  the  people  paid  the  amoiuit 
be  wu  charged  to  colleot.  These  are 
the  thinifB  that  roused  the  pnbliRindigna- 
tion,  and  I  must  say  that  it  appears  to 
ne  a  matter  of  some  importance  that, 
before  we  allow  anoh  proosedingB  to  he 
carried  on  with  impunity,  we  should 
put  their  legality  to  test  in  a  constitu- 
tional way.  Three  aotione  were  raised. 
8heriff  Ivory  said  there  were  not  more 
than  two  we  ouuld  attempt  to  support 
-ontof  all  thechargesmadeiamyspeooh 
■when  this  movement  was  initiated,  bat 
why  was  this?  We  had  no  desire  to 
harry  Sheriff  Ivory — our  desire  was 
to  settle  constitutional  pointa,  and 
-ao  three  typical  actions  were  taken. 
In  one  of  these  cases  a  technical 
difficulty  was  found  in  oonnecting  the 
Sheriff  and  Procurator  Fisoal  wiw  the 
order  upon  which  the  police  acted.  Of 
the  three  actions,  one  was  raised  for 
libel,  one  on  the  subject  of  arreet  without 
warrant,  and  another  for  keeping  a  per- 
eon  in  prison  for  a  long  time  without  eri- 
'denoe  and  then  liberating  him  without 
apology  or  excaee.  Now,  Sheriff  Ivory 
was  in  the  habit  of  libelling — never  a 
3«port  of  hia  appeared  bnt  somebody 
■was  libelled  in  it.  The  Lord  Advocate 
remarked  that  I  had  made  libellous 
etatementa  in  this  Honse  in  respect  to 
Sheriff  Ivory,  bnt  let  me  say  I  uttered 
those  statements  outside  the  House. 
The  speeoh  from  which  Sheriff  Ivory 

Quotes  is  not  privileged,  and  Sheriff 
rory  has  the  opportunity  of  raising  any 
action  upon  it  he  likes.  But  I  say  in 
this  omdal  document  he  has  libelled 
Norman  Stewart,  and  he  did  so  while 
the  case  was  pending  before  the  Sheriff 
Sabatitutc.  It  is  upon  the  evidence  of 
the  repreeentative  at  Invernees  of  a 
Glasgow  newspaper  that  Sheriff  Ivoty 
poBseeeed  himaelf  of  telwrams  in  a  very 
equivocal  faehion,  and  uen  he  stigma- 
tised the  reporter  to  whom  these  tele- 
grams belonged  as  a  ringleader  in  the 
riots  that  attended  the  crofter  move- 
ment. The  Sheriff  accused  his  own 
ofRoers  of  committing  petjory,  and  said 
that  peijnry  was  the  cause  of  Stewart's 
eBoape.  So  there  was  every  reason  why 
we  snould  take  up  an  action  for  libel. 
Then  another  reaacn  was  that  Sheriff 
Ivory  was  habitually  in  the  habit 
of  disr^aiding  the  rules  laid  down 
to  regulate  the  oondoot  of  officials, 
and  with  no  justification  whatever, 
jmd  not  with  the  honest  imprei- 
Dr.  CamtnH 


aion  tha^  he  was  entitled  to  do  aa  he 
did.  The  Ohaacellor  of  the  Exchequer 
in  his  attempt  to  rescue  Sheriff  Ivory 
from  the  consequences  of  the  illegal 
action  in  which  be  was  cast  for  damages, 
aoouses  us  of  organizing  a  Plan  of 
Campaign,  but  let  me  say  that  it  was 
owing  to  the  dislike  of  myself  and  certain 
of  my  friends  to  do  anything  in.  the 
nature  of  persecution  against  Sheriff 
Ivory,  that  the  other  cases  were  not 
earned  on  appeal  to  the  House  of  Lord& 
I  should  sertainly  be  the  last  man  to 
diaoonatononoe  auoh  a  proceeding  now, 
and  I  believe  such  an  appeal  is  still  open. 
If  there  is  such  an  appeal,  I  do  not 
think  the  Oovemment  will  be  so  ready 
to  renew  their  demand  for  Sheriff  Ivory'a 
damages.  I  think  tbey  will  be  inclined 
to  let  Sheriff  Ivory  hang  by  hie  owii 
tail,  and  sink  or  swim  aooording  to  his 
own  deserts.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  charges  us  with  wasting  time 
over  a  small  item  of  £300.  Will  not  his 
ideosof  £  s.  d.  allow  him  to  sea  that  the 
Scotch  people  have  subscribed  consider- 
ably more  than  this  sum  to  teet  thie  as  a 
constitutional  principle.  We  reust  this 
clause  on  constitutional  grounds,  and 
shall  carry  our  protest  to  a  division. 
*Mb.  a.  SUTHERLAND  (Suther- 
land) :  It  certainly  is  a  new  character 
for  the  Obanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
insist  agunat  the  wish  of  Sootoh 
Members  in  paying  this  sum  out  of  tiie 
Exchequer.  During  the  debate  iniu- 
dents  have  bees  brought  out  that  make 
this  case  tolerably  plain,  but  per- 
haps I  may  be  allowed  to  call  to  the  19- 
coltection  of  the  House  the  ciicumstaaoee 
out  of  which  these  Highland  expeditions 
arose.  The  people  of  Hkya  claimed  a 
right  of  grazing  on  land  which  the  pro- 
wietor  reaistfld.  An  interdict  of  ths 
High  Court  susteined  the  contention 
that  there  was  no  right  of  grazing,  and 
it  was  beoauae  of  a  breach  of  this  inter- 
diet  that  the  whole  of  the  axpeditiona 
took  place.  Bnt  mark  the  result.  An 
Aet  of  Parliament  was  passed  appointing 
a  Commiaaion  to  inquire  into  crofter 
grievances,  and  that  Oommisaion  took 
evidenoe  in  regard  to  this  groring  right. 
What  did  the  Commission  find?  Wliy, 
they  made  the  agent  of  the  landlord 
produce  documentary  evidenoe  to  show 
that  the  people  hod  the  right.  That 
incident  would  be  quite  sufficient  to 
ooootint  for, all  the  feeling  which  haa 
been  manifeatod  during  theaa  prooeed- 
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oBgi,  aad  to  bring  all  the  ao-oalled 
o^oldan  of  law  and  ordtr  into  utter 
.contempt  Aa  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was 
«hoTn  that  the  tananta  and  tbe  people 
fMiMcated  bj  ShorifF  Itqt;  were  the 


real  upholdeia  of  law  and  oi^er.    They 

Ji  proved  to  hare  been  is  the 

right,  and  I  call  on  the  Lord  AdTooate 


have 


«iid  Uie  Chaaoellor  of  the  Exoheqner  w 
deny  theae  facte  if  the;  can.  We  hare 
^t  to  thia  time  of  day,  that  the  Qovem- 
numt,  who  will,  not  pay  anything  in 
Taaponaa  to  the  jait  demanda  of  the 
people,  come  forward,  and,  in  the  faoe  of 
the  people  of  Scotland,  iamt  on   ez- 

S ending  £200  an  an  action  for  which 
heriff  iTory  ought  to  pay  himeelf .  If 
the  Qovemment  desire  to  take  the  stepa 
beat  oaloolated  to  foroe  on  the  agitation 
for  Home  Bule  in  Scotland  tbey  are 
doing  it,  and  in  so  far  as  they  are  doing 
it  lam  thankful  to  them.  I  aave  great 
pleasure  in  supporting  the  proposal  of 
my  hon.  Friend  that  the  Houee  do  not 
agree  with  the  Oommittee. 

*Ua.  PSOVAND  (aiasgow.  Black- 
friars,  fto.]:  This  is  a  very  bad  ease, 
and  the  feeling  throughout  Scotland  is 
•o  strong  in  reference  to  Sheriff  Ivory 
«a  aoQouat  of  his  conduct  on  the  two 
«ipeditioas  that  he  took  part  in  to  the 
Isle  of  Skye,  that  we  feel  bound  to  pro- 
test agalnet  this  payment.  The  £300 
now  asked  for  may  be  taken  to  be  the 
«oets  in  the  case  of  the  man  Stewart,  and 
the  case  onght  to  have  been — and  was, 
in  fact — a  private  suit  of  this  man 
against  the  Sheriff.  The.  Sheriff  had 
do  oooasion  to  say  what  he  did  about 
fitewart  ia  hie  report.  What  was  the 
result  of  the  aotioa  ?  Why,  there  was 
no  trial.  The  language  the  Sheriff  made 
use  of  in  his  report  was  unjustifiable, 
and  the  Sheriff  did  not  attempt  to 
josti^  it;  on  the  contrary,  bis  counsel 
stated  distinctly  that  the  facta  did  not 

i'ustify  what  he  had  steted  about 
itewart,  and,  therefore,  the  Mse 
went  by  default.  I  think  myself  that 
Uxo  QoTemmsnt  are  ashamed  of  this 
matter.  Why  was  it  that  they  tried  to 
amnggle  the  Vote  through  last  Decem- 
ber without  saying  a  word  abont  it! 
As  the  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Oollege  Division  of  Olasgow  (Dr. 
Oameron)  has  remarked,  it  was  ohIt  by 
an  accidental  questlan  pat  by  an  hon. 
Member  that  it  was  disoovered  that  this 
£300  was  oonoealed  in  another  Vote. 
Inhere  are  several  other  things  the  hon. 
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Hembar  for  the  O^eg^  Divinon  has 
said  to  which  no  answer  has  been  re- 
turned by  the  Lord  Advocate.  Tha 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  evaded  the 
issue.  The  Obanoellor  of  the  Eschequer 
twitted  thoes  who  opposed  the  Vote  last 
night  by  saying  that  there  were  very  few 
Scotch  Members  present  to  discuss  it ; 
but  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own 
side  of  the  House  there  was  not  a  single 
Scotoh  Uember  to  defend  Sheriff  Ivory. 
No  one  had  a  word  to  say  for  him  ex- 
oept  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself. 
And  the  Division  List  mnst  have  shown 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what  tha 
Scotoh  Uembers  think  of  Sheriff  Ivory. 
Oa  the  Division  five  private  Scotch 
Members  supported  the  Vote,  and  26 
Scotch  Members  opposed  it.  Ferhapa 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  able 
to  explain  that  to  the  Bouse,  if  he  haa 
anything  to  lay  on  the  subject  to-night 
Tha  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  apoka 
of  the  action  taken  by  Stewart  as  a 
bogus  action ;  but  Stewart  was  a  poor 
man,  and  how,  Z  ask,  could  sympathy  be 
better  shown  than  by  oon  trib  ail  ng  money 
to  enable  him  to  defend  his  character  ? 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
have  had  the  man  go  to  Oourt,  will  he 
any  what  other  course  he  should  have 
taken  ?  It  was  necessary  to  adopt  either 
civil  or  violent  means.  A  great  deal  of 
bitter  feeling  bos  been  excited  in  Soot- 
land  in  aonsequenoe  of  the  action  of 
Sheriff  Ivory,  especially  on  his  second 
expedition.  The  reporta  in  such  news* 
papers  as  the  OUtgow  MtrM  and  the 
Edinburgh  SetUnum  show  that  by  day 
he  was  but  a  mere  man-hunter  and  by 
night  a  sort  of  official  moonlighter.  No 
wonder  there  has  been  so  much  agita- 
tion against  him.  As  to  the  publicatioa 
of  his  Report,  it  cannot  be  contended  ttiat 
the  public  service  required  it,  nor  waa 
that  the  reason  of  the  pubtioation.  Ha 
says  himself  that  he  was  prompted  to  it 
by  the  charges  made  against  him  by 
the  Bev.  fir.  M'aullum  refleadnif 
on  hia  conduct  in  making  arrests 
feeling,  as  he  did,  that  Hr.  U'Oullum's 
charges  should  be  contradicted  at  once, 
in  aa  public  a  manner  as, they  bad  been 
made.  The  intereate  of  the  public  ser- 
vice had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  SberifTs  action ;  and  in  view  of  all 
the  circumatauoes  of  the  case,  I  shall 
vote  against  the  granting  of  thia  £200, 
aa  I  consider  it  a  gross  misapplication 
of  the  money  of  the  taxpayers. 
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vote  thia  moa«;.  It  is  olear  from  th» 
oorrespondenoe  th&t,  in  tb«  ddiborato 
jadguent  of  th«  Troaenij  and  the  6o- 
Ternment,  Sheriff  Ivory  ought  not  to- 
have  hU  defeaoe  pud  for ;  wad  thtt  <hi1t 
reaaon  why  thej  have  bot  dui^gaa 
their  mind  ia  becaaae  they  have  been 
worried  into  it  by  that  gentleman,  th.9 
Sheriff  having  written  tut  if  the  matter 
had  been  referred  to  Mr.  A.  J.  BalfooTr 
who  waa  intimately  acquainted  with  th» 
work  he  had  to  do  in  Bkye,  he  wonld 
have  been  treated  differently.  I  protest 
against  the  QovernmeDt  haTing  allowed 
themselvea  to  be  hectored  by  Sbwiff' 
Ivory  in  this  way.  Is  an  offlotal  to  be- 
aoreened  and  oompenaated  by  a  Oovnn- 
ment  when  he  doea  wrong  and  haa  to 
pay  for  hia  wrong-doing  ?  I  oonatder  it 
unjustifiable  on  the  part  of  the  Oovem- 
meot  for  them  to  indemnifv  an  offinal, 
when  by  his  delibnata  aotton,  irithoat 
the  sanation  of  hia  ai^mrior  offloera  in 
the  Oovernment,  he  oommita  an  irrega- 
lar  act.  The  faot  is  ondoabted  that 
Sheriff  Ivory  libelled  Norman  Stewart; 
for  he  himeelf  expected  that  if  be  had 
allowed  the  oase  to  go  before  the  Ooort 
he  would  have  been  found  guilty.  I 
maintain  that  you  will  create  a  veiy  bad 
impression  in  Sootiand  by  voting  ihi» 
money.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
this  innocent  man,  Norman  Stewart— s 
poor  man — was  arrested,  put  in  prison, 
and  very  nearly  oonvioted,  and  yet  no 
proposal  haa  ever  been  made  to  oom- 

EBosate  him.  On  the  other  hand,  you 
ave  the  rieh  man— the  offloial  in  tho 
Government  Admioistration  in  Sootland 
— breaking  the  law,  libelling  an  inno- 
oent  man,  and  when  he  ia  obliged  to 
pay  damagea,  the  Gtovemment  oome  in 
and  grant  him  an  indemnitjy.  Tou  will 
create  a  feeling  that  you  ore  oondoning; 
a  breach  of  the  law,  and  aerioualy 
embitter  the  minda  of  ^e  people  of  the 
Highlands  againat  your  odininistration . 

The  Honae  divided : — Ayes  230 ; 
Noes  138.— (Div.  Liat,  No.  aS.) 

It  being  after  tea  minnfee  to  Seven  of 
the  dock,  further  oonaideration  of  tha 
Report  of  Supply  stood  odjonmed. 

Remaining  Besolutiona  to  be  fnrtheit 
oonaidered  this  day. 

Order  for  farther  oonaideration  of 
remaining  Heaotutioaa  read — 

Question  proposed,  ' '  That  this  Hooaa 

>th  agree  with  the  Oommittee  in  thei 
aeoond  Beeolution." 


Ua.  M'LAREN  (Cheahire,  Orewe) :  I 
deHre,  aa  a  Scotchman,  to  enter  my  pro- 
teat  against  this  Vote.  I  know  a  good 
deal  of — in  fact,  I  know  intimately— 
the  details  of  the  case,  and  I  do  not  ap- 
proach it  with  the  view  of  needlessly 
taking  up  the  time  of  the  House,  but 
because  I  feel  that  the  oonduot  of  the 
Ch>v8mmeut,  in  pressing  the  Tote  on 
(he  House  in  opposition  to  the  strong 
wishes  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
Scotch  Members,  ia  conduct  which 
vill  be  disaatroua  to  the  beat  interesta 
of  the  Highlands.  There  are  one  or 
two  poiota  I  wish  to  touch  on — points 
which,  I  think,  have  not  been  brought 
out  by  other  speakers  in  the  course  of 
the  debate.  There  are  two  odmisaions 
in  Sheriff  Ivory's  statement  that  I  want 
specially  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Houae  to,  and  these  two  points  refer  to 
the  action  of  the  Law  Offioera  of  the 
Grown  in  refusing  to  take  up  tiie 
Sheriff's  case.  On  page  7  of  the  Oorre- 
apondenoe.  Sheriff  Ivory  himself  statee 
that  he  instructed  his  agents  to  obtain 
the  services  of  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland  as  one  of  the  oonnsel  __ 
Norman  Stewart's  case,  but  that  the 
Solicitor  C^neral  returned  the  papers 
and  declined  to  act,  on  the  ground  of 
his  official  position.  The  Sooti£  Solicitor 
Qeneral  saw  that  it  was  not  to  the  in- 
terest of  the  Grown  to  interfere — an 
example  which  it  would  have  been  well 
for  the  Eaalish  Law  Offioera  of  the  Grown 
to  have  followed  in  another  case.  On 
page  ft  of  the  Correspondence,  Sheriff 
Ivory  saya  that,  in  oonaequenoe  of  the 
diffixiultiea  for  which  the  Grown  authori- 
tiea  were,  to  a  large  extent,  responsible, 
he  was  advised  that  the  Lord  Advocate, 
by  declining  to  conduct  his  defeuoe,  had 
plainly  intimated  that  there  were  no 
pnblio  interests  involved  in  the  action. 
That  sentence  eeems  to  me  a  very  vital 
one.  If  there  were  no  interests  of  the 
public  aerrice  involved,  I  want  to  know 
why  we  are  called  upon  to  pay  thia 
jGliOO  ?    If  the  matter  had  been  one  of 

Sublic  interest,  and  the  public  intereeta 
ad  been  involved,  the  Lord  Advocate 
or  the  Solicitor  General  for  SootUnd 
oaght  to  have  defended  the  Sheriff,  or 
to  have  been  willing  to  defend  him  ;  but 
it  there  were  no  public  interests  in- 
volved— if  the  Lord  Advocate  thought 
that  then,  and  has  given  no  reason  to 
lead  ua  to  believe  that  he  thinks  diffar- 
ently  now — we  should  not  be  asked  to 
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KDUCATION  IN  ENQLAND  AND  WALES 
*Hb.  H.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.} 
Hud:  I  ua  ajudoos  to  get  Bome  ex- 
plttiiKtioD  from  tbe  Tioe  Fieaid«nt  of 
4e  Privy  Oonnoil  on  oertain  points.  I 
ooroplun  that  reiy  little  flluticify  is 
pma  to  this  Estimate.  Looking  to  tiie 
Ann^^w'  Report,  we  see  that  while 
thfl  day  suiools  earn  18b.  Id.  per 
head  of  the  average  attendance,  oox 
T^untaiy  schools  earn  l?e.  Old.  per 
head,  then  it  is  understood  hy  the  House 
that  17s.  (id.  per  head  oon  be  earned 
Tsry.  readily  without  out  aoriHtanoe 
tnm  Toluntarr  sources,  I  think  the 
OovenimeDt  will  be  doing  their  duty  if 
they  make  the  annual  grout  on  the 
Sstunotea  a  little  more  liberal  in  the 
sear  future  than  they  mode  it  last  year 
or  are  likdy  to  make  it  this  year,  ao- 
ondinf  to  the  information  placed  before 
the^House.  The  Oovemment  know 
that  the  roloDtaiy  schools  can  easily 
earn  17s.  6d.,  so  that  it  will  be  seen 
that  HA.  is  scarcely  a  liberal  estimate 
to  make.  By  cutting  down  the  Estimates 
there  is  no  opportunity  given  for  schools 
to  educate  their  children  up  to  the 
Schedules  of  the  Oode,  especially 
Sdiedule  tV.,  which  formnlates  a  goodly 
number  of  sidvonoed  subjects  and  pro- 
vides for  any  scheme  of  instruotioa, 
manual  or  uUierwise,  which  is  marked 
with  illustration  and  experiment,  thereby 
earning  tor  every  individual  pass  in  any 
given  one  or  two  such  sutrjects  4a.  per 
pass.  I  think,  therefore,  the  Deport- 
ment ought  to  come  to  the  House  to 
oak  tot  a  more  liberal  grant  than  they 
a>e  asking.  Contrast  this  sum  with  the 
Naval  Tote.  We  were  told  last  yeor 
that  our  Navy  was  in  a  stote  to  resist 
any  two  Powers,  and  to-doy  we  ore 
asked  to  spend  some  millions  in  order 
to  Btrei^then  the  Navy,  which  it  was 
said  ooold  do  such  excellent  work  lost 
year.  If  a  million  or  two  were  given  to 
edaootion  and  a  million  or  two  deducted 
from  the  Naval  vote,  the  oountry  would  be 
far  better  off  in  the  way  of  invest- 
ment I  wish  the  Department  to  take 
into  consideration  the  advisability  of 
incroasing  the  popular  graut,  so  that 
mora  elasticity  may  be  given  to  the  work 
tt  the  managers  and  teachers  of  schools 
in  the  country.  How  dues  this  plan 
work  by  keeping  the  grant  at  17b.  7}d. 
per  head  ?  It  oomes  to  this,  that  the 
'      '  of  the  eountiy 
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are  of  opinion  that  private  instraotiona 
are  given  to  the  Inspectors  to  the  eS^t 
that  the  merit  grout  "ezoellent"  should 
not  be  given  to  more  than  17  per  cent 
for  the  whole  of  die  schools  of  the 
oonntry.  We  know  that  echools  which 
receive  a  "bad"  merit  grant  in  1888 
will  work  hu^  in  1889  to  obtain  the 
mark  "good"  or  "excellent."  When 
it  is  understood  that  ths  merit  grant 
makes  s  difference  of  £5  on  an  average 
attendance  of  lOOinasohool  contrasting 
tiiemark  "good"  with  the  mark  "ez- 
cellent,"  and  of  £10  contrasting  "ex- 
cellent" with  "fair,"  hon.  Members 
will  see  what  a  difference  in  made  in  the 
apportioning  of  the  "  merit "  grants  to 
the  schools.  It  oomes  to  this  :  that 
schools  which  work  very  hard  in  1899 
to  redeem  themselves  from  the  stain  on 
18Sti,  at  the  end  of  the  year  are  nnable 
to  get  the  mark  "  excellent "  because  of 
the  rigid  limit  of  administration  of  the 
popular  grant,  which  is  eatimsted  on 
shabby  linea  by  the  Department.  That 
should  be  plainly  understood.  tiy 
object  in  getting  up  is  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Vice  President  to  this  state 
of  thioKB,  and  to  induce  him  to  use 
his  influence  for  its  improvement. 
Teachers  are  in  a  state  of  nervous 
trepidation  in  respect  of  examina- 
tions ;  knowing  very  well  that  by  reason 
of  the  inatructiouB  given  to  the  Inspec- 
tors, it  is  utterly  impossible  for  them  to 
obtain  the  mark  "excellent"  because  of 
tbe  necessity  that  inspectors  ore  under 
to  keep  down  the  grant.  But.  Sir,  there 
is  another  point :  we  have  actually  a 
rule  published  by  the  Department,  that 
singing  shall  not  be  paid  for  in  infant 
schools  unless  the  senior  girls'  depart- 
ment are  taught  singiog  by  note,  eothat 
little  children  of  from  three  to  eevenyears 
cannot  earn  the  singing  grant.  I  ask  the 
Vice  President  whether  the  girls'  schools 
have  not  decreased  in  numbers  in  the 
matter  of  earning  the  singing  grant? 
Fancy  little  children  being  sent  to 
school  and  not  being  allowed  to  use 
their  voices  in  singing  in  the  senior 
girls'  school,  because  no  singing  is  to  be 
taught  except  by  note.  Fancy  the^ 
i-:dncation  Department  coming  down 
00  the  infant  deportment  and  pre- 
venting little  angel  voices  being 
heard  unless  their  elders  in  another 
department  are  ttught  by  note.  They 
are  not  allowed  to  relieve  the  tedium  of 
their  sidiool  life  a  little  save  on  that 
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ooodidoD ;  thSF  get  no  grant  othorwiw. 
I  abaU  oaai  th«  Tuw  PiMides^sattMitioB 
to  th«w  thing!  in  OonmittM,  and  I 
shall  lue  aver;  meftna  th<a  Houw  affbtd* 
me  to  prfSB  upon  him  those  quettiona- 
Another  question  is  that  of  tadmioal 
eduoation,  whioh  ought  to  be  populadj 
encouraged.  I  hope  it  will  be  found 
that  when  the  Vice  President  plaoee 
his  Estimate  for  Education  upon 
the  Table  that  h«  has  provided  foi 
teohaical  education  in  a  liberal  manneE. 
*8»  W.  HAET  DYKE  (Dartford. 
Kent) :  ICr.  Speaker—Sir,  the  obaerva- 
tiona  of  the  hon.  Uamber  were  directed 
to  two  points.  The  first  point  deals  mwe 
especially  with  tbe  grant  given  on  the 
Education  EstiToatee.  Well,  as  regards 
that  grant,  I  am  not  here  tossy  whether 
it  is  a  good  or  evil  thing  that  it  hat  been 
maintained  at  this  partiuular  point ;  but 
X  may  impress  this  upon  hon.  Uembera — 
that  any  ohange  in  this  respect  requires 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  which  must  be  very 
oarefully  cooaidered.  But  with  regard 
to  the  other  points  raised  in  the  hon. 
Member's  speech,  I  think  the  changes 
proposed  in  the  Code,  which  proposals 
will  be  distributed  amongst  hon. 
llembeis  on  Saturday  neit,  or  at  the 
latest  on  Monday,  will  meet  many  of  the 
difficulties  to  which  the  bon.  Member  has 
referred,  and  especially  the  difficulties 
under  which  teaoliers  labour.  I  believe 
that  those  dilBculties  will  be  absolutely 
met  by  the  proposals  which  are  to  be 
distributed  amongst  Members.  The  hon. 
Member  has  referred  to  the  qaestion  of 
singing  in  girls'  scbools.  I  will  take 
particular  irate  of  what  he  has  said  ;  but 
Imustsay  thatitisnewtoma  that  which 
I  have  heard  with  respect  to  singing  by 
note.  It  is  our  obiect  to  promote  the 
taste  for  singing  in  all  classes.  All  I  oan 
say  is  tbat,  if  tha  new  Ooda  introduces  a 
ohangein  the  least  degree  ia  that  respect, 
there  will  be  no  difflsulty  in  amending  it. 
The  hon.  Member  has  referred  also  to 
teohnioal  education.  Well,  Sir,  I  am 
not  here  this  evening  to  divulge  what 
will  appearin  tbe  new  Code ;  but  I  have 
already  said  in  this  House  on  more  than 
one  occasion  tbat  we  should  propose  very 
much  to  open  tbe  schools  in  future  in 
the  case  of  additional  subjects  taught. 
In  fact,  tbe  policy  in  which  we  hape  to 
enlwge  the  new  Code  ia  this  —  to 
secure  that  the  three  R'e  are  thoroughly 
taught  in  tbe  schools,  and  for  all  other 
additional  subjects  greater  freedom  will 
Mr.  U.  Cmtimt 
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be  allowed  than  has  ever  hitherto 
obtained.  I  am  sure  the  hon.  Uemlwr 
wtU  fbrgive  my  not  nplyiag  ta  his 
obaerrations  at  graatm  iMgth,  becanaa 
in  a  very  fisw  days  thair  now  Ooda  will 
ba  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Hambara,  wh«p 
it  will  be  fitirly  diaoasaed. 

Ml  00H7BEABB  (OaaOnma) :  I 
am  very  glad  that  tha  hon.  Oenlln— n 
baa  made  a  reference  to  the  new  Code, 
and  I  sinoeraly  ho^  it  will  falfil  tha 
expectations  whiob  or  fomwr  oocasaevs 
ba  has  led  as  to  entertaia.  I  hope  that 
diAwiav  is  to  be  reiostatad  ia  &a 
girts'  auools,  and  that  it  will  be  rastoied 
to  tbe  position  which  it  ought  to  oooapy. 
There  have  been  great  coi^aints  ahcnt 
this  among  those  who  are  intaraated  in 
girls'  edncation,  and  it  is  a  groat  mis- 
take to  Buppose  that  drawing  is  aat 
supported  in  girls'  as  well  as  aoya' 
sohools.  I  desire,  however,  rather  to 
ask  for  an  explanation  of  the  figures  in 
the  Supplementary  Estimatea.  It  doaa 
seem  to  me  an  estmordinary  thing  tbat 
there  diould  be  a  dsAoit  of  no  lata  dian 
£24,690  in  tbe  Estimatas  wfaidi  are  pro- 
posed in  a  matter  like  thia  of  education. 
It  is  a  matter  of  oaloulataoo,  and  I  can- 
not understand  how  it  is  tbat  yon  should 
be  asking  us  for  an  additional  sum.  The 
fact  that  it  is  so  suggests  to  soma 
of  us,  at  any  rate,  ^at  thwe  has 
been  a  tendency  on  the  part  of 
the  Department  hather  to  sat  an 
example  of  cutting  down  than  of 
raising  tha  whole  acbame  of  advoation. 
In  the  absence  of  the  information  I  ask 
for,  it  would,  perhaps,  hardly  be  tux 
to  eomplain  of  tbe  Grovemmant  in  thia 
respect ;  but  I  may  ramuk  that  it  doaa 
suggest  that  the  Department  haa  not 
been  too  anxious  to  inereasathenuiabeKof' 
day  scholars  to  tbe  eztMit  we  ahould  de- 
sire. I  hope  tbat  duiing  tbe  eomin« 
year  thay  will  be  able  to  calonlata  wata 
sufficient  ezactneas  what  ia  required  for 
tbe  Buooeeding  year,  ao  tbat  it  will  not 
afterwards  be  necessary  to  aak  for  ■ 
further  large  snm.  I  do  not  under- 
stand on  what  principle  tha  amonat  of 
tbe  grant  for  the  3,663,000  day  eoholaia> 
has  been  arrived  at  so  as  to  be  put  at 
1 7s.  7^.,  because  in  the  last  quarter  of 
1667 -B  tbe  grant  for  Board  Sohoole  waa 
put  at  18s  Id.,  and  for  the  Tolnntaiy 
Schools  at  17s.  Oid.  I  should  hava 
thought  that,  if  tbe  case  waa  as  in  tha 
preoeding  year,  we  should  have  rnqoireA, 
an  isoreased  grant  for  the  ai^mAad  i»> 
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ovMriag  sambw  of  Hholan  of  tfi« 
ftdUwing  jMr,  osd  I  do  not  kaov  ob 
irhftt  wiiuHple  the  Gar«rameat  b»*e  oiA- 
emlatM  tkeii  ftotittiMtMl  tncrMBe  in  tb« 
nombttr  <i  adwlBn  for  the  jeu-  nov 
closing.  Fron  tboir  own  o(»itea«ioD ,  in* 
dMd,'  tb«r  h*T*iiiisc>alaoI»t«d.  In  ISST 
tho  MTetago  ■ttondftBM  of  da;  MhoUn 
was  3,S87.S91,  «Bd  now  tb«;  git«  as  io 
the  detoUa  of  tba  Toto  askvd 
for  tba  naokbar  of  S,86«,0e0  day 
aoholSM,  wliuih  M«iu  to  sio '  to  be  » 
vei7  amsll  increaae  oompared  with  what 
might  h«ra  be«B  ezpeot«d  from  the 
ymvly  inoreue  ol  the  population.  In 
the  eame  waj,  in  1887  thA  aamber 
of  night  MhoUrs  ww  stated  at 
30.SM.  but  the  estinkate  for  the 
following  rear  waa  onl;  iW.OOV. 
I  hare  drawn  attention  to  theee  flgurea 
becauM  it  doea  sot  aeeia  to  me  that  the 
OoverBinent  hare  done  what  might 
hare  been  expected  from  them  in  the 
■hape  of  allowing  an  ample  margin 
for  the  developoieat  of  eauoatioo.  I 
agree  with  the  non.  Oentleman  who  haa 
auveadj  epokea,  that  we  look  to  the  Go- 
Terament  to  do  erer/thing  in  their 
power  to  Mt  a  good  example  on  thia 
tBftf  ter,  and  not  to  give  the  jiablio  the 
impreeeion  that  the j  are  trjmg  to  out 
doihi  and  limit  either  Uie  aom  to  be 
expended  or  the  number  of  ahildreo  to 
bo  edtttated.  I  hope  we  Bhall  have  no 
audi  procodnrs  aa  was  aeen  in  tba  oaoe 
of  t^  laat  London  School  Board,  whose 
prautioe  was  rather  to  reetriat  thaa  to 
extend  the  scope  of  education.  The 
boa.  Baroiwt  the  Treasurer  of  the 
London  School  Board  (Sir  R.  Temple) 
^akes  hie  head ;  but  we  know  very  well 
that  this  matter  baa  been  goue  into,  and 
the  general  impreaaion  in  the  Hetro- 
poUs  to-day  is  that  auch  waa  tbe  case. 
rer  my  part,  I  troat  it  will  be  the  oaee 
so  mora,  and  I  venture  to  eiproaa  the 
bepe  that  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa  ^e 
Tue  Proaideat  of  the  Oouncil  will  aee 
his  way  t*  pioT^t  for  the  future  the 
misoalDulattons  to  which  attention  baa 
bean  called. 

Db.  tanner  (Hid  Oork) :  Before 
any  deaaion  i*  taken  on  thie  matter,  i 
wiak  to  say  that  the  aotion  of  the  right 
boa.  Oeatlemaa  the  Vice  Preaident  of 
the  Cevnoil  haa  not  been  what  ws  on 
thla  aide  of  the  Honse  are  entatled  to 
expeoi  In  aaaww  Is  the  apeeehea 
that  have  been  made,  he  aaid,  "Oh, 
wait  till  my  Oode  is  introdoMd,  and 
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then  you  will  ase  bow  all  tfaaao 
mattora  will  be  dealt  with."  U^ht 
I  suggest  to  tbe  right  hiw.  Baronet— for 
real^  in  dealing  with  one  matter  we  are 
dealnig  with  ul— that  iostaad  of  bis 
giving  us  only  Betnms  in  oouieotieo 
with  the  two  difficult  queationa  which 
the  right  h<ni.  QentlttBUBJostnowapoke 
of,  in  roapect  to  tba  1 7s.  6d.  rate  and  the 
singing  by  note,  anrely  tin  House  of 
Commona  ia,  or  'at  any  rate  ought  to  be, 
entitled  to  more  thaa  the  indefinite  Be- 
tuma  it  has  reoeiTed  from  him.  The 
right  hon.  Oantlemania  always  extremely 
courteous,  and  ia  moat  oases  extremely 
willing,  to  gire  ua  aome  information 
as  to  the  Department  over  which  be 
rulea ;  but  I  cannot  say  he  haa  been  so 
to-night,  and  I  ainoerely  hope  that  in- 
atead  of  the  indefinite  ^stem  which 
appeare  to  pervade  responaible  Membera 
01  the  Government,  and  instead  of  this 
Blatter  witii  regard  to  the  little  ohildrea 
who  have  been  referred  to  by  my  hon. 

Friend 

•Ma.  SPEAKER :  Order,  older!  I 
must  warn  the  bon.  Member  that  be  ia 
not  apeaking  with  any  intelligent  rele- 
vancy to  the  subject  now  before  the 
Honae. 

Db.  TANNER:  In  order  to  maka 
myaelf  thoroughly  relevant,  I  must  aay 
that  my  hon.  Friend  near  me  haa  called 
attention  to  the  I7a.  6d.  rate  and  also 
to  the  question  of  singing  by  note, 
and  I  wrote  down  the  answer 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aa  to  botb 
theee  points,  and  certainly  as  a  private 
Member  1  ahould  think  it  would  be 
better  when  reaponuble  Mioutera  of 
the  (Wwn  get  up  to  answer  such  matters 
if,  instead  of  saying  tiiey  will  be  dealt 
witii  at  some  future  time  by  a  Bill,  they 
aaid  they  should  be  dealt  with  on  the 
iastant,  or  that  at  any  rate  definite 
Betnma  should  be  given  showing  the 
amount  by  which  the  Government  pro- 
poae  to,  deal  with  these  things.  I, 
however,  hesitate  to  go  further  into  con- 
troversy OD  this  matter,  because  I  freely 
admit  I  have  not  studied  tbe  matter  of 
English  education,  though  at  tbe  same 
time  I  hope  hon.  Uemben  will  permit 
an  Iriahman  to  express  his  opinion  on 
the  narrow  methods  and  means  em- 
ployed by  English  Members  of  the 
present  Admicistration. 


Beeolved,  "  That  this  Honae  do    . 
with  the  Committee  in  the  aeoood 
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solution."  Question  proposed,  "That 
this  Honaa  do  ^ree  with  the  Committee 
in  the  third  Besolntion." 

BOTTTH  APRIOA  ASD  ST.  HELENA. 

Sir  GEOBGB  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy) :  I  desire  to  hare  an  answer  to  a 
question  which  I  pat  yesterday,  with 
rejard  to  the  item  of  £60  for  an  ex- 
pedition to  Walfisch  Bar.  Is  it  not  a 
tact  that  Walfisdi  Bay  Deloags  to  the 
Oape ;  and,  if  it  belong  to  the  Cape, 
having  been  retained  nnder  the  British 
flag  in  defence  of  Oape  interests,  I  de- 
sire to  know  why  the  British  taxpayer 
eboiild  be  called  npon  to  pay  for  this 
«xpedition  and  not  the  Cape  Pailia- 
ment  f  £<tO  is  a  very  small  matter,  no 
doubt,  but  the  prinoiple  involved  is  a 
large  one,  and  whether  the  amount  is 
£60  or  £600,000,  it  appears  to  me  that 
the  principle  is  the  same,  and  that  the 
taxpayers  of  this  cmuntry  should  not  bo 
called  upon  to  pay  the  amount  snleoa 
there  is  some  reason  for  it.  As  to  the 
whole  qnestion  of  Booth  Africa  iuTolved 
in  this  Vote— that  is  to  say,  the  extension 
of  onr  Protectorate  and  We  payment  for 
300  extra  police— I  may  say  that  I  was 
breakfasting  this  morning  with  the 
envoys  of  Lo  Bengula.  We  have  been 
told  that  Lo  Bengula  has  asked  Her 
Uajesty's  Government  to  step  in,  in  ordar 
to  deal  with  coooesaioii  banters,  but  the 
gentleman  in  charge  of  the  envoys,  who 
was  once  on  the  staff  of  Sir  Charles 
Warren,  declares  that  the  envoys  have 
cot  come  to  this  country  in  con- 
nectien  with  this  question  of  ooncessions, 
but  for  apoUtical  object— namely,  to  seek 
the  alliaooe  of  this  ooun^  against  the 
Boers  and  Portuguese.  I  do  not  wish 
to  press  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  too  hardly  on  this  point.  We 
must  be  oontont  to  leave  discretion  with 
the  Colonial  Office,  as  they  are  in  poesee- 
rion  of  all  the  facts  of  the  case,  which 
V«  are  not.  I  should  be  sorry  to  tie 
the  handaof  the  Government,  but  at  the 
flame  time  I  think  they  ought  to  give  ua 
such  information  on  these  subjects  as 
they  oan  offer  without  detriment  to  the 
public  servics. 

Hb.  T.  U.  HEALY  :  As  regards 
the  200  extra  police  required  in 
BechnanalaDd,  perhaps  the  TTudex 
Secretary  will  be  good  enough  to  give 
us  some  explanation  as  to  why  inform' 


ation  was  not  obtained  from  the  Owe 
I  of  Captain  oe- 


in  reference  to  the  o 


grave,  who  was  connected  with  tUa 
force,  and  lUsmissed  for  emhesEtemeat. 
^U  th«  right  hon.  Geatleman  tdl  us 
how  it  is  that  it  should  take  from  A* 
19th  December  to  the  20th  Harsh  to 
get  a  reply  from  the  Cape  T 
*Hb.  SPEAKEE:  The  point  the  hon. 
Gentieman  ruses  has  no  refhrence  what- 
ever to  the  Vote  before  the  House. 

Ha.  T.  U.  HEALT :  I  b^  pardon. 
I  understand  that  the  gallant  laenteiiaat 
was  a  member  of  ue  Beehnanaland 
foroe. 

•Thk  UNDEE  secretary  of 
STATE  FOB  THi  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.  DB  W'  BUS,  Liverpool,  EastToxteth) : 
In  answer  to  the  qneetioD  pat  to  me  by 
the  hon.  Uember  for  Eirkoaldy,  I  have 
to  say  I  thought  I  had  answered  him 
last  night  as  to  the  Walfisch  Bay  Expe- 
ditioQ.  The  item  of  £60  is  insnied  n>r 
the  purpose  of  paying  the  expensea  of 
Oolonel  Phillips,  who  was  sent  to 
Walfisch  Bay  to  negotiate  with  the 
Gorman  representative  with  ng^  to  • 
tract  on  the  south-east  of  the  Walfiseh 
Bay  Territory.  There  is  an  international 
qnestion  between  this  oonnlry  and 
Germany,  and  as  the  negotiations  are 
pending  the  House  will  understand  that 
It  is  not  possible  for  me  to  enter  into 
details  on  the  matter.  Then,  with 
regard  to  the  statements  the  hon.  Hem- 
ber  referred  to  as  beinf  made  to  him  at 
the  breakhst  with  Lo  Bengula'e  envoys, 
I  have  to  point  out  that  the  gentleman 
who  is  conducting  these  natives  has  no 
authority  to  make  any  statement  on 
behalf  of  Her  Hajcety's  Govemmeot, 
and  Her  Hajesty's  Government  are  in 
no  way  reaponsible  for  any  statement  of 
his. 

•Snt  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staflbrdslure, 
lichfield) :  Hay  I  ask,  where  is  the 
"Orange  River  Territory"?  I  thought 
I  had  some  idea  of  the  geography  of 
South  Africa,  but  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
know  where  this  territory  is,  and  should 
like  to  have  more  information  on  the 
point. 

Hb.  CONTBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne] ;  With  reference  to  this  Walflsdi 
Bay  mission,  I  should  like  to  know 
when  theee  n^otiations  will  be  oom- 
pleted,  and  when  we  shall  be  eotitied  to 
disoius  the  result  ?  I  do  not  think  it  !■ 
a  proper  thing  to  ask  na  to  pay  tida 
£60  and  yet  refuse  to  give  us  any  in- 
formation on  the  aubjeot.  The  more 
immediate  question  of  intereat,  howercr, 
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ia  in  regud  to  some  mformation  which 
appauv  in  this  morning's  newspapers 
in  reference  to  the  disturbances  in  the 
interior.  I  find  from  Beater's  telegram 
that  one  of  our  own  people  is  oreatin^ 
disturbanoa,  or  at  any  rate,  is  inised  up 
with  people  who  are  riaing  and  driring 
0«nnan  settlers  down  to  the  oeaat. 

•Mk.  W.  H.  SMITH:  There  is  nothing 
with  regard  to  Damaraland  in  this  Vote. 
Hb.  00NTBEAB£  :  It  the  right  hon. 
Osntleman  knew  as  much  about  this 
tevritOTy  aa  I  do,  he  would  be  aware 
that  Walfisoh  Ba;  is  a  little  atrip  of 
teriitoijr  out  out  of  Damaraland,  and 
Uiai,  therefore,  I  am  perfectly  in  order. 
Can  the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
gin  UB  any  information  aa  to  whether 
uie  diatnrbaneea  I  refer  to  are  affecting 
our  interests  in  Walfisoh  Bay?  We 
have  jiut  had  news  of  the  slaughter  of 
•  nombei  of  our  people  in  another  part  of 
the  world,  namely,  in  China,  and  I  think 
the  Qovemment  should  consider  whether 
it  is  not  neoeseaiy  to  protect  our  peoph 
in  Damaraland.  As  to  the  envoys  of 
the  Chief  Lo  Bengula,  I  think  we  are 
entitled  to  have  some  informatiou  as  to 
what  line  of  policy  Her  Majesty's 
Qoremmeat  proposes  to  pursue  in 
rarard  to  that  oountry.  The  Colonial 
Omoe  oeems  habitually  devoid  of  infor- 
mation ia  respect  of  this  territory  in 
fiouth  A&ioa.  There  is  a  letter  in  an 
«venin^  p^wr  from  Mr.  Haggard,  who 
has  just  returned  from  Matabeleland, 
and  ae  states  that  though  he  is  the  last 
Engliehman  who  has  been  in  Lo  Ben- 
cula'a  oountry,  and  offered  to  give  Lord 
Knatsford  information  regarding  the 
state  of  the  eoontry,  hia  Lordship 
refused  to  see  him  on  the  ground  that 
he  had  more  pressing  bnsiness  to  attend 
to.  Not  very  long  ago  it  was  stated 
tiiat  we  were  going  to  assume 
•ome  sort  of  indefinite  Protectorate 
«Ter  the  whcde  of  this  country,  and  I 
ainoerely  traot  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment  will  not  sanction  the  exploit- 
ing of  this  magnificent  country  for  the 
henefit  of  two  or  three  individuals  con- 
nected with  the  Bhodee  and  Budd  con- 
cestion.  Mr.  Haggard  was  refosed  per- 
uisnoo  to  enter  Uus  territory,  although 
he  at  last  succeeded  in  doing  ao,  and 
notioea  have  been  issued  that  nobody 
is  to  go  into  Matabeleland  or  Basuto- 
Jand,  and  without  going  into  the  ques- 
tion iriiether  we  ought  to  assume  re- 
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land,  I  think  we  ought  to  avail  ourselves 
of  the  opportunity  of  the  presence  of 
Lo  Bengiua's  representotiTes  in  this 
country  to  see  that  no  ^justice  is  dona 
to  our  people  there.  I  am  as  opposed 
to  wholesale  annexation  as  anybody, 
but  I  cannot  shut  my  eyes  to  the  fact 
that,  in  Matabeleland  with  its  great 
mining  wealth  yon  will  soon  have  very 
considerable  British  interests.  It  is  only 
reasonable  when  the  opportunity  pre- 
sents itself  that  we  should  take  mea* 
sures  to  protect  our  iutoreets  hereafter, 
and  that  will  be  best  done  by  carefnlly 
considering,  and  not  by  peremptorily 
rejecting,  the  reqaast  which  has  been 
referred  to  Her  Majesty'a  Oovem- 
ment  by  the  envoys  of  Lo  Beognla. 
I  will  not  go  the  length  of  saying  that 
we  should  appoint  EnglishResidentB.bnt 
it  must  be  obvious  that  it  is  impossible 
for  the  Chief  Commiasioner  living  in 
Cape  Town  to  protect  British  interests 
BO  far  from  the  seat  of  Government  aa 
Matabeleland.  I  trust  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  without  undue  delay  afford  us 
some  reasonable  opportunity  of  care- 
fully discuasing  the  whole  of  this  impor- 
tant question,  because  if  we  do  not  go 
into  it  the  time  will  come  when  we  shall 
be  involved  in  some  stupid  difficulties 
arising  from  our  diBincIination  to  face  the 
questions  of  the  day,  which  will  involve 
us  in  the  expenditure  of  hundreds  of 
thousands,  possibly  millions,  of  pounds. 
Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.):  I 
hope  an  answer  will  be  given  to  the 
question  with  regard  to  the  Urangs  Biver 
Territory,  WeallknowwheretheOrange 
Free  Stoto  is;   bat  as  tiiiere  is  a  new 

name  we  ought  to  know 

*Mb.  SFEAKEB  :  Order,  order !  I 
must  remind  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber that  this  Vote  has  nothiug  to  do 
with  the  Orange  Eiver  Territory. 

Tm  UNDER  8ECBETART  of 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gobbt, 
Chatham) :  As  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  has  exhausted  his  right  to 
speak,  perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to 
answer  the  questions  addressed  to  him. 
The  matter  principally  touched  upon  by 
the  hon.  Member  oppoaito  (Mr. 
Conybeare)  were  folly  dealt  with  in 
the  House  last  night,  and  it  he  had 
been  here  and  heard  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  speech,  or  read  it  in  the 
ordinary     channels      of      information, 

..~._»    ™^  »,^...  ~  _-_»  .-     his   curiosity  would  have  been  amply 

^ousibUity  for  the  whole  of  MatabeJe-   gratified.     He  spoke  of  Damaraland, 
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taxi  altiiouEh  tha  bon.  Qentlflmaii'B  gso- 
graphieal  KDOwladge  of  South  Anioft 
Moina  to  be  unezoaptioDsble,  I  am  afriiid 
I  ouinot  ODOKTKtuUte  him  upim  hie  poli- 
tioftl  kuowiedKe  of  natiTe  territoriea. 
The  dtetriot  ba  refarred  to  is  not 
Bntiih  territor;  but  Oerman  tarritoij, 
aai  we  have  nothing  to  do  with 
it.  Aa  hu  already  been  atated, 
Her  Uajes^'fi  GhiTemment  will  dia- 
•oautonanoe  an;  attempt  to  ereate  dia- 
turbanoe  on  tlie  part  of  BritiahBubjecta, 
but  bejond  that  they  hare  nothing 
whaterer  to  do  with  Damaraland,  uid 
Damaraland  has  nothing  whatever  to  do 
wi^  tiie  Tote  before  the  House.  With 
regaid  to  Lo  B^nguU,  oe  mj  right  hon. 
Friend  stated  last  night,  communications 
lure  been  addreooed  to  the  Chinf,  and 
.  nntil  his  views  with  referenee  to  thoae 
communioatione  are  known,  it  la  impos- 
■ible  Cor  the  GoTernment  to  give  any 
forthaE  information  or  anjr  further  pledge 
aa  to  what  their  polioy  will  be.  If  hon. 
Qwktlemen  oppoaite  had  attended  in 
their  plaees  last  night  and  diacuased 
matters  in  Committee,  there  would  hare 
bean  no  occasion  to  raise  them  on  Be- 
port.  Aa  regards  the  other  questions 
whioh  have  been  put,  if  bon.  Qentleman 
who  ware  not  here  last  night  desire  to 
have  them  answered  I7  the  Under  Seo- 
retaiy  for  the  Colonies,  and  if  they  will 
Rive  soti&e  in  the  usual  way  and  have 
their  queetitnis  printed  on  the  paper,  no 
doubt  anawers  will  be  returned. 

Ub.  00N¥B£AB£  :  I  brought  before 
the  House  subjects  with  regard  to  which 
infwmation  appeared  in  tUs  morning's 
papem,  thwefore  I  do  not  see  how  I  oan 
justly  be  accuaed  of  dealing  with  mattera 
which  I  might  have  diacuased  laat  night. 

Besolution  agreed  to. 

SDFPtT— OIVII,  SERVICES  (BUPPLE- 

MBKTART  ESTIUATBB,  1B8S-9). 

SvPYLT — Gonaidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Class  TI. 

(1.)  £9,600,  Supplementary,    Sup^r- 

aunuations  and  Betired  Allevfutoea. 

•Thu  SECRETABY   ro  tmm  TBEA- 

6J7BT  (Mr.  jAOKBoa,  Leeds,   N.):    I 

^•11  Bi^eavour,  aa  arranged,  to  give 

the  House  the  names  of  the  peraona  to 

vbon  awards  have  been   made.    The 

sum  asked  for  ia  divided  into  seTeial 

aub-heads.     TTndei  aub-head   A  come 
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all  aaperannoation  allowanew  awaida^ 
as  the  result  of  eemoea,  and  limited  t* 
th  e  period  of  y  ears  of  sarvioa  or  retiMMWWt- 
trem  ill-heath  on  medieal.  eertifiaata, 
No  Supplementary  Estinute  is  aakedler 
under  Uie  sub-head  B— ^eoH^eaaation 
allowancae.  It  is  a  matter  of  aaliafa*- 
tion  that  thia  aub-head  this  year  ia  noC 
in  exaeas  of  the  sum  .voted.  Sab^faead 
0  oompriaes  gratuitiee  awarded  ftithar  to 
Civil  servants  who  have  not  Mnai  ten 
years,  or  to  higher  aervante  undn  oer-^ 
tain  conditions.  I  will  deal  fint  wlUk 
sub-head  A — auperannoation  aUowanae* 
—and  I  will  give  to  the  Coaunittaa  tbe 
names  and  amount  of  panaion  whiob 
have  been  awarded  in  eaoh  of  the  eases 
whioh  oome  under  this  sub  head,  in  tii» 
order  in  which  they  appear  in  tha  dataila 
on  the  Vote.  Thefiratitemia  "  Colonial 
Govemora,"  for  which  a  sum  of  £l,QOI^ 
ia  aaked.  The  reason  for  thatia  thoti 
a  pension  has  been  awarded  to  dui 
Colonial  Governor  Weld,  who  waa  fifc 
years  of  age,  and  to  whtun  a  pamuon  c£ 
£1,000  has  been  awarded.  AOnlaniai 
Governor  is  not  entitled  to  a  penstoB 
ooleaa  be  ia  60  years  of  age,  and  ha* 
administered  the  govenunent  of  a  oolony 
or  otJoniee  for  periods  amounting  in  th» 
whole  to  28  yean,  of  which,  at  ieaatr. 
four  years  must  have  been  aa  Governor 
ofaofdonyin  which  the  salary  of  thft 
Governor  ia  not  leaa  than  £5,000. 
Governor  Weld  poaaeaaea  all  thee* 
qualifications,  and,  therefore,  the  Com- 
mittee will  agree  that  this  penaion  haa 
been  well  earned.  3^e  next  item  ia  fov 
the  <•  National  Debt  Office."  Tharv 
have  been  four  requiremente — namely, 
Mr.  H.  Court,  who  has  been  granted  » 
peneicm  of  £833,  hia  age  is  61,  Mtd  h» 
has  had  53  yeara'  aarvwe ;  Hr.  H.  0. 
G(de,  a  pension  of  £i&S,  age  69  and  49 
years'  service ;  Bfr.  T.  Buaaell,  a  penuoii 
of  £46fl,  age  83  and  V^  yeata' aervioa ; 
and  Ur.  Hi^enden,  a  pension  of  £S64, 
age  60  and  S8  years'  earvioe.  I  mi^ 
point  oat  that  the  total  of  these  auma  i» 
£2,017,  while  the  amouiU  asked  for  £■ 
£1,000,  tbe  explanatioa  of  whioh  may 
be  taken  to  be  that  peaaims  have 
bUen  in,  which  enable  the  total  sua 
to  be  paid  with  an  ad^donal  Tote  off 
£1,000.  The  next  item  is  "Police- 
Oonits."  A  penaion  has  bees  awarded 
to  Mr.  Man^dd,  who  is  f6  years  of 
age  and  has  had  38  yean'  servioe.  He 
is  entitled  under  the  tvrms  ot  hia  em* 
ployuient   to  additions  for  profoaaioual 
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qmdiftMtio»u,4rod  1m  hu  basii  uraided 
«  pcnuion  of  £1,000.^  Hia  SMU17  was 
£1,500,  Tfie  next  item  is  the  "  SupMme 
Court  of  Jndioatnre."  TTnder  this  head 
we  find — Mr.  P.  Harsholl,  a  pension  of 
£400,  afe  60  years,  with  2S  yean'  ser- 
▼ioe ;  Hr.  Son,  a  pension  of  £400,  age 

71  with  35  years'^  aerrioe  ;  Mr.  W.  R. 
K«Ba|i,  a  peDsion  of  £466,  ao^e  72  with 
60  yoBM*'  serrioe ;  Mr.  T.  Coghlan,  a 
pensioB  of  £«00,  age  78  with  46  years 
years'  wrvioe ;  Master  Hodnon,  a  pen- 
oon  of  £1,000,  ajg;e  72  with  31  years' 
seniee,  and  addition  for  professional 
qnalifioittioast  Mr.  T.Howara,  apension 
ot  £466,  age  70  with  96  years'  servioe  ; 
Mr.  fi.  Bimards,  a  pension  of  £4S6,  age 

72  with  45  years' aervioe;  aad  Master 
H.  Pollook,  a  peasioB  of  £909,  age  62 
with  'M  years'  serrioe.  Two  men  have 
retired  &om  die  Fay  Office  which  was 
attaohsd  to  ths  Sapreme  Oourt.  They 
MW— Mr.  Hur,  a  pension  of  £520,  ag« 
58  with  jU  yearr  serrios ;  and  Mr. 
Naylor,  a  paasion  of  £40S,  age  60  with 
38  years'  sarrioe.  In  both  of  these  oases 
there  are  medioal  certificates  whieh  have 
satisfied  the  authorities  that  both  these 
offieera  are  qaite  broken  down  in  health. 
The  amoont  of  thaae  pansiwis  is  £5,426, 
but  only  3,800  is  asked ;  peoaions  falling 
in  making  up  the  difference.  The  next 
itam  is  "  Prisons."  The  snmasked  for 
oousists  of  a  list  of  small  pensions  too 
long  to  give  to  the  Oommittee,  but  I 
tfaiiUE  titat  it  is  a  matter  of  congratula- 
tioD  that  die  Prisons  fietimatesare  being 
year  by  year  largely  reduced,  that  the 
staff  is  Dting  reduced  to  suit  the  require- 
aanta,  and  that  none  of  those  pennone 
coma  under  any  other  eategory  tlian  that 
of  persons  entMed  to  pensions  onretire- 
smbC  In  every  oaoofthese  oases,  except 
two,in  wfaioh  Iwoken- down  health,  verified 
by  medioal  o^vtifioatee,  was  the  cause  of 
retirement,  the  men  were  over  60  years 
of  age  and  entitled  to  retire  aocording  to 
the  islea  of  the  Service.  In  none  of 
these  oases  has  any  addition  been  given 
except  in  two  oassa,  in  which  tha  persons 
have  been  granted  the  additions  te  which 
thair  promrioBal  qualifleationa  entitled 
then.  Another  item  is  the  "Oom- 
paewomate  Fud,"  whieh  appears  on  the 
Tots  as  snb-baad  0.  I  venture  to  m^e 
an  ^peal  to  the  Oommittee,  which  I 
IwjM  will  be  raepondfld  to— that  the 
OoauaittM  shOHld  vote  this  money  to 
maet  what  are  known  at  the  Trtasnry 
M  bud  easet.    Witboat  tbie  money  the 
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Treasury  has  no  power  to  maet  sueb 
oases.  In  1887  an  amending  Aet  to  the- 
Saperannnation  Act  was  passed  by  Pu- 
liament.  Prior  to  that  it  had  been  th»- 
custom  at  the  Treasury  to  •zerciae  what  , 
are  known  as  "  eztra-atatatory  powws  "' 
— in  other  words,  to  meet  exoqttioiially 
bard  oases,  the  Treaaary  had  axceedea 
their  statutory  powers,  and  had  given 
eratuities  to  men  who  were  outside  the- 
lour  comers  of  the  Act.  When  that 
amending  Act  passed  through  the  House,- 
the  Treaaniy  gave  a  pledge  that  if  the 
Act  were  passed  they  would  ein^y  con- 
fine themsetves  within  the  limits  of  the- 
Act,  and  they  hod  aiaee  endeavoured  to 
oonfine  theniselves  strictly  witbui  those* 
limits.  There  were  easee,  however, 
whic^  arose  from  time  to  tims- 
which,  I  venture  to  think,  are 
those  most  deserving  of  consideration.. 
They  are  the  cases,  first,  of  men  who  have- 
not  the  requistite  number  of  years  of 
service  to  entitle  them  to  snperannnaticnt 
allowanoe  at  all.  Noxt.  the  cases  of 
hired  men  who  are  entitled  under  the 
Act  of  1687  to  one  week'o  pay  for  each 
year  of  service.  I  think  I  shall  be  ablo- 
to  show  ihe  Oommitten  cases  in  which 
that  small  cumpensatiun  is  inadequattf 
to  the  ciroamstauceB  of  the  case.  I  will 
mention,  first,  the  case  of  a  man  named 
Qeorge  Froet,  a  postman,  who,  whito 
delivering  lett«B,  slipped  on  some  ice- 
and  fall,  and  was  so  severely  injored 
that  be  was  retired  (rom  the  Service,  and 
his  capacity  for  self-support  is  materially 
impaued.  That  man  has  been  given  a 
gratuity  of  £33,  which  is  the  total  amount 
tbe  Treasury  have  power  under  the  Act 
to  giro  to  him.  If  the  Oommittee  are- 
good  enough  to  pass  this  Tote,  we  shaU 
be  able  to  give  him  a  further  gratui^  of 
£25.  John  Leaky,  a  postman,  wbile- 
delivering  letteia,  was  struck  by  light- 
ning. He  was  obliged  to  retire,  and  was 
totally  incapacitated.  He  was  mtitled 
to  £11  17e,  3d.,  but  if  the  Oommittee 
give  the  government  the  power  we  now 
ask,  be  will  receive  a  farther  gratuity 
of  £26.  Daniel  M'Carthy,  a  hired 
Admiral^  labourer,  met  with  an  acci- 


dent whieh  brought  on    epileptic  fitK 

get  better,  and  h» 

was  taken  on  again ;  but  while  at  work 


The 


man  Kp] 


brought  c 
ipeared  to  g 


on  board  a  boat  he  fall  overboard  and 
was  drowned.  His  widow  was  reAised. 
a  pension  beoaose  the  la^e  of  timv 
since  be  met  with  the  original  aod- 
dent    mode    it     impossible     to     qon.~ 
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oeot  the  death  with  the  acoideiit. 
It  is  aoir  recommended  that  the  widuw 
should  reoeire  £15  for  hermlf  and  £2 
for  each  chUd  under  the  age  of  15. 
-Joseph  Barrett,  a  hired  postman,  while 
delireriDK  lettws,  was  struck  on  the  head 
by  a  criotcet  ball,  and  was  ao  badly  in- 
'jured  that  be  was  compelled  to  retire, 
And  was  unable  to  contribute  tu  bis  own 
support.  He  will  receive  no  gratuity, 
because  the  injutr  he  received  was  not 
-directly  attributable  to  the  nature  of  his 
employment.  It  is  now  proposed  to  give 
9um  £2fi.  I  may  say  that  a  sum  of  £500 
has  been  asked  for  In  the  Supplementary 
JjBtimates  for  this  purpose,  and  there  has 
been  placed  in  the  Estimates  of  next 
year,  for  the  approval  of  the  Committee, 
;a  earn  of  £700.  It  has  been  provided 
that  the  administration  of  this  sum  shall 
be  governed  by  the  strictest  rules ;  that 
-the  amount  shall  be  placed  at  the  dia- 
posal  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Tor  the  time  being  ;  and  that  the  First 
(Lord  of  the  Treasury  shall  be  entitled  to 
act  in  thsae  particular  cases  only  on  the 
:reoommendation  of  the  Treasuir.  I 
hope  that  I  have  shown  that,  although 
these  are  oases  wluch  are  outside  we 
four  oomeTB  of  the  Aot  Thieh  we  hare 
to  administer,  they  are  hard  cases 
which  deaerre  oonsi  deration.  I  wish  to 
'«ay  that  it  is  difficult  to  avoid  Snpple- 
moDtar;  Estimates  in  connection  with 
the  Superannuation  Vote,  because  ithaa 
been  the  practice— and  it  is  difficult  to 
avoid  the  praatioe— to  make  the  amount 
up  of  the  sums  which  are  on  charge  up 
to  the  SOth  November.  In  other  words, 
the  Superannuation  Vote  for  the  current 
_year,  which  will  be  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment, say  at  the  end  of  February,  will 
oontun  all  the  superannuation  allow- 
ances which  are  known  up  to  the  SOth  of 
November  preceding.  But  it  is  im- 
possible for  anyone  to  estimate  the 
iDumber  of  retirements  that  may  take 
plaoe  dnring  the  year,  or  the 
number  of  penaions  that  may 
fall  out  of  charge  during  the  year; 
and  therefore  it  is  the  most  difficult  of 
all  the  Estimates  to  estimate  accurately. 
I  hope,  however,  that  I  have  oonrinoed 
tiie  Ocnnmittee  that  at  any  rate  the  Tote 
now  asked  for  has  not  been  submitted 
without  Qte  moat  careful  consideration 
-of  all  the  oircuoistaacee  connected  with 
the  matter,  and  that  they  will  be  justi- 
fied in  agreeing  to  the  Vote. 
Mr.  Jmeleum 


Sib  a.  OAMFBELL  (Kirkcaldy) :  I 
am  snre  we  are  obliged  to  the  Seoretaiy 
to  the  Treasurr  f&  the  fall  etatement 
be  has  made,  but  at  the  same  time  I 
cannot  help  saying  it  would  have  beoi 
infinitely  better  hod  the  statement  beMi 
presented  to  us  in  writing.  The  state- 
ment Is  estremely  satisfactory  Jndeed ; 
there  is  only  one  or  two  observations  I 
want  to  make  upon  it.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  tola  us  that  is  two  oases 
pensions  have  been  granted  to  gentle- 
men entirely  broken  down  in  faealUi,  and 
that  medicu  oettifioates  were  reouved  to 
that  effect.  We  were  so  thoroughly 
oonvinoed  in  the  discussion  which  took 
place  last  Session  of  the  ^[reat  abuse 
which  had  taken  place  m  allowing 
officers  to  retire  on  the  oertifioatea  <h 
prirate  medical  practitioners,  ibaX  we 
welcomed  the  pledge  given  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exoheqoer  that  the 
practice  should  cease,  and  that  in  fhtnre 
certificates  would  only  be  accepted  from 

fiublic  and  responsible  officers.  I  should 
ilte  to  know  whether  that  pledge  has 
bean  folfilledP  Again,  I  see  that  one 
gentleman  has  retired  at  67  years  of 
age,  and  after  52  years'  service,  and  that 
another  gentleman  bos  retired  at  73 
years  of  age  after  00  years'  servioe.  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  all  thaee 
years'  servioe  oount  in  assessing  the 
amount  of  pendon  to  be  given  F 
*]|fa.  JAOESON :  In  no  case  is  more 
tlias  two-thirds  of  the  salary  ^ven  as 
pension,  and  in  no  case  are  more  than 
40  years'  servioe  counted  in  fixing  a 
pension. 

Sib  G.  OAUPBELL  :  I  wiU  otdy  add 
I  think  the  whole  House  will  heartily 
assent  to  the  grants  in  the  bard  eases 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  men- 
tioned. 

Ux.  JENNINGS  (Stockport) :  This 
Vote  as  it  was  presented  to  the  Com- 
mittee was  open  to  very  great  objeotion ; 
but  I  think  that  the  most  serions  ob- 
jection has  been  removed  by  the  state- 
meat  whioh  has  been  made  by  the 
Seoretar^  to  the  Treasury.  Although  I 
think  it  IS  a  shameful  thmgto  give  vary 
large  pensiDns  to  persons  who  have  done 
notoing  to  deserve  them,  and  who  have 
not  been  in  the  service  of  the  oonntry 
for  more  than  three  or  four  yeara,  I 
admit  that  under  the  system  wluoh  now 
exists  the  people  who  give  to  the  puUio 
very  many  years  of  faithful  and  hard 
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^errioe  an  jnatlf  entitled  to  theb  pen- 
motm.  On  tliia  eeore,  therefore,  I  shall 
certunly  make  no  objectioa  to  this  Yote. 
I  think  that  poetmen  and  persons  of 
that  deacription  g^t  far  too  uttle  after 
their  period  of  •errice  has  expired,  lly 
objection  to  the  system  is  that  the 
tDoa»y  has  pme  too  tai^Iy  into  the 
lianda  of  peraons  who,  bj  influence  or 
bj  aome  other  oircnmetances,  have  re- 
oeived  large  amouats  without  rendering 
any  aemces  whatever  to  the  oountr;. 
There  are  sereral  points  in  oonnootion 
with  this  Toto  to  which  I  should  have 
liked  to  refer.  I  must  say  that  it  is  a 
eerioos  thing  that  these  Supplementaiy 
ErtimatM  should  have  been  so  long 
before  the  House  as  they  have  been. 
The  period  of  time  which  has  been  de- 
voted to  some  questions  is  very  dis- 
«onra{nng  to  Hembers  who  have 
objectione  to  make  to  particular  itoma ; 
and  considering  the  state  of  public 
busineofl  and  the  manifest  desire  which 
the  House  has  showu  this  afternoon  to 
arrive  at  the  Yoto  on  Account  as  soon  as 
possible,  I  think  I  should  best  consult 
the  wishes  of  the  Oommittee  if  t  do  not 
move  the  Amendment  of  which  I  have 
given  notice. 
*Mb.  OONTBEABE  (OomwaU,  dam- 
borne  Division) :  I  should  he  the  last 
man  in  the  world  toobject  to  any  reason- 
able remuneration  by  way  of  pennon  or 
otherwise  to  those  who  have  faithfully 
served  the  State.  What  I  object  to  is, 
that  we  do  not  deal  with  the  different 
classes  of  public  servante  on  anything 
like  eqnitaible  terms.  When  wo  con- 
mder  what  paltry  sums  these  poor  in- 
oapaoitated  postmen  and  others  receive, 
and  what  large  sums  are  granted  to  old 
oentlemenon  retirement,  I  think  it  will 
be  admitted  thatwe  reward  thelattor  on  a 
higher  aoalethan  wedotheirlesstortunate 
brethren.  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
has  told  us  that  the  man  Frost  was  only 
«ntitled  to  £38,  that  Leaky  was  only 
sntitledto£n  17s.  3d.,  that  K'Oarthy 
was  entitled  to  nothing  at  all,  and  that 
Barrett  will  receive  nothing  unless  we 
AMent  to  this  estimate.  What  I  want  to 
'  «mphaBiae  is  that  we  ought  to  have  an 
Muitable  seals  of  pensioning— tor  the 
highest  «•  well  as  the  lowest  of  oar  public 
•ervants.  !nie  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
has  ptrioted  out  that  in  the  oass  of  hired 
•ervants  like  postmen,  dock  labourers, 
and  others,  the  scale  of  pension  is  one 
week'a   pay    for   every  year's  service. 


Now,  if  we  take  the  oass  of  Hr, 
Mansfield's  pension  of  £1,000,  which  is 
two-thirds  of  the  salary  he  has  received 
annually  for  36  years,  and  spplj 
to  it  the  principle  we  apply  te  the  case 
of  postmen  and  others,  what  do  we  find? 
Why,  that  l£r.  Mansfield  is  entitled,  uot 
to  £1,000  a  year,  but  to  £784. 

«Mb.  JA0K80N:  Thehon.Oentleman 
is  confusing  the  two  classes  of  servanta- 
The  men  ho  refers  to  have  not  got  (Svil 
Service  certificates. 

Ha.  OONTBEABE :  What  I  complain 
of  is  that  tbey  ought  to  have.  If  yon 
have  poor  men  workinghard  for  you  fbt 
a  number  of  years,  they  are  jnstas  much 
entitled  to  have  their  services  recognised 
in  the  form  of  pension,  if  you  admit  the 
prinDiple  of  pensions,  as  other  people. 
You  deal  out  one  measure  to  poor  men, 
andanothermeasuretorichmen,  Iwant 
to  see  all  men  treated  alike.  But  one  word 

respect  to  what  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  has  said  as  to  prisons.  I  was 
glad  to  hear  him  say  that  prison  esta- 
blishments are  being  reduced,  bat  I 
should  like  to  be  assured  that  the 
remark  applies  to  the  Admiralty  prison 
at  Bodmin.  Is  the  scandal  as  to  the 
sinecure  offices  connected  with  that 
eetohlishment  to  continued  If  it  is,  it 
is  oiear  we  shall  be  asked  at  soms  future 
time  for  superannuation  allowances  in 
respect  of  a  number  of  offioes  which 
everyone  admits  are  nothing  but  rino- 
enree. 

Mr.  H.  FO  WLBB  (Wolverhampton) : 
I  think  that  the  plain  and  lucid  expla- 
nation of  the  Sen-etary  to  the  Treasury 
has  made  it  clear  that  the  action  of  the 
Treasury  in  regard  to  disbureements 
under  this  Vote  nave  been  characterized 
by  very  great  caution.  In  reference  to 
the  remarka  of  ttte  learned  Member  for 
Oonwall  (Mr.  Conybeare)  let  me  say 
that  the  real  point  of  inequali^  in 
regard  to  these  pensions  is  the  aUow- 
ance  of  ten  years  for  professional  quali- 
fications. This  is  nothing  short  of  an 
abuse,  and  I  hope  it  will  oe  dealt  with 
by  legislation.  In  the  case  of  barristers 
who  are  appointed  to  well-paid  podtiona 
of  £l,SOO  a  year,  I  fail  te  see  why  their 
retiring  allowances  should  be  oalcnlated 
on  more  than  the  actual  number  of 
years  that  they  have  served.  With 
reference  te  the  oompassionate  allow- 
ances,  I  rejoice  that  such  a  fund  now 
exists,  as  there  used  to  be  oases  of  great 
hardship  wlueh  the  TxitMUj  deuied  to 
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iBMt,  Rud  whioh  the;  felt  snxe  the 
House  of  Oommons  would  deure  to 
meet,  but  whioh,  owing  to  the  Mate  of 
tbe  law,  could  oot  be  oaaiBtAd.  I  an 
glad  that  this  dtsoretioiiaij  power  is 
now  given  to  tbe  Treaauty,  aod  I  feel 
eure  that  it  is  esercised  with  caution. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  should  like 
■otne  information  as  to  what  rto  ths  ar- 
rangements with  regard  to  the  reception 
of  the  medical  certmoates. 

Hx.  JACKSON :  Moit  careful  ecru- 
tiav  hae  been  made  into  these  certificates 
and  in  all  casee  where  it  is  deemed 
ueoeHBr;  to  get  eonfiimatory  evidence 
the  Department  obtain  it. 

ICb.  T.  U.  HEALT  :  May  I  aak 
whether  in  view  of  the  case  of  Ur. 
WiM,  which  oocnrred  laat  year,  the 
Bill  which  the  Obancellot  of  the  Elxohe- 
quer  propoue  to  introduce  is  intended 
to  H^ly  to  Ireland  f 

«lCa.  QOSCHEN  :  We  shall  oerUinly 
api^y  to  Ireland  the  proviaions  we  apply 
to  England.  We  shall  see  we  get  con- 
firmatory .eridence  in  tbe  cam  of  all 
pensions  which  are  granted. 

*Sni  J.  SWINBURNE  (Stafford, 
Lidifield) :  Instead  of  getting  oonfirma- 
tory  evidence  would  it  not  be  better  to 
have  all  officers  applying  for  pensions 
examined  in  the  first  instance  by  the 
Qoreroment  medical  oIBeer  ?  It  is  very 
well  known  that  no  doctor  likes  to  eay 
that  a  brother  officer  has  given  a  certifi- 
cate which  ia  not  exactly  correct. 

•Tub  OHANCELLOE  of  the  EX- 
GHEQUEB :  That  is  in  the  main  the 
intention  of  the  Qovemment ;  but  it  can- 
not always  be  carried  out  because  in 
many  eases  distant  from  London  it  la 
not  possible  to  get  examination  by  a 
central  officer.  We  hare  been  in  com< 
municatiun  with  medical  c^cera  and 
have  takaa  great  pains  to  a 
whether  we  can  find  anyone  poesesaiag 
the  necessary  qualification  to  undertake 
thfl  work.  We  think  we  have  done  so, 
and  we  are  about  to  make  arrangements 
whereby  in  all  prindp^  cases  the  gen- 
tlemen applying  for  pensions  ihaU  be 
examined  by  a  Qovemment  medical 
officer. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £7,000,  Supplementary,  Pauper 
Lunatics,  England. 

Db.  TAmfEB  (Cork,  Hid):  I  de- 
sire to  point  out  that  although  the  num- 
ber oi  lunatics  has  decreased  of  late 
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years  the  number  cha^eable  to  the  poor 
rates  baa  increased  in  each  year.  Th» 
number  chargeable  in  January,  ISSft 
was  72,486,  hit  laet  year  the  number 
shows  an  increase  of  1,602.  Beeidesthia 
there  is  the  fact  that  in  all  cases  the- 
treatment  of  these  uofortonate  psoplsis 
certainly  not  what  any  humane  matt, 
would  idlow  to  pass  without  inquiry. 
Last  year  my  hoc.  EViend  the  If  ember 
for  North  Ferman^h  (tailed  attention  t» 
the  case  of  John  Stiokley,  a  man. 
aged  68,  who  waa  removed  from  th». 
Hammersmith  Police  Court  to  Oolney 
Hatch  on  the  Saturday  previous  to  the 
day  on  whidi  my  hon.  Friend  brought 
the  case  before  the  House.  The  pooc 
fellow  was  said  to  be  is  a  feeble  fMm- 
dition  but  perfectly  quiet.  As  a  nil* 
when  patients  ate  removed  from  a  polie»> 
court  or  a  workhouse  to  an  asylum,  tiiey 
are  certified  to  be  violent ;  bat  this  man 
waa  owtified  as  perfectly  quiet.  On  th» 
Monday  he  was  serioouy  lU,  and  on  tha 
Tuesday  be  was  dead.  At  the  time  of 
hie  de^h  it  was  disoovered  be  had  a 
broken  jaw  and  that  one  of  his  teeth 
had  been  knocked  out.  At  tbe  inquest 
the  jury  found  that  the  man's  deaUt 
had  been  accelerated  by  the  injuries  he 
had  received,  bnt  nothing  had  suce  been 
done  to  arrive  at  the  truth.  It  has  not 
yet  been  shown  how  the  man  aostained 
the  injuries.  Snrdy  the  police  who  con- 
veyed the  man  from  the  court  to  th» 
aaylum  woold  have  noticed  that  Stiok- 
ley  was  suffering  from  theae  injnrieB  if 
he  had  sustained  them  at  the  time.  Cer- 
tainly I  should  have  thought  that  tbe 
Government  would  have  granted  an 
inquiry  into  the  case ;  but  instead  of  that 
the  representativee  of  tiie  Local  Govern-' 
ment  Board  fenced  with  all  the  qoeationB 
wtueh  were  asked  upon  the  aabjeot.  I 
have  here  a  list  of  15  or  IB  oases  which 
demand  some  reply  from  the  Miniater 
in  cbfu^  of  this  Vote ;  bat  I  will  not 
delay  the  Committee  fhrther,  a!no» 
friends  of  mine  tell  me  there  are  many^ 
matters  that    are  matt    deserving   of 

fablio  attention.  I  will,  however,  a^ 
hope  the  Government  will  take  into 
consideration  the  remonatranaee  ad- 
dressed by  raaponaible  medical  officers 
in  the  aaylum  aerrice,  as  to  the  a^oma 
being  andramanned,in  OoBsequsBoe  of 


able  to  do  their  duty  by  the  n 
creatures     labmitted    to    th«r     eare. 
Surely,  in  an  aaylum  of  300  patients,  on* 
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medical  man,  one  assistMit,  and  two 
«luiiaal  clerks  are  not  enough  to  pay 
attentioa  to  the  eases  oommitted  to  their 
ohaige.  The  mere  writing-  out  of  the 
chazts  of  the  cases  would  t&ka  all  the 
-time  of  Buoh  a  staff.  I  have  no  inten- 
tion of  dealing  with  the  matter  at  an; 
langlih,  but  X  sinoerely  hope  the  hon. 
'Geatlemaa  opposite  will  bring  the 
taotter  before  the  Department  under 
whose  super  vision  these  unfortunate 
people  are^  that  tbej  may  be  dealt  with 
in  UM  way  humanit;  demands. 

Thb  8ECRETAHY  to  thb  LOCAL 
GOTEfiNMENT  BOAED  (Mr.  W. 
LoiTQ,  Wilts,  Devizes) :  I  am  sure  the 
-Government  and  the  Committee  are 
quite  ready  to  listen  to  the  suggestions 
of  the  hon.  Member,  but  I  hope  I  shall 
not  be  misunderstood  when  I  say  that 
the  Department  responeible  for  this  Tote 
has  no  control  over  the  administration 
of  these  institutious.  The  sole  duty  of 
the  Loo^  Government  Board  in  oonaec- 
"tian  with  this  Yote  is  to  ask  for  this 
mone^  and  to  see  that  each  charge 
mode  is  Bubstantiated  by  the  Board  of 
-Qnardiaos,  and  this  i*  the  last  oooasion 
-when  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  Local 
-Government  Board  to  ask  for  this  money. 
Any  remonBtranoe  with  respect  to  ad- 
ministration should  be  sddreeaed  to  the 
Lunacy  Commission  srs.  The  hon. 
Ueiuber  has  made  some  strictures  upon 
"the  administration  of  those  pauper 
lunatic  asylums.  For  my  own  part,  I 
iiave  no  doubt  that  there  was  some  foun- 
dation for  charges  brought  forward  in 
various  cases;  but,  as  a  whole,  those 
iustitutions  are  very  carefully  looked 
after.  The  fact  of  a  small  Supplemen- 
tary Tote  beins  aeoeaaary  is  owing  to 
the  fact  that  the  figures  on  which  the 
-original  Estimate  had  been  founded 
were  somewhat  misleading.  I  am  sure 
"that  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
will  receive  due  attention  in  the  proper 
quarter. 

Da.  TANNER  (Cork,  Mid);  Allow 
me  to  say  that  when  public  money  is 
Toted,  then  is  the  time  for  oaDing  atten- 
tion to  defects  in  administration  of  an^ 
department  concerned  in  the  espendi- 
tnre.  As  a  medical  man  I  thought  it 
■my  duty  to  bring  this  matter  forward. 

Tot*  agreed  to. 

Ci^ss  Tn. 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed,    . 


"That  s  sum,  not  exceeding  £ia,fiO0,  b* 
fruited  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Chains 
which  will  oomB  in  cour$»  of  ptymttat  daring 
the  year  ending  oa  the  3Utdaya(  March,  18S^, 
for  oertaiD  AdvanoHS  to  be  raadsin  Aid  of  tiia 
Gmigrstion  and  Coloniiatian  of  Onrftws  sad 
Cottan  of  the  Western  Uighlunda  end  IsUodt 
of  Scotland,  including  BipenMi  of  Admiaistta- 

*Thi  CH  ANCELLOK  of  the  EXCHE- 
aUEE  (Mr.  GoBOKM,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  It  may  perhaps  be 
onvenient  that  I  should  st  this  point 
express  the  arrangement  by  which  the 
Government  propose  to  carry  out  their 
view  expressed  last  year,  that  there 
should  be  a  review  of  schemes  of  State- 
aided  emigration.  We  propose  toappoint 
a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  aubjeot, 
and  the  terms  of  reference  we  shall  pro- 
pose will  be  as  follows : — 

"lliata  Select  Oommittee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  varione  leheniea  which  have  been 
propoaed  to  H«r  Majetty'a  QoTernment  to  fasili* 
tate  emigTHtioii  from  the  cangested  diitrict*  of 
the  United  Kingdom  to  the  British  colonies  or 
elBewhece;  toexaminetheieBultsof  SDyachemM 
which  have  receiTed  practical  trial  la  remot 
vsan ;  and  to  report  gfenerally  apon  thi  mewis 
by,  and  the  oosditioni  ander,  wluoh  inch  eiM- 
gration  cap  best  be  carried  out  and  th*  quarter* 
to  which  it  caJi  most  advantsgaooily  b« 
directed." 

Mit  HXTNTEE  (Aberdeeo,  N.) :  In 
what  respect  does  this  differ  from  the 
Motion  put  on  the  Papar  last  year  f 
*Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
compares  the  two  he  will  see  that  this  is 
oonfliderably  wider  in  scope  than  our 
proposal  of  last  year ;  it  includes  emi- 
gration from  congested  districts  not  only 
in  the  crofter  counties,  but  in  other  parts 
of  Great  Britain,  and  not  only  to-British 
cobniee,  but  to  other  parts  of  the  world. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  Does  it  include 
migration  t 

«Mb.  GOSOHEN :  No ;  it  does  not. 

*Mb.  ANGUS  SUTHEELAND 
(Sutherland) :  Will  the  inquiry  include 
the  scheme  under  which  the  Qovani- 
ment  are  now  carrying  on  emigration 
from  the  Highlands? 
«Mr.  GOSOHEN  :  The  scheme  of  the 
Government  is  so  far  only  experimental ; 
it  would  be  for  the  Committee  to  inquiris 
how  far  it  has  answered,  and  whether  it 
is  desirable  to  give  further  effect  to  it. 

Mb.  hunter  :  I  see  that  £700  have 
been  announced  as  the  amount  sub- 
scribed  byprivate  individuals  in  Glasgow 
towards  this  emigration  scheme ;  is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  a  position  to 
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■ay  if  an;  fiirther  sums  beyond  this  £700 
httvt  been  received  up  to  th«  present 

*1U.  OOSOHEN:  Tee;  I  believe  the 
mnBinder  of  the  amonnt  has  been  sab- 
aoribed. 

Kb.  F.  8.  POWELL :  I  preeume  the 
phrase  congeeted  districts  refers  to  rural 
districts,  not  tDanafacturiog  districts  or 
mining  districts?  The  term  has  hitherto 
been  nnderatood  in  that  sense. 
*Ub.  QOSCHEN:  No;  our  proposal 
it  wider  than  that.  You  might  have  a 
oongeeted  district  in  tbe  East  End  of 
LondoD.  The  Oovemment  are  anxious 
that  the  whole  question  of  emigration 
ehoald  be  thoroagbly  thrashed  out.  We 
do  not  want  to  put  forward  any  scheme 
unless  it  has  received  the  countenance  of 
tbe  House  of  Oommons.  The  subject  is 
one  which  is  rightly  considered  of  great 
importance  both  by  the  friends  and  the 
opponents  of  emigration ;  and  there  are 
few  subjects  npun  which  it  is  more 
desirable  to  have  a  full  inquiiy  by  a 
competent  Oommittes. 

Ifa.  8ET0N-KABB  (St.  Helen's): 
Is  it  intended  to  appoint  this  Committee 
at  once  ?  Will  a  Oolonieation  Board  be 
constituted  to  administer  the  fund  which 
has  been  raised  ? 

*Mb.  ANGUS  SUTHERLAND : 
Pending  the  Beport  of  the  Oommittee, 
is  it  proposed  to  suspend  the  present 
■oheme? 

Ha.  aUNTEB:  I  wish  to  ask 
whether,  after  the  additional  sums  be- 
yond the  £700  are  subsoribed,  the  pri- 
vate subscribers  will  be  allowed  to 
^p<.>int  one  of  the  Oomnussionera  ? 

Ma.SETON-KAEE:  WiU  the  fact 
of  this  Oommittee  being  appointed  pre- 
clude any  discussion  in  the  House  upon 
State-aided  colonisation  ? 
*Hb.  OOSOHEN  :  I  most  admit 
that  I  think  the  subject  would  be 
better  discuseed  after  the  Oommittee 
has  been  appointed.  It  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Qovemment  to  appoint 
the  Oommittee  at  once,  and  it  will 
be  more  satisfaotory  to  have  the  whole 
matter  threshed  out  upstairs  before 
a  general  disonseion  is  taken  in  the 
House.  But,  of  nonrse,  hon.  Members 
can  take  thnr  own  opportunity  of 
raisiog  a  debate,  or  they  will  find  it 
n^  the  Motion  to  appoint  the  Oom- 
mittee or  on  tbe  terms  of  reference.  The 
Government  hope  that  in  arranging 
this  Oommittee  they  have  satisfied  to  a 


certain  extent  those  who  are  in  favour 
of  ooloniKstion.  The  £2,000,  which  are- 
equal  to  one- fifth  of  the  amount  to  be 
granted  by  the  Oovemment,  having' 
been  subscribed,  arrangements  have 
been  made  for  tbe  Provost  of  CHssgow 
to  represent  the  private  snbBoribera. 
We  do  not  propose  to  extend  the  [oeeent 
scheme  for  the  emigration  of  crofters 
until  the  Oommittee  have  repotted,  ex- 
cept so  far  as  pledges  have  been  given 
to  a  limited  nnniber  of  crofters,  who 
have  made  their  plans,  sold  their  stock, 
and  whom  it  would  be  nndedrable  to 
disappoint.  Otherwise  we  do  not  wish 
to  move  at  all  until  we  have  the  full 
opinion  of  the  Hoose  upon  the  subject 
I  am  glad  to  have  this  opportunity  of 
answering  these  questions,  and  I  think 
hon.  Members  will  see  exactly  how 
tbe  matter  stands. 

Dr.  OLABK  (Oaitboese) :  After  this 
anoouncement,  I  do  not  think  there  ie 
any  necessity  for  fighting  ont  the  ques- 
tion to-night.  As  a  mattOT  of  fact,  in  dis- 
cussing tliis  Vote,  we  discuss  money 
already  spent.  I,  for  one,  desire  thi^ 
the  question  of  emigration  from  the 
Highlands  should  be  thoroughly  dia- 
cuesed ;  but  I  do  not  think,  under  pre- 
sent circumstances,  this  is  the  oppor- 
tunity. Under  tike  condition  that 
uothiDg  further  iM  done  by  the  Go- 
vernment, I  wilt  not  ruse  the  question 
now. 

Mb.  BETON-KABB:  Are  tbe  Oo- 
vemment aware  that  a  Colonization 
Oommittee,  composed  of  13S  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  and  30  Members 
of  tbe  House  of  Lords,  has  existed 
for  the  last  two  Sessions  ?  These 
Oentiemen  have  thoroughly  examined 
the  subject,  have  taken  evidence,  ant} 
are  prepared  with  a  practical  and  sound 
financial  scheme.  I  merely  mention 
this  to  ask  if  the  (Oovemment  are 
aware  of  the  fact,  and  whether  that 
knowledge  will  have  any  bearing  upon 
their  own  proposal  f 

Mb.  OONXBEABE  (Oomwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  Have  the  Government  con- 
sidered the  desirability  of  taking 
evidence  from  Oulonists,  and  from 
inhabitants  of  other  countries  f  I  on* 
derstand  the  proposal  is  to  extend  tho 
investigation  to  all  parts  of  thoworid. 
Now,  it  is  well  known  that  the  class  of 
people  we  want  to  get  rid  of— the 
paupers  and  the  nnemployed — are  jnst 
those  which  foreign  Governments,  and 
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even  our  oirn  OoloniM,  will  have 
notbiiigtodovith.  Ifaope, therefore, that 
arrang^ementB  will  be  made,  by  way  of 
GommiBmon  or  otherwise,  for  collecting 
aridenoe  in  foreign  countrins  and  the 
Ooloniea,  If  witneaaea  oannot  be  brought 
before  the  Oommittee  upstaira. 

Sir  G.  CAUFBELL:  Are  we  die- 
taaoUj  to  underatand  that  the  Oom- 
mittee will  inquire  into  emigration  to  all 
parta  of  the  world,  and  not  oonfi&e 
itself  merely  to  British  Colonies  P 
•Ma.  GO80HEN  :  I  distinctly  read 
out  the  words  "British Colonies  and  elae- 
wliere."  With  reference  to  the  sugges- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Seton-Earr), 
I  am  aware  that  there  is  sacfa  a  Com- 
mittee; but  the  Committee  we  propose 
will  be  composed  not  only  of  the  friends 
of  emigration,  but  of  the  critics  of 
emigration.  There  are  gentlemen  in 
this  House  who  have  doubts  as  to  the 
efficacy  of  emigration,  and  it  is  in  order 
to  get  ao  authoritative  decision  of  the 
House  on  this  very  important  subject, 
which  maycaueeconaiderableoutlay,  that 
we  wish  it  thoroughly  sifted  both  by 
the  friends  and  supporters  of  the  scheme 
and  by  the  crittos  of  it.  As  to  the 
auggeatico  of  the  Member  for  Gnm- 
bome,  it  would  be  most  Utopian  to  lay 
down  Bohemes  of  emigration  without 
being  fairly  assured  that  those  sohemes 
woold  receive  the  warm  support  of  the 
Colonies  or  countries  to  whica  the  emi- 
grants are  to  be  sent.  The  agents  for 
ua  Colonies  in  this  country  will  be 
abla  to  give  valuable  information  with 
regard  to  the  views  of  the  Ooloniea 
they  represent,  and  it  will  be  im- 
portant to  have  knowledge  of  the  laws, 
say  of  the  United  States,  which  regulate 
emigration  into  the  United  States,  and 
generally  of  the  oonditione  under  which 
emigration  could  be  carried  out.  We 
wiah  to  place  no  limits  to  the  fullness  of 
the  inquiry. 

Dk.  UAMEEON  (Glasgow,  OoUege) : 
It  seems  to  me  that  a  most  ludicrous 
JImoo  has  ooourred  to  ni^ht.  In  order 
to  arert  threatened  discuasions  the 
GoremmeDt  have  been  converted  to  the 
desinbility  of  appointing  Committees, 
and  have  agreed  to  three — one  for  mining 
rovalties,  another  for  dockyard  ad- 
ministration^ and  a  third  for  emigration. 
I  am  far  from  considering  the  present 
proposal  as  being  in  advance  of  tnn  pro- 
posal made  by  the  Leader  of  the  Hottaa 
at  the  end  of  last  Sestioa.    I  disliked 
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that  proposal,  because  by  it  the  Govern- 
ment tried  to  fix  responsibility  for  w 
mismanaged  scheme  on  the  shoaldera  ot 
a  number  of  private  individuals;  but 
besides,  this  is  Aot  a  question  of  emi- 

f ration  of  people  from  the  eongeste^ 
istricts  of  the  United  Kingdom,  in- 
cluding East  London  and  Ireland;  it 
is  a  question  of  £10,000  for  orofter 
emigratioo,  and  I  think  the  subject- 
would  have  been  better  considered  by  a 
Committee  specially  appointed  for  the 
purpose,  and  mainly  consisting  of 
Scottish  Members. 

*Mr.  G0>CHEN:  I  may  remind  the- 
hon.  Member  that  such  s  proposal  was 
made  by  the  Qovemment  last  Session,, 
bat  it  was  objected  to  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  too  narrow,  and  that  we  ought  to 
consider  the  ease  of  other  districte  be- 
sides the  Highlands,  and  other  oonntries- 
besidsB  our  own  Colonies. 

Dr.  OAMGBON:  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  is  not  correct  in  his  statement 
of  the  grounds  of  the  opposition  to  that 
proposal.  The  ground  of  oppoutioa 
was  that  the  Government  had  started  a 
scheme  and  bungled  it,  and  proposed  t» 
shift  the  responsibility  for  that  disss  ou' 
to  the  shoulders  of  a  CDmmittee.  Be- 
sides, it  was  offered  too  late  in  the- 
Session.  I  have  not  the  smallest  objec- 
tion to  the  appointment  of  snch  a  Com- 
mittee at  the  oeginntng  of  the  Session, 
and  I  believe  my  own  friends  wouli^ 
agree  with  me  on  that  point.  But  we' 
would  very  much  prefer  to  have  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  special  proposal  for  the- 
crofters.  On  the  lltn  of  April,  the 
SecretaiT  to  the  Treasurv  wrote- 
various  letters  in  which  he  saia  he  had 
got  the  consent  of  the  Treasury  to  the 
scheme  of  crofter  emigration.  That 
scheme  had  been  warmly  advocated  bjr 
Lord  Lothian  for  montha  previously- 
Lord  Lothian  publicly  stated,  in  Novem- 
ber or  December  of  the  year  bafiaro- 
last,  that  he  was  convinced  that  emigra- 
tion was  the  remedy  for  the  woes  of  the-  ' 
crofter  districts,  and  it  was  said  that  if 
his  views  were  not  accepted  by  the  Go- 
vernment he  would  resign.  B^  April  of 
last  year  he  succeeded  in  eouvinoing  the 
politico- economical  Chancellor  of  the- 
Ezcbequer  of  the  eonndness  of  hie 
views  ao  far  as  to  induce  him  to  allow 
the  funds  of  the  gennal  taxpayers  to- 
be  applied  to  the  benefit  of  one  partion- 
br  class.  When  the  First  Lora  of  the 
Treasury  was  asked  why  this  sehsm» 
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■was  to  be  i»rried  out,  h«  eud  that  th« 
-OoTernment  won  folIowiDg  the  pro- 
posal of  the  OrofCer  CnmmisaioD. 
People  who  had  read  the  Report  of 
the  Uommission  believed  that  what  the 
OommissioD  proposed  was  quite  con- 
trary. Their  soheme  waa  that  labourers 
should  be  sent  out  who  vere  to  be  io- 
-deotured  to  emplo/ers,  and  that  was  a 
ecbeme  for  which  a  small  snin  of  money 
would  be  Buffiuient.  The  seoud  part  uf 
the  scheme  was  that  families  should  be 
-emigrated  by  the  asBistaace  of  the  State. 
They  issued  a  circular,  stating,  as  indi- 
spensable coadltiona  for  the  success  of 
the  scheme,  that  each  family  should  at 
once  find  meaus  of  subsistence  on  tbe 
homestead  from  tbe  day  of  its  arrival ; 
.and,  secondly,  that  the  cost  should  not 
exceed  what  the  family  could  reasonably 
be  expected  to  pay  back  in  eight  or  ten 
-years  ;  and,  thirdly,  that  the  C^oni&I  Qo- 
vemment  should  take  aa  interest  in  the 
scheme,  see  that  the  emigrants  were 
.properly  established,  and  look  after  the 
irepayment.  None  of  these  conditions 
were  fulfilled.  Instead  of  being  allowed 
time  to  sell  their  holdings  the  crofters 
were  hurried  out,  and  therefore  the  ex- 
pense was  greater.  When  these  men 
landed  in  Canada  they  were  not  looked 
after  by  the  Canadian  authorities ;  a 
representative  of  a  land  company  carried 
them  off.  It  was  proposed  that  the  Go- 
':vemment  should  advance  four-fifths  of 
any  sum  not  exceeding  £10,000,  on 
oonditioQ  that  the  public  subscribed  the 
remaining  one-fifth.  TTntil  a  few  months 
ago  only  £700  was  subscribed,  and  the 
Government  restricted  their  advances. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  says 
that  Uie  full  amount  of  £2,000  has  now 
been  subscribed,  and  I  should  like  to 
know  from  the  Lord  Advocate  if  that  ia 
correct? 

ThbLOED  advocate  [Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
BoBBaTBOH,  Bute) :  Perfectly  correct. 

Db.  CAMERON :  I  am  glad  to  hear 
it.  Now,  as  to  what  actually  occurred, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  men  were  landed  in 
Canada,  arriving  there  about  the  middle 
ofJune.  They  were  taken  In  charge,  not 
by  an  agentof  the  Canadian  Qovermuent, 
but  by  the  agent  of  the  Canada  North- 
Western  Company.  I  believe  that  gen- 
tleman bestirred  himself  in  the  interests 
of  these  people,  giving  attention  to  their 
welfare  to  an  extent  for  whioh  they  ought 
to  be  thankfnl.  But  the  oare  he  took 
■of  them  wna  not  buainesa  with  whioh 
Dr.  Ctmtrtti 


the  Govern mentcoidd  in  any  wayidentify 
themselves.  The  scheme  was  a  tentative 
one,  to  see  ifemigrationoould  be  carried 
out  on  such  a  large  scale  as  would  relieve 
the  congestion  of  the  Highlands.  The 
proposal  was  that  the  men  should  be 
emigrated  to  Government  Unde  in 
Canada,  that  £120  should  be  given 
them  to  pay  their  passage-money  and 
settle  them  in  their  homesteads,  the 
Canadian  Government  giving  them  the 
land  under  the  Homestead  Rules,  while 
the  Government  hdd  a  lien  on  their 
holdings  and  stock  for  the  amount  of 
their  E^vauce.  Mr.  Scarth,  the  gantle- 
mau  I  refer  to,  looked  about  for  a  good 
place  for  the  emigrants  to  settle  in, 
having  in  his  mind  the  desirabili^  of 
placing  them  where  they  could  fish,  and 
he  had  in  view  also  the  necessity  of 
supplying  them  with  machinery,  im> 
piemen  ts,  and  everything  neoeaaazy 
for  cultivating  their  land.  All  these 
things  were  providad.  But  it  was 
found  that  there  was  no  Goveni- 
ment  land  available  to  meet  the  con- 
ditions, BO  the  emigrants  were  brought 
down  to  a  patch  of  territory  belonging 
to  the  Canada  North-Westem  Company, 
land  selling  from  6  dollars  to  &  doUan 
an  acre.  Thns  they  got  double  the 
value  of  the  land  whioh  tbe  Government 
intended  to  give  them — that  is  to  say, 
they  got  what  was  equivalent  to  a  present 
of  another  £120.  They  were,  aa  I  say, 
supplied  with  implements  aod  stock,  and 
the  result  was  that  Mr.  Soartb,  who  took 
them  in  charge,  greatly  over-spent  the 
money  which  was  to  be  advanced.  The 
Canada  North-Western  Company,  who 
did  not  share  the  philanthropy  of  Mr. 
Scarth  their  manager,  gravely  objected 
to  what  had  taken  plaee,  and  so  Mr. 
Soarth,  was  comp^ed,  on  the  Govem- 
mmt  refusing  to  pay  hia  outlay,  to 
threaten  to  tue  baok  the  stock  he  had 
giTen  to  the  crofters.  Tbie  brought  tbo 
Government  to  book,  and  tbey  advanced 
some  £700  beyond  the  sum  they  had 

S'venundertheoriginalarransemant.  So 
e  crofters  got  another  haul  out  of  the 
Government,  the  £700  in  question  baiiw 
divided  among  30  or  40  families,  an^ 
after  all,  the  Company  was  a  loser  in 
the  matter.  Some  controversy  took 
place  over  this — the  orofters  said  the*, 
had  been  promised  several  things  whicB 
were  not  given  them.  They  said  the 
understandmg  was  that  they  abould 
receive  homeateads  of  GbTemment  land 
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«h«r«  they  would  hare  the  right  of  pre- 
•mptaon  on  another  qnarter  aeotian,  uid 
that  this  nnderBtanamg  bad  not  been 
Inlfilled.  Th^  said  that  the  offlow  of 
the  Beard  of  Snperriaion  who  had 
tnperintMided  their  emigration  had  said 
that  they  should  reoeire  similar  terms 
to  thoet  which  had  been  given  to  pre- 
▼iotu  emigrants,  which  iaoladed  pro- 
TiaionB  for  the  winter  and  seed  for 
the  rammer,  bnt  that  they  found  them- 
aelvee  at  the  commenoement  of  the  pre- 
sent winter  without  food  and  seed. 
Oartain  gestlemen  who  had  been  < 
nested  with  the  matter  oould  not  afford 
to  see  the  soheme  oome  to  grief,  and 
then  it  waa,  I  understand,  that  for  Bheer 
shame's  atke  the  moan  was  subsoribed, 
If  it  is  impoerible  to  find  in  a  suitable 
district  Ooremment  land  in  Oanada  on 
which  30  families  can  be  placed  with 
advantage,  how  in  the  world  are  the 
Chiramment  going  to  carry  out  the 
■•heme  to  such  an  extent  as  to  deplete 
the  population  of  the  Highlands  to  any 
ai^ireoiahle  degree?  The  contention  is 
otteidj  absurd.  I  hare  never  had  any 
ooafidence  in  the  soheme  of  the  QoTem- 
meob  Xt  ie  utterly  vicious  so  far  as  it 
gauges  the  amount  of  money  to  be  spent 
Dy  the  Government  by  the  amount  of 
private  subscriptions  to  the  scheme. 
the  Government  wish  to  emigrate  a 
certain  number  of  crofters,  they  must 
find  the  money  for  it  oat  of  their  own 
resources,  and  the  amount  which  will 
be  required  will  be  vastly  more  than  is 
hkely  to  be  forthooming,  or  than  has 
been  forthcoming.  Bchemea  to  the 
extent  of  £10,000  hava  agMn  and 
again  been  tried,  and  h»v«  again 
and  again  failed.  Sir  Ivam  Uatheaos 
spent  £  10,000  in  emigratug  people  from 
Lawis,  bnt  the  ialuid  is  as  populous 
aa  ever.  No  doubt  information  on  this 
•ubjeet  can  well  bo  obtained  by  a  Oom- 
mittee,  bnt  to  mix  up  the  questioa  of 
8tate4ided  emigration  Ciom  all  the  large 
tovne  of  England  with  this  quastion  of 
otofter  emigration,  to  my  mind,  would  be 
an  absurdity.  I  have  no  objection  to 
the  qaestio&  being  dealt  with.  My 
ohjeot  in  oritieising  the  Vote  is  tn  show 
that  the  Qoveniiuant  rusbed  into  this 
mattw  without  proper  eonsideralioa  by 
•ending  out  men  in  a  great  hairy  at  a 
period  of  the  year  when  it  was  impoe- 
iible  to  luldltbe  eoaditione  undo*  which 
Moigratioa  should  have  boaa  coBdncted, 
ud  at  a  time  when  the  emigraata  were 
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unable  to  plant  com  or  lay  by  an; 
^Mvisions  for  their  winter  use.  The 
Government  suit  these  people  out,  and 
they  made  so  little  arrangement  tta 
them  that,  according  to  itatements  in 
the  Oasadian  newspapers,  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  kindly  faomeetaaders,  who 
gave  them  a  few  acres  <^  land  planted 
with  potatoes,  ihey  would  have  oome  to 
grief  soon  after  their  arrival.  The  way 
this  matter  is  brought  before  the  House 
I  think  deserves  critioism.  The  proposal 
was  made  in  the  course  of  a  crofter 
debate,  the  Oovemment  declaring  that 
this  was  the  remedy  they  proposed  for 
the  state  of  matters  that  existed  in  the 
Highlands  and  Islands.  Th^  said  they 
were  determined  to  carry  oat  thispoliojr, 
as  it  was  the  policy  reoommenfed  by 
the  Orofter  Oommission.  If  it  were  not 
too  late  an  hour  I  would  ask  how  it  waa 
that  it  was  only  at  the  fag  end  of  this 
Keport  that  the  Oommission  dealt  with 
the  matter,  and  whether  it  was  not  a 
very  different  kind  of  emigration  that 
was  referred  to  by  them  ?  The  crofters 
in  Oanada  have  no  doubt  fallen  on  their 
feet  by  obtaining  more  than  twice  as 
much  as  they  bargained  for,  hut  as  a 
pieee  of  statesmanship  the  whole  thing 
has  been  utterly  ridiouloos.  I  do  not 
intend  to  opjKiBa  this  Vote  tooth  and 
nail.  But  it  is  through  a  piece  of  simple 
blundering  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  so  much  money  has  been 
wasted. 

*Me.  ANOU98UTHERLAND  (Suth- 
eriandehire) :  I  agree  with  the  hon. 
Ifember  who  has  just  sat  down,  that 
there  is  great  danger  in  mixing  up  the 
case  of  tiie  congested  districts  of  Eng- 
land with  the  case  of  the  Highlands  of 
Scotland.  TheoasesareentirMy  disuBi- 
lar,  and  whatever  grounds  there  may  be 
for  emigration  ttom  the  congested  dja- 
tricts  of  England,  these  nonnda  do  not 
exist  in  the  Bighlands.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  Govamment  sinply  want  to 
ooatinue  the  poUey  of  the  landlords 
prior  to  the  passing  of  the  Crofters'  Act 
in  1888,  when  the  landlords  tbouf^t 
they  would  compel  the  crofteis  to  eni- 
grate  by  taming  them  off  the  good  land 
and  putting  them  on  the  bad  land.  I 
wish  to  asK  the  I/trd  Advocate  from 
what  part  of  the  BUfrhlanda  there  has 
been  any  demand  feranigcation  7  I  can 
give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  hundreds 
«f  iDstances  where  the  people  of  th* 
Highlands  in  public  meeting  asssmbUA 
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itnotforemigratioii.  Ihara 
tention  of  tef«mDe  to  the  £  1 0, 000  whioh 
ia  KskMl  to-niftht.  I  take  it  that  the  state- 
ment of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ezohe- 
qtier  is  a  confession  on  the  part  of  the 
wrernment  of  the  failure  of  the  aoheme 
they  originally  proposed,  and  I  hope  the 
result  of  the  inquiry  will  he  that  the 
QovemmeDt  will  oe  induced  to  take  the 
enioB  view  of  the  state  of  matters  in  the 
Highlands  that  the  people  themselTes 
take,  and  that  they  will  afford  facilities  to 
the  crofters  to  g^ve  eridence  themselves 
befbre  the  Oommittee.  •  If  the  Govern- 
ment do  that,  I  am  satisfied  they  will  be 
oonTinoed  that  the  question  of  the  con- 
gestion of  the  Highlands  is  to  be  met  by 
migration  and  not  by  emigration. 

*Mr.  BAETLET  (Islington,  N  )  :  An 
faon.  Qentleman  behind  me  says  that 
there  is  a  Committea  consistiDg  of  125 
Hembers  ol  this  Honse,  and  a  large 
number  of  Peers,  alt  in  favonr  of  emi- 
gration, and  that,  therefore,  it  is  not 
neoessary  to  have  an  inqairy 

Hb.  8ET0N-KARB  :  I  s^d  nothing 
of  the  kind. 

»Mn.  BABTLET:  I  am  one  of  that 
Oommittee.  We  have  only  met  o&oe, 
and  as  yet  this  question  of  emigration 
and  migration  has  not  been  discussed. 
Ab  the  question  of  colonization,  emigra- 
tion, and  migration,  is  so  important 
I  am  glad  the  government  are  going  to 
have  a  searching  inquiry  which  may 
oome  to  some  sound  conclusion  on  the 
matter. 

Mr.  hunter  {Aberdeen,  N.) :  loan 
quite  understand  that  the  Government 
iriah  to  confine  the  inquiry  within  man- 
ageable limits,  bnt  I  would  suggest  that 
the  reference  should  be  so  drawn  as  to 
enable  those  who  say  that  emigration  is 
not  desirable  to  put  before  the  Oom- 
mittee the  alternative  of  migration. 

8nt  G.  CAMPBELL  (Ku-kcaldy) :  I 
also  think  that  the  Oommittee  ought  to 
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inquire  whether  a  remedy  for  the  exist- 
ing ooDgestion  in  the  Highlands  m 
not  be  foimd  in  migration,  and  not 


emigration  only.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber ror  West  Birmingham  has  said  that 
H  is  impweible  to  make  advances  to 
enable  Highlanders  to  stock  farms  in 
Ae  Highlands  or  in  other  parts  of  Soot- 
land,  beoanse  we  do  not  know  whether 
we  shall  reoorer  such  adTanoes.  But 
mrely  there  wonld  be  quite  as  good  (or 
«Tfln  better)  seoiuity  for  such  advaacea 
ifr.  AMffHt  Suthtrkm 


if  made  in  Scotland  as  fbr  similar  ad- 
vanoes  for  stocking  farms  in  Manitoba. 
I  can  confirm  the  statnnents  made  b^ 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  College  Din- 
sion  of  Glasgow  as  to  the  scheme  of  emi- 
gration  to  Canada  whioh  has  been  re- 
ferred to,  and  Ithinkitistoberegretttd 
that  the  Govemnent  should  rehiae  to 
let  the  proposed  Oommittee  look  at  least 
into  the  question  of  what  is  the  best 
remedy  for  the  congestion  of  tiie  High- 
lands, and  whether  the  evil  may  not  be 
met  by  migration  to  other  parts  of 
Scotland.  tJntil  that  question  is  ex- 
amined we  shall  not  be  satisfied ;  and 
though  we  do  not  oppose  the  Vote  now, 
when  the  question  for  the  Oommittee  is 
proposed  we  shall  move  en  Amend- 
ment 
*Mb.  J.  P.  B.  K0BBBT80N  :  Sir,  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  relievea 
the  Committee  of  the  House  from  eon- 
sidering,  in  any  oontroveraial  or  argu- 
mentative sense,  the  proposal  of  a  grant 
of  £10,000.  It  is  desirable  that  the 
Oommittee  should  be  appointed  with  a 
fair  field  and  an  open  ground  for  in- 
quiry, and  that  nothing  should  be  |n«- 
judged  before  the  investigation  whidi 
takes  place  before  the  Committee.  The 
Government  submit,  as  one  of  the 
elements  of  inqairy  by  that  Committee, 
what  they  juetly  call  the  experimmit 
which  is  made  in  emigration  nnder 
the  present  scheme,  and  it  is  becanse 
that  IS  neoeeearily  one  of  the  chief  snb- 
jeota  of  inquiry  that  I  desire  to  eay 
nothing  to  prfijudge  the  question  as  to 
the  sttcoese  of  the  experiment.  At  the 
same  time  that  reticence  on  the  part  of 
the  Government,  Mr.  Conrtney,  must 
not  be  misinterpreted  as  any  indication  of 
a  belief  that  the  scheme  is  to  any  extent 
a  failure.  I  desire  to  say  in  a  few  words 
in  what  respects  the  experiment  haa 
been  a  success ;  and  I  would  quote  the 
words  of  its  chief  critic  (the  hon. 
Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow),  who  has  said  that  in  the 
present  case  the  crofters  hare  fallen 
upon  their  feet.  I  hope  that  when 
this  question  is  ooneidered  by  those 
who  are  primarily  intereated— namely, 
the  relief  of  these  congested  distrieto, 
that  they  will  have  in  view  in  any  repre- 
sentations made  to  the  Committee  that 
emphatic  testimony  to  Ao  snooess  of  this 
experiment.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  has  raised  a  point  as  to  the 
■oope  of  the  inquiry,  bnt  bafine  I  men- 
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iion  that,  b«oaum  it  is  not  an  nnim- 
portant  poiat,  I  daein  to  taj  in  nfereaoe 
-to  ib9  general  tone  of  the  remarks  of 
the  hon,  Uember  for  the  College  Divi- 
eiont  that  when  the  reeolt  of  the  reoent 
a^ema  U  oloeely  examined,  it  Till  be 
foaad  to  ooQtain  great  elements  of  en- 
couragement, and  that  it  hw  aotoally 
aohievad  nuooeea.  No  doubt  he  is  rieht 
in  saying  that  the  ezigeaoies  which 
aroM  from  the  latenssa  of  the  season  at 
which  the  emigration  took  place  may 
have  to  some  extent  impaired  the  ab- 
aolntelj  oomplete  and  imiform  snooass 
of  tha  individual  emigrations.  But  all 
that  is  merely  an  incident  of  the  scheme, 
which,  given  fair  pla^,  is  likely  to 
form  a  moot  enooaraging  field  for 
the  inquiry  of  the  Oommittee.  I 
turn  to  what  has  been  said  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy, 
who  I  believe  aparoaohea  the  snb- 
jeot,  as  I  believe  nan.  Glentlemen  on 
both  sides  of  the   Gangway  opposite 


[Uaxoh  19,  1869} 


CMi 


Thia  is  a  subjast  in  woioh  all  classes 
of  the  community  are  vastly  and  vitally 
interested,  and  it  is  of  importance, 
that  the  Oommittee,  in  its  action, 
should  have  an  entirely  open  mind  as 
to  the  reaouroea  which  the  Queen's 
dominions  preaent  for  obtaining  the 
happinaaa  of  an^  class  of  her  sn^eots. 
But,  Sir,  he  will  allow  me  to  remind 
him  that  there  are  two  subjecta  which 
are  inextricably  confused  in  the  combi- 
nation which  he  propoaed.  Hon.  Gentle- 
man on  tha  other  dde  vaiy  properly 
emphaaizad  the  necessity  of  the  Govern- 
ment  axeiaising  care  as  to  the  finanoial 
reanlta  of  their  experiments.  One  of  the 
encouraging  featnrea  in  such  emigra- 
tion OS  haa  been  experimented  upon  in 
the  recent  scheme  is  that  there  are 
Qovemment  lands  available  from  the 
Colonial  Government,  and  that  these 
can  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
emiarants.  But  when  we  come  to  the 
Hotter  Oountr^,  we  are  not  in  the 
poution  of  having  Government  lands, 
and,  aooordingly,  any  scheme  of  migrn- 
ticm  ia  hoadioappad  wih  the  anormone 
psaimiary  burden  upon  the  State  of  ex- 
propriation. It  is  a  most  aeiioue  ques- 
tion, and  a  moat  delicate  social  and 
«oonooiio  problem,  that  of  exjwopriatioB, 
The  hon.  (>enUeman,  on  reflection,  will 
see  that  the  aobjact  whioh  he  suggesU 
ataads  in  a  difllgnnt  category  from  that 
of  omigrationi   and  ia  attended   with 


difficulties  of  a  moat  momentous  kind. 
It  is  greatly  to  be  feared  that  the  Ooiti- 
mittee  of  Inquiry  would  find  their 
usefulness  largely  hantpered  if  they  had 
to  deal  with  a  subject  which  might 
really  lead  to  tha  embarrassment  of 
mora  accessible  scheme  of  emigration  to 
Government  lands  whioh  are  available 
in  the  Colonise.  As  to  emigration,  there 
are  a  number  of  oompeting  schamee ; 
varioua  experiments  have  been  made, 
and  matenals  are  already  to  hand. 
Aooordingly,  the  Committee  of  Inquiry 
into  the  anlgeot  will  have  the  various 
interests  placed  before  them.  The  scope 
of  the  inquiry  proposed  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  u  one  moat  likely  to  lead 
to  practical  results.  I  hope  I  have  con- 
formed to  the  moderation  of  statemoit 
whioh  is  appropriate  on  this  occasion, 
when  we  are  on  the  threshold  of  an  in- 
quiry. I  desire  to  impress  upon  the  Com- 
mittee this,  that  had  this  been  the  right 
oooaHion  I  woe  prepared  to  rindioate  the 
success  of  the  present  experiment.  But 
I  thiok  it  is  better  to  reserve  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Committee  of  this  Hooae  on 
that  subject,  aa  there  is  prospect  of  an 
inquiry  by  a  tribunal  which  wiU  not 
only  be  completely  impaitidl,  but 
thorough. 
•Db-^oDONALD  (Bosa  and  Cro- 
marty) :  In  reference  to  what  the  Lord 
Advocate  hoa  swd,  I  would  recommend 
to  the  House  that  which  was  recom- 
mended by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
*the  Ifember  for  West  Birmingham. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  TreoaUry  tcAd  us 
the  other  night  that  he  was  most  willing 
and  anxious  to  do  anything  of  the  kind. 
And  what  tha  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  sug- 
gested was  this— that  yon  shoind 
minate  thoae  crofters  who  are 
willing  and  able  to  stock  farms 
The  Lord  Advocate  has  spoken  of  the 
difBcultiea  of  expropriation,  but  I  can 
aaanre  the  House  that  there  are  no  sueh 
diflicultiaB  in  tha  Highlands  at  all. 
There  are  hundreds,  nay  thousands,  of 
farmers  in  the  HigblaJidB  who  have 
been  groaning  nnder  high  rents  ftir  the 
last  19  years,  and  who  would  be  glad 
to  pay  for  the  chance  of  throwing  up 
their  leases.  When  the  right  lion. 
Geotiaman  says  there  is  vary  con- 
siderable  diflioolty  in  emigration,  t 
ask  him  why  not  migrate  to  11^. 
Winan'a  forest  ?  Does  he  think  '  ft 
Wry  wrong  to  cause   eommunitiM  tt 
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GEoftfln  to  bo  eet  up  in  the  forest  7 
Tbo  oroften  liare  already  been  the 
tnbjeot  of  legUlatioQ,  and  under  the 
Crofters'  Aot  we  h&ve  had  the  right 
to  have  a  farm  of  300  acres  broken 
np,  half  of  it  to  be  divided  among 
taoM  crofters.  Unfortunate);  the 
QoTflmmeat  of  the  day,  assisted  by 
Qantlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  so  hedged  it  about  with  rules  and 
regoIatioDs,  that  only  one  orofter  has 
■o  far  benefited  out  of  the.  many 
hundreds  and  thousands  of  crofters 
that  have  been  already  dealt  with.  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  says  he  is  pre- 
pued  to  prave  to  this  House  that  the 
emigration  experiment  baa  been  a 
I  do  not  deny  that  for  a 
I  allow  that  euocees  as  far 
the  900  out  of  every 
thousand  crofters  who  have  gone 
to  foreign  lands.  But  that  is  no 
benefit  to  the  people  who  are  left 
behind ;  and  it  is  with  people  who  are 
left  behind  that  we  have  to  deal. 
Then,  Sir,  as  haa  been  pointed  out, 
if  the  Qovemment  asked  for  10,  aye, 
30  times  the  amount  for  emigration, 
the  increase  of  the  popnlation  is  such 
that  we  would  still  have  the  same 
nnmber  of  people  left  behind  that  we 
had  at  the  beginning  of  the  experi- 
ment, and  the  congested  districts  would 
be  in  just  the  same  condition  as  they 
were  before.  If  the  Qovemment  are 
willing  to  adopt  the  advice  given 
by  the  right  bon.  Oentleman  thff 
Member  for  West  Birmingham,  they 
will  introduce  a  Bill  to  amend  the 
Crofters  Aot,  so  that  land  which  farmers 
•re  willing  to  give  up  will  be  taken  by 
arofters  who  oan  pay  for  stocking  the 
fkrm  and  erecting  buildings  upon  it. 
Sorely,  that  is  not  an  ezperimeut  which 
would  involve  serious  cost.  There  are 
thousands  of  crofters  who  ate  able  to 
•took  the  land  and  build  houses,  or 
they  oan  get  friends  to  help  them  to  do 
ao.  If  ue  Government  can  effect  an 
ameodmeot  of  the  Crofters  Act  to  that 
extent,  we  shall  be  able  to  show  the 
connt^  that  there  is  a  good  number  of 
vnttm  who  are  able  and  willing  to 
take  1^  the  crofts  without  costing  the 
oonntiy  a  single  sixpence. 

Hs.  LYEIiL  (Orkney  and  Shetland) : 
I  did  not  gather  &om  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  he  had  a  suffi- 
«snt  numbisr  of  intending  emigrants  tc 
riMOcb  the  whole  of  the  £10,000.  If 
IV.  JbmtMMM 


there  is  not  a  anffloient  nanber,  it  wooli 
be  decidedly  needlees  to  vote  the  whole 
sum,  because  it  might  not  be  aetnsUy 
needed  by  the  Government.  I  ask  the 
question  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  £s- 
otequer — 

•Mb.  J.  P.  B.  BOBEBTSON :  Per- 
haps the  hon.  Uember  will 
allow  me  to  answer  the  question. 
The  number  proposed  to  be  emi- 
grated this  eeason  would,  aoeoidiBp 
to  the  same  proportion  of  expenditorfr 
as  last  year,  nearly  absorb  XIO.OOO. 
The  hon.  Uemher  is  probably  aware 
that  certain  families  were  eoiigrated 
during  last  year,  and  the  nnmber  pro- 
posed to  be  sent  out  this  year  is  40. 

Ha.  CONYBEABE;  HastheGovem- 
ment  calculated  how  much  money  would 
he  likely  to  be  required  fbr  the  purpose 
of  emigrating  a  sufficient  nnmber  of 
these  unfortunate  people  to  produce  the 
slightest  impression  on  what  we  call 
the  congestion  of  these  Highland  dis- 
tricts 7  The  Government  emigrated  a 
oertain  number  of  families  last  year^ 
they  were  a  mere  drop  in  the  ooeaa. 
They  are  going  to  emigrate  a  certain 
number  this  year ;  they  will  he  a  mere- 
drop  in  the  ocean.  In  order  to  prodoce 
the  slighteet  impression  in  the  oouKSsted 
districts  throughout  the  whole  XTBited 
Kingdom,  including  Oonnemara,  and  the 
slums  of  the  East  end  of  London,  yon 
would  wantnot  £10,000,  but  ten  thoa- 
eaad  thousands  of  pounds,  millioss,  Air 
the  purpose  of  ezpatriatisg  the  bone  and 
sinew  of  our  country.  Before  this  Vote 
passes,  I  take  leave  to  protest  against 
the  whole  system  of  eaugrating  the 
working  classes.  Yon  have  ample  lands 
in  this  oonntry  for  the  wants  of  the 
whole  population.  You  have  got,  I 
believe  I  am  right  in  saying) 
nearly  two  aoies  of  land  for  every 
individual  of  the  population  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  It  is  all  -mtj 
well  complaining  of  the  oongestion  of 
the  population,  but  I  hold  you  have  no 
right  to  make  snoh  complaints  as  long 
as  you  have  your  deer  foxeeta  and  you 
exienuve  rabbit  warrens,  and  yonr  as* 
tsBsiee  fax  covers.  It  is,  then,  nonasnse 
to  l«lk  of  migrating  and  emigrattng  ^ 
j^ulatioB.  What  you  onght  to  do 
u  not  to  Muigrate  the  workmg  olsssee 
who  prodnse  the  wealth  of  the  eountsy, 
but  those  who  have  no  risible  msnns  of 
existence.  The  sooner  the  Government 
profKMc  to  emigmte  whole  shiploads  of 
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DakM  and  MuqnMBM  tti«  iMttarwill  it 
be  for  all  oonoemed. 

Ub.  UABJOBIBANKS  (Berwick): 
Wa  ore  ■peakinK  of  the  Highland 
orotten  and  not  ofthe  ilaou  of  I^don, 
and  we  hare  a  light  to  preoa  on  the  Go- 
Temment  that  tbc7  ahoold  oonsider  in 
the  Oommittee  proposed  the  qneetion  of 
migration  bom  one  part  of  Bootland  to 
another.  If  the  Ooreniment  oonrider 
the  whole  ooat  of  emigrating  a  family — 
the  eoet  to  them,  the  ooat  to  the  Qovem- 
aent  ai  Canada,  aad  the  amount  to  be 
raised  bjr  private  aabaoription — ther 
will  aee  that  it  wonld  be  sufficient  to 
eorer  the  eoet  of  migration  firom  one 
Mrtof  Bootlaodtoanottier,  which  wonld 
do  more  good  thas  amigntion.  1  think 
this  is  a  question  that  ought  to  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Oommittee,  and  I  wonld 
further  sajr  that  if  the  Oommittee  have 
no  power  to  oonitider  sooh  a  matt«r  it 
will  fail  to  fulfil  what  should  be  one  of 
its  prinnpal  objects. 

Da.  OAMEBON:  The  right  hon. 
QaDtlaman  opposite  has  stated  that  the 
oost  of  emigmtioa  per  family  would  be 
£131. 

•Mb.  3.  P.  B.  B0BEBI8UN :  It  is 
obvious  the  Qovemment  most  exercise 
cantioB  in  tiie  number  sent  out,  so  as 
to  keep  within  the  monej  at  their  dis- 
posal, and  I  spoke  of  the  emigration  of 
40  fttmilies. 

Db.  OAUEBON  :  Then,  in  that  ease, 
if  you  have  £2,000  in  subscriptions,  you 
•re  asking  for  too  much,  aa  the  sum  von 
say  you  need  would  have  a  large  surplns. 
That  earn,  amoantiog  to  £12,000,  would 
emigratf  70  fawilies.  at  £I7l  per 
£unu7,  which  is  £U  more  than  you  say 
is  neoBsiaiy  per  family.  It  is  nnwise, 
•B  has  been  shown  in  many  instances, 
io  have  »ore  than  la  wanted,  and  it  is 
found  Hint  ssoesaes  are  often  applied  to 
other  purposes  than  were  intended. 

*Iln.  QOBOHEN :  In  the  case  of  a 
■Civil  Service  Vote  the  amount  oannot 
be  ttnnafened  to  another  head  of  ez- 
Beaditue,  but  must,  if  in  ezeass,  simply 
be  returned  to  the  Szeheqnar. 

Da.  OAHEBOH :  I  wonld  pcdnt  out 
io  the  right  hon.  Qentlsman  that  if  he 
naked  tnr  £S,000  only,  that  snm,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  anbsoribed  £a,000,  would  be 
more  tlum  is  needed  for  the  40 
families  ^oken  of;  and  X  only  aak  for 
an  uadertakins  that  any  surplus  shall 
applied  to 


the  Committee  of  last  year,  if  it  is  in- 
tended to  deal  with  the  aubjeots  of  emi- 
gration and  migration,  would  be 
of  more  utility  than  the  Oom- 
mittee now  sn^geeted.  In  fact,  the 
cause  of  the  Highland  crofters  would 
be  simply  lost  if  referred  to  the  Oom- 
mittee proposed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Eiohequer,  which  would  prove  to  be  only 
a  convenient  way  of  shunting  a  question 
which  certain  Uembers  of  the  Qovem- 
ment, especially  political  economists 
like  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  are 
not  at  all  enamoured  of. 

Mb.  CALDWELL  (Bt.  Eollox):  I 
deeire  to  point  out  that  the  population 
of  the  congested  distiiots  of  the  Weatera 
HighUnda  is  pnt  down  at  27,000 ;  and 
taking  the  number  of  families  to  be 
emin«ted  at  70,  with  an  averge  of  five 
per  family,  the  total  number  of  persons 
emigrated  would  be  only  350,  which 
woiud  not  provide  for  the  removal  of  the 
natural  tnarease  of  the  population,  so 
that  the  district  would  in  the  future 
continue  to  be  quite  as  much  congested 
as  it  is  now.  Emigration  on  a  lawe 
scale  might  do  much  to  remedy  ue 
congestion  now  complained  of,  especially 
if  it  went  beyond  the  natural  increase  at 
the  population ;  but  the  proposal  aa  it 
now  stands  wonld  prSctiMlly  leave  the 
state  of  thinge  in  tne  Highlands  pretty 
much  aa  at  present. 
«Db.  MACDONALD  (nen  and  Ofo- 
mar^) :  I  should  like  to  know  whether 
the  £2,000  spoken  of  has  been  pronded  ? 
*The  LOHD  advocate  :  Yea ;  I 
stated  so  earlier  in  the  evening. 

Tote  agreed  to. 

EQTFTIAS  ACXX)nifTS  ADJUSTMENT. 
4.  Motion  made,  and  Qoastion  pro* 
posed, 

nist  a  nun,  not  axcesding  4W,7H,  bs 
„  ited  to  Her  Htgestj,  to  defray  the  <Au|S 
which  wDl  eonu  in  ooutm  of  pSTuant  daria| 
ths  year  andincoa  the  31itds7o(IliToh,inS, 
-1  s  gnat  in  aid  of  oomplotiuK  tlie  Adjnitmant 
F  Aeooitati  bfltwMtt  the  BriMi  and  BKTpfisa 


not  be  i_ 
I  wonld  a 


other  pnrpoee. 
that  the  MTina  o( 


*Ms.CK)IOSEtT:  Amongothermatterk 
of  aoconnt  with  the  Egyptian  Ootem- 
ment  is  one  arising  fnm  a  reduction 
which  was  made  in  tiis  interest  on 
tiie  purchase  money  of  the  SnM 
Ontai  shares,  which  was  nduosd  frpn 
t  to  4#  per  cent  After  a  time  tbe  pa^ 
>snmed,  ai^d  the  Bgyptian 
repaid  the  |  par  eent  nd 


ment  was  resumed, 
Qovemment 
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«Uk.  W.  H.   8UITH :    We  bIuU  b» 

able,  I  think,  to  fcive  a  MttBfttotOTT  ex- 

planatioti  to  the  Honm  on  tiiat  mibject. 

Original  Qaeetion  pat,  and  agreed  to. 

Cuss  in. 

(S.)     £133,     SupplementaiT     Land 


ware  claimB  raised  by  the  Egyptian 
GoTemment,  and  a  Mt-o£F  was  arranged 
of  that  money  whioh  hod  been  repaid  to 
xa  by  the  Egyptian  QoTenment  against 
Tarious  claims  upon  na  made  by  the 
{Vfptian  GoTomment. 

Sia  QEOBOE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &o.;:  I  wished  to  raise  an  im- 
portant qneetioD  as  to  whether  the 
accounts  with  the  Egyptian  OoTeromeot 
are  to  be  squared  at  the  expense  of  the 
British  taxpayer;  but  under  the  dr- 
oumstanoea  I  hope  the  OoTemment  will 
remember  the  amount  oi  work  we  have 
done,  and  will  oonsent  to  report  Progress. 
I  beg  to  move  accordingly. 

Hotion  made,  and  Qaestioo  proposed, 
"  That  the  Ohairmas  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."— (iSir 
fftorgt  Campittl.') 

*B1b.  W.  H.  SIOTH :  I  am  sorry  to 
•ay  we  oaonot  oonsent  to  adopt  this 
course.  It  is  the  general  desire  «f  the 
Committee  that  we  should  complete  the 
Supplementary  Estimates  this  evening, 
and  I  hope  wat  my  hoa.  Friend  wSl 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Db.  CAU£B0N   (Glasgow,   CoUei 
Division) :  I  think,  perhaps,    it  woiud 
be  a  more  ooavenient  course  if  we   dis- 
cassed  this  matter  on  Beport. 

Snt  QEOBGE  CAMPBELL :  I  know 
it  is  of  CO  use  dividing  the  House  against 
&a  master  of  many  legions,  and  I  will, 
iSierefoTe,  take  the  advice  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow. 

Ma.  PHILIP  STANHOPE  (Wed- 
oesbury):  I  hope  that  we  shall  have  some 
aannuiM  from  the'  Government  that  a 

Boper  opportunity  will  be  afforded  the 
ouse  of  discussing  the  action  of  the 
British  Government  in  reUticm 
Egyptian  Finance. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

8n  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  understand 
that  it  is  not  intended  to  ester  upon  the 
Vote  on  Aooount  for  the  Civil  Service 
to>night. 

•Hr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  No,  Sir. 
He.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  The 
CSvfl  Service  Excess  Votss  raise  a  vaiy 
importuit  question  as  to  the  Divisiooal 
Hagistrataa.  I  hope  the  Government 
do  not  intend  to  prms  them  through  to- 
night. 

Mr.  GMfJm 


Begistry. 

•Mk.  W.  L.  JACKSON:  With  the 
permission  of  the  House,  I  will  ex- 
plain in  a  few  words*  that  when 
this  Vote  was  submitted  the  other  ni^ht, 
some  objection  was  taken  by  the  nght 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wol- 
verhampton, in  consequesoe  of  which 
it  was  withdrawn.  I  am  now  able  t» 
inform  the  House  tiiat  the  Vote  does  not 
involve  any  increased  cA«rge  upon  tho^ 
Treasury,  and  I  may  say,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  in  his  place,  that 
I  have  explained  the  matter  to  him 
personally,  and  I  think  that  if  he  had 
been' here  he  would  have  been  able  to* 
say  that  he  was  satisfied  with  the  ex- 
planation. Something  was  said  the 
other  night  about  the  amount  of  business 
transacted  at  the  Land  Registry.  Now, 
there  were  665  settlements  registered 
there  last  year,  and  that  involved  a  oon- 
siderable  amount  of  work ;  but  Bills, 
whioh  it  is  intended  to  lay  before  Pariifr- 
ment,  will,  if  they  become  law,  neces- 
sitate a  oonsiderable  addidon  to  tfa» 
office.  The  fees  have  increased,  and  I 
am  able  to  inform  the  Committee  that, 
although  the  figures  given  are  based  on. 
an  estimate,  they  have  been  tested  and 
fortified  by  actual  experience.  In  theyear 
1888-9  the  cost  of  the  office  was  £2,796,. 
and  the  receipts  and  fees  amounted  to- 
£830,  so  that  the  net  cost  was  £1,976. 
For  the  ooming  ysar  we  estimate  that 
the  cost  of  the  office  will  be  £3,400,  and 
the  estimated  reoeipts  £2,947,  leaving  » 
net  cost  of  £468.  But  then,  from  that 
we  ought  to  deduct  £180,  the  salary  of 
the  olerk  who  has  been  transferred  from 
the  Supreme  Court  to  the  Land  Begistry,. 
and  that  reduces  the  net  oost  to  £373. 
I  think  it  will  be  admitted  I  have  carried 
out  my  promiae,  that  there  shall  be  no 
additional  char^  put  on  the  Bxohequer 
in  connection  with  the  transfer  of  a  clerk. 
His  plaoe  has,  I  believe,  been  abolished^ 
and  the  figures  I  have  given  oon  be  re- 
lied u^.  I  trust,  Oierefore,  that  the- 
OoDumttee  vUl  bo  good  enough  to  paa» 
this  Vote. 

Mb.   MOLLOT  (King's  Oo.,   Bin)  t 
It  was  stated  last  year  that  tim  sUff  o£ 


joyCjOOgle 


3S3  Supply—  {klABOH 

Au  office  was  ezooMiTe,  and  tb«t  there 
wu  not  sofficisnt  work  to  employ  the 
oterke  half  their  time.  How  ia  it,  then, 
that  the  staff  hu  been  increased  ? 
*Mm.  JAOKSON  :  There  has  been  no 
incrowo.  There  hare  been  two  deaths 
daring  the  interral ;  one  deik  who  died 
receind  £400,  and  the  other,  who  re- 
tired  and  died  »  week  after,  reoeived 
£300. 

Kb.  HOLLOY  :  At  007  rate,  it  was 
pointed  ont  lost  year  tliat  there  was 
■ooroely  an;  wotk  for  the  staff  of  this 
office  to  do,  and  the  exonse  that  the  hon. 
Geatleman  Kave  for  keeping  the  office 
Boing  was  that  further  loKislation  was 
intended,  whioh  would  iavolre  the  trans- 
t&t  of  additional  work  ;  bot,  in  my  ex- 
perience, that  ezcose  has  been  held  out 
for  the  last  three  years,  and  I  must  say 
that  when  the  question  comas  up  on  the 
Estimates,  we  shall  go  into  it  thoroughly. 
Mid  I  hope  that  the  hoa.  Gentleman 
will  he  prepared  with  some  better  and 
more  valid  esonse  than  the  flimsy  one 
he  has  gi*en  this  evening". 

Vote  agreed  to. 

CIVIL  8EBVICB8  (EXCESSES). 
(6.^  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posetl, 

"  That  s  (tun,  not  uoaedtiiK  £10,970  14i.  ii. 


Ma.  FLYNN  iCork,  N.) :  I  certainly 
should  have  expected  tjiatsome  Member 
of  the  Oovernment  would  have  volun- 
teered an  explanation  in  regard  to  this 
Tote.  It  Is  an  irregular  Vote,  intended 
to  cover  an  illegality  which  has  been 
expioaed  on  more  than  one  occasion  by 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
and  if  the  Qovemment  insist  on  tiying 
to  get  it  passed  to-night,  we  shidlnot 
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only  be  ossiBting  in  covering  an  irregu- 
lotitj,  but  we  anall  be  delaying  discus- 
•im  an  two  or  three  very  burning 
qneationa  whiuh  are  likely  to  be  raised 
in  oonaeotion  with  this  Exoess  Vote.  Up 
,to  the  present  time  we  have  hod  no  ex- 
viaaotion  from  any  Member  of  Her 
MajeeQr's  Government,  and  espeoiaUy 
ITom  that  Member  who  is  most  directly 
leaponaible  fbr  the  Vote,  of  the  system 
nndw  which  the  Court  Yalnars  are 
appointed,  or  who  reoomnenda  them, 


'  what  are  their  qoalifioations,  and  what 
class  of  persons  is  ^pointed.  From 
time  to  time,  Mr.  Oonrtn^,  in  this 
House,  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way have  had  to  protest  against  tho 
manner  in  whioh  the  administratien  of 
the  Land  Acts  in  Ireland  has  been  geny- 
maadered  ia  the  interests  of  the  land- 
lords, and  I  think  this  com^bunt  is  moeb 
glaring  in  oonneotian  with  the  appoint- 
ment of  Oonrt  Talners.  These  Talnere 
have  all  been  appointed  nnder  Section 
3:£  of  the  Land  Act  of  1687,  andtihsijr 
consist  either  of  landlords  themaelveB, 
or  of  near  relatives  of  landlords,  or  of 
landlord's  agents,  and  surely,  when  one 
remembers  the  Inng  series  of  Land  Acts 
whioh  have  been  brought  in  fortbe  pacifi- 
cation of  Ireland,  it  might  have  been 
thought  that  if  the  GtovemmeBt  had  had 
the  smalleet  particle  of  oommon  senee^ 
if  they  bad  recognized  their  duty  to  the 
ooantry— they  would  have  gone  to  any 
length,  rather  than  have  given  the 
people  of  Ireland  fair  cause  for  auspiaion 
that  there  was  any  partiality  exercised 
by  them  in  this  matter.  But,  as  a  fact, 
they  have  gone  to  the  other  extreme. 
Notorious  landlord  partizans  have  been 
appointed  to  advise  County  Court 
Judges  in  the  eettlem'  nt  of  rent  disputes. 
We  were  notawore  that  the  Qovemment 
would  have  had  the  temnity  to  bring  on 
this  Tote  to<night,  or  we  would  have 
been  prepared  with  particulars  of  the 
most  glaring  instances  of  partixanahip  in 
the  administratiua  of  the  Act.  In  con- 
sequence of  the  mal-adtainistration  of  the 
Act,  it  briags  no  benefit  to  the  people  ia 
whose  interests  it  is  supposed  to  have 
been  passed,  and  I  must  say  that  the 
appointments  of  Ooonly  Court  Talaen 
have  given  rise  to  thestrongest  suspicions 
amongst  the  tenants  that  they  have  not 
been  made  impartially.  Indeed,  I 
would  sug^^t  tbat  the  appointments 
stand  out  as  the  most  discreditable  acts 
of  the  Administration.  I  have  a  list 
here  of  about  30  men,  who  have  been 
appointed  under  the  section,  and  I  defy 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Seoretary  to  point  out  any  single  one 
of  them  who  possess  the  confidence  of 
the  tenantry  in  the  north,  south,  east,  or 
west  of  Ireland.  I  believe  that  one  of 
the  valuers  so  appointed  ia  a  brother-in- 
law  of  the  hon.  GenUeman  who  repre- 
sents the  landlords  of  South  Tyrone.  In 
my  own  district,  a  gentleman  has  been. 
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^pointed  -wha  iru  ilvarB  known  m  a 
notorioiu  landloid's  TAlaeT ;  another 
ralow  of  Hiltown  Ualbay  is  a  weU- 
ksoirn  landlozd,  who,  at  the  last  Kilnuh 
Qtiazter  SeMions,  serred  prooets  for 
Tent  on  one  of  his  tenants  because  he 
had  applied  to  the  Ooart  for  relief,  and 
this  same  valaer  had  acted  for  year*  as 
agent  for  his  brother  Thsni  again,  an 
agoDt  of  Lord  Olanricarde  liu  been 
appdnted,  and  is  it  possible  to  expect 
that  the  tenants  vill  regard  as  fair 
rents  which  are  fixed  b;  men  of  this 
oharaoter  ?  Again,  we  hare  Hr.  George 
Xrenoh,  a  oousin  of  one  of  the  worst 
rack-renters  in  the  county  (A  Cork,  and 
yei  yon  are  surprised  that  there  are  dis- 
turbances in  that  ooonty — you  are 
auTprised  that  you  have  to  send  the 
polioe  and  military  to  asetBt  the  bailiffs 
in  oollactiag  the  rents.  It  is  perfectly 
understood  that  the  County  Court  Jndge, 
though  he  has  a  knowledge  of  the  law, 
ia  not  neoessarily  a  good  judge  of  land 
and  able  to  fix  the  rents,  and  that  is 
irhy  power  was  given  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  these  valuers  to  assist  him. 
But  it  was  never  intended  that  the 
valnera  should  be  landlords,  or  their 
agents.  Now  oar  grievances  are  that 
we  have  never  been  able  to  get  any 
information  as  to  the  grounds  on  which 
the  appointments  are  made,  the  qualig- 
oationa  of  the  men  appointed,  and  the 
system  pursued  in  making  the  appoint- 
ments, and  I  think,  therefore,  in  view 
of  what  we  consider  to  be  the  shameless 
partisan  character  of  the  appointments, 
we  are  justified  in  opponng  this  Vote. 
♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOITE :  I  may  say  in 
the  first  place  that  the  appointments 
are  not  made  by  the  Gorammant,  but 
by  the  County  Court  Judge.  The  man 
appointed  must  be  either  a  landlord,  a 
landlord's  agent,  or  a  tenant,  or  he 
ixiuld  have  no  sufficient  knowledge  of 
the  land.  That  is  my  second  point,  and 
my  third  is  that  the  tenants  are  not 
obliged  to  go  into  these  Courts;  it  is 
Optional  for  them  to  go  before  the  Land 
UHnmiesion  appointed  under  the  Act  of 
18B1.  Now,  1  am  not  the  author  of  the 
Aot  whleh  gives  this  alternative  tribunal, 
beoaaael  think  alternative  tribunals  are 
<^o  to  objection. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT :  The  right  hon. 

Gentleman  has  stated  that  he  is  not  the 

author  of  this  particular  syetem.    But 

it  strikes  me  tiiat  he  is  the  author  of  it 
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under  section  S2  vA  the  Act  of  1 W7,  aad 
yet  he  has  the  audacity  to  get  up  in 
this  House  and  put  the  blame  on  tite 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  wheraaa  it  ia  in  his  own 
Act  of  Parliament  that  As  provisioa  ia 
made  for  the  appointment  of  valnan  to 
aid  the  County  Ooort  Judgaa  in  per- 
forming the  duties  impooed  on  them  by 
the  Act.  This  eonduet  is  oharaoteriatiB 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  saya 
in  the  balmiest  way  thai  he  is  not  the 
author  of  the  Act,  yet  here  is  the  aeodoa 
in  his  own  Aot  of  Parliament.  As  a 
specimen  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa'a 
sdministratioa  I  commend  it  to  the 
notice  of  the  oountry. 
*Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  is  under  a  mis- 
apprehension.  Undoubtedly  oader  the 
Act  of  1881  the  County  Court  JndgM 
had  the  same  jurisdistion,  althoogh  it 
is  perfectly  true  that  power  to  appoint 
the  valuers  is  given  in  the  Aot  of  1887. 
I  may  add  that  my  reoolleodon  is  that 
the  valuers  are  not  appointed  by  tho 
Lord  Lieutenant. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT;  Here  again 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ie  wrong. 
When  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  kx 
Cork  complained  of  the  partisan  chaiao- 
ter  of  these  gentlemen,  hs  got  up  and 
said,  "Theyare  not  appointed  under  our 
Aot,  and  I  am  not  responsible  for  tho 
Act  of  1881."  Upon  that  I  quoted  the 
section,  to  show  tnat  for  the  first  time 
the  court  valuers  were  areatsd  under 
the  Aot  of  1887,  and  then  he  saya  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  does  not  appoint  them. 
But  the  Act  says  they  are  appmnted 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  Who  is  the  Lord  lAen- 
tenantF  Why,  it  is  praotioally  the 
Chief  Secretary;  for  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant is  always  over  here  boat  and  hoias 
racing.  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
contradict  that  F  I  rear  he  may,  for  ho 
would  contradict  the  Twelve  Apoatlea 
If  they  stood  here.  Nottvithstaading 
his  denial  of  responsibility,  I  repeat 
that  the  appointments  are  made  aulneet 
to  the  approval  of  the  Lord  laen- 
tenant.  I  naTe  no  doubt,  neveitheleaa, 
thatdeapite  this  exposure  of  the  inaeoa- 
raoy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman'a 
statements,  hon.  Members  will  still  go 
to  their  constituents,  and  pndM  uo 
splendid,  impartial,  and  manly  admini- 
stration of  thaxight  hon.  Gendemen. 
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*Ux.  W.  A.  IC'ASTHnB  (Oorawall,  iatoiMta  whklt  we  reprawnt  to  tek*  aa 
Mid.,  St.  Anatoli) :  Not withatwuluig  that  importsnt  diMiusioa  like  tiiu  afttr 
I  alvsjs  enjoy  the  little  dimuteabatweea  one  o'elook  at  night.  It  oasoot  maha 
ay  hini.  Frieode  ftom  Iraand  and  the  j  much  differenoe  to  the  ChiraradieBt. 
ri^t  hon.  OentUman  the  Otuef  Seere-  '  They  intead  to  giet  oertain  badnaoB 
t»y,  I  find  that  at  1  o'dook  at  night  through  by  Thonday  night,  and  it  ean- 
the  enjoyment  oonrideiably  dimiaiahes. '  not  make  nmoh  differeoDe  to  them 
We  hftTe  been  here  neariy  12  hDors,  we  j  whether  we  riee  an  hour  later  or  new. 
have  to  be  hen  again  at  noon  this  day ;  j  It  doee  matter  to  ua  a  great  deal.  At  an 
aad  as  the  Gforemment  has  dose  a  tiur  j  earlier  hour  of  the  evening,  the  tight 
amount  of  bnaineBa,  and  aa  they  eanaot  |  hon.  Gentleman  taunted  Sootoh  Hemben 
fairiy  aay  that  aoblio  borineee  has  bem  !  with  talking  in  order  to  have  their 
obatruoted,  I  Mg  to  more  to  report  |  Bpeeohss  reported  in  the  Seotoh  newa- 
"  j  papers.  Wall  If  the  Sootoh  Hembera  may 

I  do  that,  surely  the  If  emberg  of  a  mnoh 
maligned  and  miarepreeented  "Stinf 
ought  not  to  be  eompelled  to  dieoue 
Iriah  queetiona  at  an  hour  when  they 
eannot  be  reputed. 

•Mb,  OOSOHEN  :  I  wiah  it  were  in 
my  power  to  oooept  the  auggeetiaa  of 
the  hon.  Member.  But  we  want  the 
time.  Bight  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Banoh  wish  to  disMua 
the  Yote  on  Aooount,  and  the  time  we 
oan  giTe  them  ta  limited,  aothat  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  fair  to  them  to  leare 
over  theae  anbjaeta  for  to-morrow.  The 
queation  of  the  appoint  meat  of  Talvwa 
Kir  inatauoe,  which  haa  been  debated,  ia 
one  which  ought  to  be  dlMnueed  oa  the 
Vote  itself  and  not  on  an  ExoeesYote. 
If  questions  of  prinoiple  are  to  beiaiaad 
on  fbcoeas  Totes  we  ahall  never  get 
through  our  busineaa.  Then,  as  to  the 
question  whioh  the  right  hon.  Goitle- 
man  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  wiahas 
to  raise,  it  ia  merely  a  technical  question, 
and  I  do  appeal  to  hon.  Hembera  seeing 
that  there  ia  so  maob  bnsineas  to  be 
taken  to-monow,  to  allow  us  to  proceed 
with  these  Escoeaa  Votee.  Hon.  Mem- 
ben  offer  to  go  on  to  an  unlimited  tima 
to-morrow,  but  the  First  Lord  of  tha 
Treasniy  haa  stated  he  hopes  the  Hoose 
will  not  sit  long  after  6  p.ni. 
*Mh.  LANS  (Cork,  Oo.  E.) :  I  wish  to 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  it  is  not 
merely  Irish  qneatioua  which  we  raised 
by  this  Bzoess  Tote.  Hon.  Members 
nfmmaMaa  Ekigliah  oonstito«Miiee 
hare  waited  for  an  opportunity  to  die* 
eoss  other  a  tMStkma  raised  by  tiiiB  Tota. 
If  we  pass  ft  now  we  shall  bsooadeiang 
a  Ten  graTs  irrsgolarity  agaiirt  wU« 
tiw  PoDlio  Accounts  OMnmittee  have 
motaatedfor  the  last  ftrar  or  Bva  yean.  A. 
OoBatitatMmid,^iustioa  is  iAn^vml  in  tUa 
attempt  toooadone  an  illegality.    &oa. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Ohairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. ' 

*M«.  GOBOHEN:  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  press  his  Modon.  We 
hare  made  some  progress,  and  we  are 
most  aazioua  that  these  Excess  Votes 
should  be  dispoaad  of.  I  hope  we  may 
be  allowed  to  finish  the  smalTnumber  of 
Totee  that  remain. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  tmat  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  be  willing  to  Teoonnder 
faia  decision.  Onlv  one  of  the  several 
queetiona  involved  in  the  Exeeas  Vote 
naa  been  disoosaed,  and  he  will  surely 
reoognire  that  &om  the  nature  of  the 
oontrorersy  whioh  has  arisen  between 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Longfbrd 
and  the  Chief  Seoretaiy  some  time 
further  must  elaose  befon  the  point 
oan  be  settled.  Then  there  is  the  larger 
question  behind  of  those  hybrid  tuno- 
tiooariea — the  DiriBiosal  Magistrates — 
who  Jreaemble  more  than  anyone  alae 
tha  Govemcv  of  a  Turkish  prorinoe.  I 
ahall  be  obliged  to  ndse  the  whole  ques- 
tion aa  to  the  manner  in  whioh  the 
aalariea  of  theee  officials  are  being 
legalized.  Barely  the  li^t  hon.  Gentle- 
man cannot  e^eot  the  Oommittee  to  sit 
more  than  halt  an  boor  or  an  hour 
longw,  and  as  it  Is  not  within  the 
bovsda  of  peaaibility  to  explain  our 
newa  oo  the  queation  in  so  short  a  time, 
I  think  we  had  better  adjourn  now  and 
begin  aftash  to-morrow. 

Ha.  T.  M.  HEALT :  I  hope  the  Ohan- 
oellorof  theExdiMuer  wiUg^ve  way  on 
thia  point.  The  Government  possess  a 
vary  reoiaiteble  power  of  prolonging  de- 
betea,  but  we  arsprepared  to  sit  as  long 
M  tfuy  Uka.  ^Ttae  whole  of  this  eraa 
ing  Bolrisb  qnealion  baa  been  diaenaaed, 
I  do  wy  it  is  not  fair  to  na  and  to  tha 
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Uembnaliere  axe  doterminvd  to  ducoH 
the  qneatkm  f lom  a  Wsl  point  of  view. 
Tiie;  want  to  know  mat  right  di«  Iridi 
lAwOffioera  of  theOrowa  have  to  saggeat 
to  the  Lorda  of  the  TroMor;  moans  bj 
whiofa  th«y  may  orade  the  responeibility 
which  the  Goveromant  have  incurred 
here  jear  after  year  by  prorainng  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  l^[alue  payments 
wliiiui  hare  beea  regoluued  by  the  Ap- 
propriation Act  erat^  year.  Although 
the  OoTommMit  baa  intxodooed  that  Bill 
ev«>y  year  for  five  yeaia  they  have  never 
attempted  to  pan  it,  and  the  propoaal 
now  made  is  aimply  intended  to  do  away 
with  the  neceaoity  for  pasaing  the  BilL 
I  think  the  Olianeallor  of  the  Exobequ«r 
will  find  it  more  prudent  and  more 
oondudTB  to  the  sanng  of  the  time  of 
the  House  if  he  couaente  to  this  adjoum- 
ment,  for  if  he  refneee  the  debate 
most  neoeesaiily  be  prolonged. 

Mb. SEXTON;  The  ri^thon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Ohaneelltn  of  the  Exchequer 
is  under  a  complete  miaapprehenaion 
when  he  saya  thia  ia  a  techoioal 
queation.  It  ie  a  qaestioD  of  sub- 
atanoe  and  one  of  great  importance, 
certain     saTariee    have    been 


of  great   ; 
ealariee 

illwally  paid  during  the  last  fire  years, 
and  now  it  is  aought  to  legalise  them  by 
nmply  changing  the  names  of  the 
offioMTS.  We  are  entitled  on  this  Vote 
to  question  the  nature  of  the  offioea  held 
by  theee  gentlemen,  and  the  utili^  of 
the  serTices  which  they  perform.  If  the 
right  hoB.  Qestleman  intends  to  oldtun 
the  debate,  I  can  only  say  it  will  be  a 
rather  uncommon  step  to  take  on  a  mat- 
ter of  aooh  importance.  It  would  idso 
•xaqientte  hon.  Hembws,  whereas  by 
emawting  to  the  adjournment  the  qaea- 
tion  might  be  satitfaotorily  diapoaed  of 
in  a  abort  time  to-morrow. 

Kb.  T.  M.  HEALT ;  I  think  thia  Tote 
ought  to  have  been  brought  on  firat  in 
the  evening.  Now,  for  the  first  time 
for  four  years,  we  have  an  opportunity 
of  disenaaing  this  important  matter,  it  ia 
not  fair  for  the  BecreUry  to  the  Treasury 
to  put  down  thia  Tote  at  eo  late  an  hour, 
ea^Mnally  as  ha  is  the  p«won  who  isaned 
tha  Treaaury  Minute  with  reepeet  to  this 
utnanal  tranaaotion,  and  as  the  Auditor 
Oeaer^  and  the  Public  Aocounta  Oom- 
mittee  oondemn  it.  I  do  not  see  wl^ 
flu*  Tote  of  £10,000  shoold  not  be  put 
off  to  a  later  penod  of  the  SesaioB,  when 
it  can  be  piopaly  diacnaaod.  Bemember 
Mr.lM* 


that  theee  gentlemen  will  get  their 
aalariea  whatever  the  Hooae  doea.  If 
we  lose  this  omMrtunity  we  shall  not  be 
able  to  raise  the  queetion  on  anyothw 
Tote,  and  therefore  I  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  withdraw  it  and  bring  it  on  later 
tha  SeHsion. 

Thz  OHAIfiMAN:  Order,  order  I 
Perhapa  I  may  be  allowed  to  intervene 
and  make  a  statemaot  which  will  dear 
up  a  little  minnppmhiniainfi  a*  to  tha 
Boope  of  the  preaaat  Tota.  TUe  Exeeaa 
Vote  refers  to  the  year  ended  the  31st 
of  March,  1888,  It  oomea  on  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  Publio  Aooonnts 
Committee,  and  it  is  proposed  to  be- 
taken, as  ia  invariably  dcme  in  Aeee 
cases,  after  the  Sapplementaiy  Esti- 
mates. The  very  important  legal  ques- 
tion which  the  hon.  and  learned  Ckmtle- 
man  and  the  right  hon.  Gentlwnan  tha 
IiOTd  Mayor  of  Dublin  deaire  to  nia» 
oan  be  properly  disousaed  on  the  Esti- 
matea  for  the  coming  year,  and  cannot 
be  properly  raised  on  aVotetortlieyear 
en£ng  March,  1888.  Tha  proper  time 
to  discuss  it  will  ba  when  the  suggeatioo 
is  acted  apon,  and  oomes  into  operation. 
Ms.  SEXTON :  The  point  I  desire 
to  refer  to  is  not  so  much  the  illegality 
of  the  course  pursued.  I  wish  to  pro- 
test agunst  tha  the  paymeot  of  exoeaer 
and  to  eonvinoe  the  (>>mnuttee  that  thea» 
offices  should  not  oontinne  to  exist. 

The  Oommittee  divided: — Ayes  41  ; 
Noes  121.— (Div.  List,  No.  29.) 
Original  Question  agwn  proposed. 
Ma.  SEXTON :  I  presume  that  tha 
explanation  promised  by  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  this  matter  will  be 
made,  now  timt  a  debate  is  fcwoed  upon 
the  Committee.  Instead  of  having  an 
Excess  Vote,  we  are  informed  by  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  that 
tiiere  ought  to  be  a  sni^dua  of  £300 
upon  this  Vote.  How  has  the  exoese  ot 
£700ariaen?  It  is  because  Uie  Exam* 
tivs  have  used  publio  monc^  to  mak* 
payments  not  allowed  by  law.  It  ia 
because  a  certain  class  of  Divisional 
Magistratee  in  Ireland  have  for  five 
years  been  paid  a  high  salary,  whioh  is 
illegaL  I  consider  we  exiatanije  of  thia 
daas  of  public  officials  isoppoeed  to  &e 
public  interest.  They  are  a  kind  of 
seoret  and  irreaponsible  agmta  betwaao. 
the  Govecnraent  in  Dub^  Oaatlo  and 
tha  landlords   and  the  forces  al   the 
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Grown.  We  find  the  IXTinonal  Msgis- 
tratsB  sometimes  direotiiiK  the  more- 
meiits  of  Boldiare  and  pouoe;  at  other 
timea  in  command  of  them  at  eriotiDas 
and  pnblio  meetings  ;  then  direating  a 
magitterial  ezanunation ;  and  finallv 
ordering  what  Uagistratee  shall  prooeed 
irom  one  district  to  another  in  order  to 
tiy  certain  oases.  Now,  I  protest 
against  their  performing  functions  of  a 
judicial  character.  I  sav  that  at  times 
the;  have  acted  ehamef  ull;  and  unfairly. 
There  is  Mr.  Oedl  iCoche,  who  tried  llr. 
Ziatcfaford,  and  who  nominated  a  magis- 
trate to  tr;  Mr.  W.  O'Brien,  who  bad  so 
severely  held  him  up  to  pnbllc  oondem- 
nation.  Although  the  Committee  of 
Poblic  Aooounts  have  year  after  Tear 
warned  the  QoTemment  that  this  pay- 
ment was  ill^al,  it  has  been  continued. 
The  OoTemmfflit,  in  these  oiraumstanoee, 
might  have  lowered  the  salaries,  or 
passed  an  Act  to  authorise  the  pay* 
ment;  but  they  take  neither  of  those 
courses.  They  adopt,  on  the  oontraiy, 
a  oouree  wlw^  is  neither  straightfor- 
ward nor  frank,  and  which  is  nnpre- 
cedeoited.  They  seek  to  legalize  the  I 
payment  by  simply  changing  the  title  i 
of  the  Magistrate's  office,  while  he  ooa- 
tinnes  to  discharge  the  same  duties  and 
to  enjoy  the  same  salary.  The  Ix>rd 
Chanoellor,  indeed,  has  been  called  in  to 
the  resooe,  and  now  we  are  to  hare 
not  a  paid  Diviaional  Magistrate, 
but  a  paid  Justice  of  the  Peace. 
The  Lord  lieutenant  has  withdrawn 
the  warrants  held  hitherto  hy  these 
DiTisional  Magistrates ;  he  has,  in  fact, 
dieiobed  them ;  but  the  Lord  Ohancellor, 
instead,  is  putting  their  names  on  the 
Oamnusaion  of  tne  Peace.  What  do 
Xhi^ishmen  say  to  paid  Justices  of  the 
Feaoe?  Thereare,  Iknow,  paid  Magis- 
trates in  England,  hut  they  derive  their 
power  from  Statute  Law.  I  think  that 
these  new  officials  may  best  be  ctunpared 
with  the  French  Prefect ;  they  are  to  be 
re^onaible  to  the  Lord  lieutenant,  and 
thigr  in  torn  will  have  control  over  the 
resident  magifltratee,  who  are  magie- 
trates  for  all  Ireland,  while  their 
supwior  officers  can  only  exeroise 
magisterial  powers  in  limited  districts. 
A  more  eztraordinary  and  more  ri^cn- 
lona  j^opoaal  never  challenged  the 
kttention  of  &e  Hoose  than  to  give  an 
official  with  infitrior  magistecial  jnri»- 
Motion  a  faigbw  salaty  and  the  contad 
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over  magistrates  having  wider  jndiciaf 
powers.  I  protest  strongly  againet  the 
creation  of  this  executive  monster  in 
order  to  escape  from  the  effects  of  an 
illegality.  I  contend  also  that  these 
offices  are  superflnous  and  constitute  as. 
evil. 

Ms.  A.  J.  BALFOTTB :  I  am  son7 
that  ths  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  did  not  take  the  advice- 
which  was  given  from  the  Ohair,  to'tho' 
effect  that  the  more  convenient  time  to- 
discuss  the  legality  or  propriety  of  the- 
course  taken  by  the  Qovemment  with 
regard  to  the  status  of  the  Oommissioners 
was  not  the  present  occasion,  but  on. 
the  first  occasion  when  a  Vote  is 
asked  for  for  the  payment  of  their 
salaries  in  thefutnte.  But  as  he  reftisad 
to  act  on  the  si^geetion,  I  am  hound  to 
deal  with  the  ai^uments  which  he  has 
put  forward.  He  has  said  that  we  have- 
acted  illegally.  Undoubtedly  there  hav 
been  an  irregularity,  commented  npon 
year  after  year  by  the  Public  Aooounts 
Committee;  bat  to  say  that  payments 
authorised  by  the  House  and  passed 
,  through  all  the  stages  of  a  Vote  after- 
wards  embodied  in  a  Bill  are  illegat 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  misuse  of  words. 
He  has  described  the  Commissionen  as 
hybrid  functionaries,  half  judicial  and 
half  executive.  But  he  is  mistaken; 
the^  are  entirely  executive ;  they  have- 
no  judicial  functions  at  all. 

Mb.  HEXTON  :  Do  they  not  direct 
what  B«sident  Magistrates  shall  trj 
cases  nnder  the  Crimes  Act  ? 

Ms.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  They  may  have 
done  so,  although  the  duty  appertains 
rather  to  Dublin  Castls.  It  is  not,  hoW' 
ever,  a  judicial  function ;  it  is  purely  anr 
execudve  act.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man complains  we  have  not  acted  fairly 
in  thus  hringing  the  ^natter  forward. 
But  the  Government  have  laid  on  the 
Table  a  Minute  fnUy  explaining  thO' 
whole  matter;  and  we  cannot  be  fsirly 
chargied  with  any  want  of  frankness  im 
regard  to  ii.  The  hon.  Member  is 
greatly  exercised  by  the  change  which-- 
has  been  made  in  the  fhnctitais  of  these- 
offloers;  hot  that  change  is  a  pnrely 
teohnioal,  and  not  a  substantial  one,, 
and  it  certainly  need  not  and  ought  notr 
to  be  made  a  sufficient  iMSon  for  a  long' 
debate  at  this  honz  of  the  morning  (five 
minutes  to  2  o'clock),  when  so  many 
oth«  occasions  moat  shortly  arise  on 
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vbich  the  queation  might  be  raised,  and 
-raised,  too,  with  far  greater  propriety 
^an  it  can  be  now.  Let  me  point  out 
-that  Lord  Spencer  is  the  statesman  to 
whom  we  owe  the  institution  of  this 
office ;  the  officials  were  highly  rained 
"too  by  Ur.  Forster,  as  no  doubt  they 
were  by  the  right  hon.  Gtentleman  the 
Uember  for  Newoaatle.  I  certainly  do 
not  the  less  value  their  services. 

Uk.  T.  H.  HEALT :  The  right  hon. 
'Gentleman  speaks  of  this  as  a  very 
amall  matter  which  need  not  oooupy 
much  time.  But  as  he  has  chosen  to 
bring  it  on  at  this  hour  he  must  not 
blame  na  for  aeekine  to  have  it  ade- 
■quately  diacasaed.  Uy  chief  complaint 
in  the  present  basiness  lies  against  Lord 
Ashbounke,  who,  sitting  in  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  plays  into  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment by  the  creation  of  these 
ofiGcials,  and  making  them  all  Atagis- 
tratea  for  a  gronp  of  oounties— one  of 
the  most  unpanulded  and  aoandalous 
acta  ever  done  by  a  public  functionary. 
Ab  a  matter  of  fact,  these  Uagiatiatea 
have  not  even  a  local  habitaticm  in  the 
ounties  where  they  are  is  the  Oommis- 
ion  of  the  Peace.  Bemember  the 
•^KMition  which  these  men  oocapy.  Ur. 
Forster,  finding  the  oonntry  getting 
out  of  hand  in  the  year  1B8I,  derieed 
means  as  he  aald  of  getting  more 
into  tottoh  with  it,  and  he  at  once 
created  a  number  of  gantiemen  like 
Captain  Flnnket— this  most  maiodoroaa 
nuui  in  the  public  nostril — and  put  them 
into  these  positions.  Lord  Spencer  ex- 
tended the  system  and  resJly  gave  it  to  ns 
in  its  present  form.  There  was  a  famous 
Uinnte  iasned  in  the  year  1882  about 
these  gentlemen,  dividing  the  whole 
country  into  divisions  and  placing  eaoh 
division  under  the  charge  of  one  of 
these  offlciaU.  Under  Ur.  Foreter  tbey 
no  doubt  exercised  magisterial  functions, 
lot  tSj,  Clifford  Lloyd  used  to  sit  at 
Mallow  and  apply  to  the  people  brought 
:before_  him  the  same  law  as  he  had 
been  in  the  habit  of  administering  to 
.Belfast  proetituteB~he  bound  them 
over  to  keep  the  peaoe.  Then  came  the 
passing  of  the  Crimes  Act  of  1882,  at 
which  time  we  got  a  promise  that  the 
•execntiTe  offices  and  judicial  offices 
^should  be  ssparated.  At  that  time  it 
was  never  intended  that  the  position  of 
Oounfy  Uagistrates  should  be  impinged 
upon.    It  was  always  oossidend  that  a 
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County  If  agistrate  was  a  person  owning 
land  in  the  county,  or,  at  least,  having 
some  stake  in  it.  But  these  Divisional 
Sfagistratea  do  not  own  land  in  any  of 
the  counties  in  which  th^y  are  now  to 
I  really  cannot  see  any  change  in 
their  legal  status.  It  is  true  that  they 
have  ceased  to  bo  Besident  Uagiabates, 
but  to  all  intents  and  purposas  utey  oon> 
tinue  to  exerciae  their  former  fanotions. 
What  has  been  done  after  all  is  only  a 
groaa  evasion  of  the  law.  ["  No,  no."1 
Well,  if  yon  do  not  like  that  term  we  will 
call  it  a  novelty,  and  I  will  aay 
that  the  last  person  who  ong^t  to  start  a 
novelty  of  this  sort  is  the  Keeper  of  the 
Queen's  Consraenoe  in  Ireland — the  L(»d 
Ohancellor.  He  is  a  high  officer  of 
State,  and  I  suppose  he  is  so  called 
because  he  gets  the  high  salary  of 
£S,Ooe  a  year.  But  he  is  not  like  the 
Ekiglish  Lord  Chancellor,  beoanse  one  of 
his  daties  is  to  sit  in  a  Oonrt  of  Iaw, 
and  reoentiy  he  had  before  him  three  or 
four  ^peau  in  which  Besident  Uagia- 
trates  wwe  conoemed,  and  in  eaoh  ease 
he  has  given  his  deinsion  in  tiimr  favour 
The  Lord  lieutenant,  acting  under  the 
pressure  of  the  Public  Aooonnts  Oom- 
mittee,  drorived  these  Divisional  MagiB> 
trates  of  tlie  warrants  onder  which  they 
acted,  Lord  Ashbourne,  being  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Cabinet,  would,  it  might  be 
supposed,  ntteriy  disdain  to  be  mixed  up 
in  a  matter  of  this  kind ;  but  what  does 
he  do  ?  He  cornea  very  promptly  to  tlM 
rescue  of  the  Government,  and  these 
very  men,  from  whom  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant has  withdrawn  his  warrant,  ha 
creates  Justioes  of  the  Peaoe  for  groups 
of  counties.  What  else  doea  he  do? 
Bemnnber  that  not  \aaa  ainee,  beowwe 
Mr.  James  Byrne  travelled  a  few  miles 
out  of  his  own  Petty  Sessional  distriot 
to  a4judioate  in  s  charge  brou^kt 
against  a  policeman  of  breaking  a  man's 
head — and  in  that  case  the  defendant 
wsa  fined  ten  shillings — Lord  Ashbounw 
at  onoe  asked  the  Ibtgiatrate  what  bnm- 
nesa  he  had  to  go  ontuda  his  Petty 
Seaaioual  district,  and  when  the  auth(»ity 
of  Lord  O'Hagan  was  quoted  for  the  Aot 
the  Lord  Ohuicellor  said  that  did  not 
matter  to  him,  and  he  diamissed  Ur. 
Byrne  trma  the  Oommissifm  of  Ae  Pews, 
Well,  thia  vary  Lonl  ChanooUor  goea 
and  appoints  Mapatzates  who  ate  to  act 
not  mwely  just  outside  their  own  Psttj 
SessioBal  distriota,  bnt  for  vbols  gnntpa 
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of  oouDtiM.  Z  believe,  for  instance,  that 
Captain  Slack  is  pat  on  the  Oommisaion 
of  the  Peace  for  12  different  counties. 
Lord  Ashboamehastheaudaoit;,  having 
removed  Mr.  BjniefromtheComnitMion 
of  the  Peace  for  travelling'  16  miles  in 
hia  own  oonnty,  to  help  the  CfoTemment, 
like  a  lame  dog,  over  the  stile, 
and  give  these  Divisional  Magistrates 
Tsry  unusual  and  extended  powers.  The 
Home  Seeretar;  appears  to  find  this 
very  funny;  no  douot  he  found  it  very 
fnnn;  when  he  admitted  Pigott  to  see 
John  Dalj,  but  I  do  not  think  it  desir- 
able that  the  quips  and  cranks  and 
wraathy  smiles  of  the  Home  Secretary 
should  be  imported  into  this  debatd. 
Perhaps  his  only  reason  for  laughing 
is  because  among  the  couotiea  I  men- 
tioned as  these  over  which  Captain  Slack 
had  jnrisdiotion,  was  the  County  of 
Watcffford,  in  which  Dungarvan  is  situ- 
ated, that  being  the  oonatituenoy  in 
which  Mr.  Pigott  helped  him  to  a  seat 
in  this  House.  Now,  I  say  it  is  not 
right  that,  at  this  hour  of  the  night, 
we  should  be  compelled  to  ohalleuge 
the  eonduot  of  the  highest  executive 
officer  in  this  way.  I  can  only  repeat 
that  the  conduct  of  Lord  Ashbourne  in 
this  matter  has  been  unparalleled,  un 
precedented,  and  moat  regrettable.  We 
are  told  that  these  Dineional  Magis- 
trates do  not  exendse  magisterial  funo- 
tiona  at  all,  but  it  is  rather  dtffionlt  to 
define  what  are  judicial  functions.  Last 
year  I  qneitioned  the  right  hon.  Glen- 
tieman  the  Obief  Seeretary  in  reference 
to  a  charge  brought  against  Mr.  Latch- 
ford,  a  miUowaer  and  Jostioe  of  the 
Peace  in  Tralee,  a  man  of  moderate 
Nationalist  <H>inions,  who  had  got  into 
a  dispute  with  another  magistrate,  who 
was  also  «  laiUawiMr,  but  irho  was  not 
of  Nationalist  opiniona.  The  ditpuite 
had  reference  to  a  right  of  water-way, 
and  the  men  employed  by  each  of  the 
Aisputaats  took  up  the  quarrel,  with  t)ie 
teauh  that  there  waa  something  in  the 
nature  of  a  tipey  riot.  Nov,  the  Qtinea 
Act  was  passed  to  deal  purely  with  eon- 
■pirades  and  agrarian  crimes  end 
Biattws  of  that  kind,  but  when  a  sum- 
MMU  for  riot  was  taken  out  againat  lb. 
l«t«hfo>d,  Ooli»el  Turner  directed  Omt 
he  ahould  be  tried  hj  Mr.  C«Bil  BoaJM' 
irith  whom  he  had  been  in  the  habit  oi 
sitting  on  the  Bench  at  Kalee,  and 
Ihom  whose  decisions  he  had  found  it 
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neoeesary  constantly  to  dissent  in  con- 
sequence of  the  harsh  manner  in  whieh 
people  were  treated.  Now,  Hr.  Boohe 
hated  this  Magiatrate  with  the  natural 
hatred  of  a  man  who  occupies  a  position 
in  which  he  is  paid  a  salary  to  be  ob- 
noxious to  people — Mr.  Boche  beings 
man  who,  be  it  remembered,  had  been 
diamiased  from  the  Land  Commiseioa 
for  drunkenness — yet  he  was  appointed. 
to  the  positioD  of  a  magistrate 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order!  I 
must  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle-- 
man  to  adhere  to  hia  argument,  as  he 
very  well  knows  how  to  do. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT :  Very  well.  Sit,  T 
will  keep  my  ref erenoea  to  Mr.  Boche  for 
another  occasion.  What  I  wish  to  aay 
is  that  it  was  a  moostrous  use  of  the 
Crimea  Act  to  try  Mr.  Latohford  under 
it  for  an  offence  arising  out  of  a  quea- 
tion  as  to  water  rights,  and  I  think  that  - 
Colonel  Turner  must  certainly  be  con- 
sidered to  hare  exercised  judicial  power* 
when  he  directed  such  a  trial.  He  also- 
clearly  exercised  judicial  powers  when 
he  cbose  the  Magistrate  who  should  pre- 
side at  the  trial.  Now,  I  take  issue 
upon  this  Vote,  first  in  regard  to- 
the  salaiiea  paid  to  these  offlciale,  and, 
next,  I  take  issue  on  the  extraordinary 
bastard  powers  which  are  oonferred, 
upon  them  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and\ 
I  venture  to  say  that  the  people  of  Ire-  - 
land  cannot  but  condemn  these  whole-  - 
sale  payments  in  excess  of  the  law,  and'. 
also  the  manner  in  which  the  appoint- - 
ments  are  made. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOE  CDonegal,  B.J  r 
I  think  that  this  is  a  Vote  on  which 
direct  issue  should  be  joined  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment.  The  Chief 
Secretary  says  in  this  matter  oonoeal- 
meat  was  impossible  and  f^anVueee 
obligatory,  and  he  therefore  takes  credit, 
for  frankness.  But  I  venture  to  point- 
oat  that  when  the  Solicitor  Qeneral  for 
Ireland  WM  recently  qoeatioaed  as  to 
the  reason  Ibr  the  change  of  name*  he 
gave  a  very  different  verrion  to  that, 
now  stated  by  the  Chief  Secretary.  I 
do  not  see  how  their  claim  for  frank- 
ness is  well  founded ;  I  say  that  this  i» 
a  violation  of  the  Statute  and  not  a. 
mere  irregularity.  We  have  been  tcdd  b^ 
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the  right  hoo.  QeDtlemma  that  these  offl- 
dalB  do  not  exeroise  jndieUl  fanotioDS- 
But  the  right  bon.  GtoDtlemKD  irellknoirs 
that  the;  ware  appointed  under  the  Aet 
6  and  7  William  IV.,  c.  13,  and  when 
that  Aot  was  passed,  only  magistratee 
-with  judicial  functions  were  contem- 
plated. What  becomes  now  of  the 
-frankness  of  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  ? 
T.  wish  the  House  to  understand  that 
the  Goremmest  have  year  after  year 
admitted  the  illegali^  of  the  sum 
idiarged  in  the  Vote.  A  Treasury 
Hinute  to  legalise  the  paymmt  was 
issued  on  the  15th  of  February  last,  and 
now  we  are  asked  to  consent  to  the  re- 
trospectiTe  effect  of  the  Uinnte  issued 
ten  months  after  the  end  of  the  finondol 
jear  in  whiob  the  particular  charge  waa 
made,  in  order  to  whitewash  the  Gkivem- 
ment.  With  these  facts  before  it,  is  the 
Souse  going  to  condone  this  illegality 
And  irregulaTity  simply  because  the 
Oovemment  hare  resorted  to  a  certain 
device?  Whether  the  device  is  sound 
enough  to  purge  them  of  their  illegality 
is  a  matter  to  be  settled  hereafter.  I 
du  not  think  the  Committee  should  oon- 
done  the  illegality,  and  I,  therefore,  more 
the  redaction  of  the  Vote  by  the  sum 
of  £1,118. 

Hodon  mode,  and  Qaestiou  proposed, 
"That  a  sum,  not  ezoeeding  £9,852 
14b.  2d.,  be  granted  for  the  said  8er- 
Tioe."— (ifr.  Arthur  O'Comnor.) 

Ub.  T.  H.  HEALT  :  I  really  think 
ve  are  entitled  to  be  told  under  what 
oiroumstaiicee  Lord  Ashbourne  made 
jliesa  appoiotmenta.  We  have  raised 
many  important  questions,  and  are  en- 
titled t»  have  some  explanation.  We 
have  pointed  oat,  for  instance,  the  un- 
paralleled aot  of  ttie  Lord  Ohonoellor  in 
Appointing  aa  magistrates  for  groups  of 
oountiw  men  who  have  not  sufficient 
land  to  "sod  a  lark."  I  challenge  the 
English  Attorney  General  to  quote  a 
similar  instance  in  England,  and  1  do 
submit  that  ire  are  eotitlsd  to  some 
better  defence  of  the  Government  actioD 
than  we  have  yet  heard. 

Ub.  a.  3.  BALFOUR :  I  may  point 
out  that  the  hon.  Member  followed  me 
after  I  had  endeavoured  to  reply  to  all 
the  arguments  which  had  been  brought 
forward  up  to  that  time,  and  now  be 
Mr.  A.  (yCoiuur 
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oom{daiita  that  I  did  not  ooswer  his  ar- 
gument at  once.  The  result  of  the 
change  which  has  been  mode  is  that 
the  area  over  which  these  magistrates 
have  power  has  been  diminished  and 
not  increased ;  and  the  magisterial  fano< 
tions  of  these  gentiemen  lus  a  parallal 
in  London,  where  the  magistrates  have 
juriadietion  over  the  whole  of  the  Home 
Counties,  extending,  I  believe,  as  far  as 
Berkshire.  As  to  whether  tbe  magis- 
terial appointments  were  made  by  tbe 
Ijord  Chancellor  or  otherwise,  that 
question  appear  to  me  to  be  utterly  un- 
worthy of  serious  attention  on  the  part 
of  the  Committee. 

Uk.  T.  U.  HEALY  :  I  venture  to 
suggest  that  the  case  of  the  London 
stipendiaries  is  not  a  parallel  case  to 
this.  Sir  James  Ingham  may  have 
power  over  the  Home  Oouittiei,  but  it 
is  probably  given  him  by  statute,  just 
as  in  the  same  manner  the  Inspector 
General  of  the  Soyal  Irish  Constabulary 
is  by  statute  mode  a  magistrate  tot  the 
whole  of  Ireland.  I  say  Lord  Ashboome 
ought  not  to  interfere  in  any  executive 
function  in  Ireland,  because,  as  a  Uem- 
ber  of  the  Cabinet,  being  a  Judge,  he 
ought  to  keep  himself  dean  and  sweet 
&om  interference  in  these  matters. 
Why,  I  ask,  should  Mr.  Byrne  be  r»< 
moved  from  the  Commission  of  the  Feaoe 
for  acting  just  outside  his  Petty  Sessional 
District,  whilst  the  offidal  who  removed 
him  appoints  Captain  Slack,  with  power 
to  range  at  will  over  the  whole  Frovinoe 
of  LeinsterF  That  is  a  plain  question 
which  demands  an  answer. 
*Mb.  lane  :  Only  last  Friday  I  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  the  reason  for 
the  change  of  the  name  of  these  officials. 
He  replied  that  it  was  a  mere  matter 
of  fmrm.  The  Sdidtor  General  on  being 
asked  if  there  was  any  other  reason  for 
the  ohange,  sud  he  was  not  aware  of 
it.  Why  did  he  not  give  me  the  real 
answer  then  F  I  tiiink  we  are  fullyen- 
titled  to  disoass  this  Vote.  It  is  not 
nsuBual  for  these  Divisional  Magistrates 
to  appoint  the  Resident  Magistrates  to 
try  cases   under  the  Crimes  Act,  and 
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tfaas  nt  on  the  Benob  bende  th«m.  X 
remember  in  the  case  of  my  own  trial 
Captain  Ptonkatt  brought  np  to  Cork  a 
Beeident  UagiBtr^a  fiom  tbe  town  of 
Ban  try  and  another  from  limerick, 
u  he  had  good  reasons  (or  not  seleot- 
ing  a  maffiitrate  in  the  immediate  neigh- 
boavhood,anda8lhad  subpoenaed  bim* 
«^  as  a  witneee  he  brought  np  Captain 
Ulaek  to  take  charge  of  the  troops  oat- 
aide  the  Oonrt.  Captain  Slaok,  after 
«oaTersation  with  Captain  Plunkett,  took 
his  seat  on  the  Benoh  by  the  side  of  the 
Beeident  Uagistratee,  ontil  I  was  obliged 
to  order  him  to  leave  the  Bench.  This 
shows  clearly,  Sir,  that  the  Divisional 
Uagibtrates  ars  not  as  represented  by 
the  Chief  Secretary,  merely  executive,  as 
distinct  from  judicial,  functionaries. 
Captain  Plnnkett  treated  with  contempt 
magistrates  of  Cork  belonging  to  all 
I  political  partdea,  who  at  two  suooeamve 

!  meetings  called  on  him  to  direct  the  pro- 

I  secution    of    a  certain    person.     Why, 

he  not  only  ignored  the  meetings  to 
whidi  he  was  iavited,  bnt  he  absolutely 
lefosed  to  order  the  prosecutions.  Any- 
one who  watch^  the  conduct  of  these 
officials  must  ooms  to  the  conclusion  that 
they  eeem  to  think  they  are  paid  for  no 
other  pnrpose  than  to  eiasperate  the 
people  of  Ireland  into  bloodshed  and 
riot.  Wherever  Captain  Hnnkett  has 
been  he  has  been  responsible  for  wanton 
and  nnnecessary  sacriBce  of  life.  It  was 
in  his  division  that  (yHanlon  lost  his 
life  by  being  stabbed  by  his  police  in 
Tongbal.  It  was  in  his  divisiou,  and 
under  bis  subordinates,  the  three  men 
were  shot  in  MjtohelstowD.  It  wis  by 
his  subordinate  that  Ahem  was  mur- 
dered in  Uidleton.  Bioting  follows  his 
footsteps,  and  it  is  monstrous  that  we 
shonld  be  called  upon  to  vote  excess 
xalariee  to  each  men  as  PlnnketL 

8rB  U.  KAT-SHUTTLEWOBTH 
(Lancashire,  Clitheroe) :  I  do  not  think 
-the  Government  should  feel  any  surprise 
at  the  strength  of  the  protest  made  oa 
this  oocasiOD,  when  we  consider,  first,  the 
oourse  of  events  in  Ireland  under  the 
adminiatratioa  of  these  Divisional 
Uagistrates,  and,  secondly,  the  most 
ozceptioaal  irregularity  which  has  oo- 
-corred  year  after  year  in  cooueotioa  with 
the  payment  of  their  salaries — an  irregu- 


larity which  has  been  reported  on  by  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  and 
theFublioAocouotsCommittee.  Further 
than  that  there  is  the  extreme  peculiarity 
of  the  rather  ingenious  arrangement  b^ 
which  it  is  praposed  to'legalixe  the  pay- 
ments. It  may  be  inconvenient  to  dis- 
cuss the  matter  at  this  hour  of  the  night, 
but  after  all  it  is  the  choice  of  the 
Government,  as,  if  they  had  chosen  to 
accept  the  Motion  to  report  Progress, 
the  subject  could  have  been  raised  on  a 
moro  convenient  opportunity.  As  Chair- 
man of  the  Public  Accounts  Committee 
I  feel  hound  to  join  in  the  protest  made 
against  this  Tote,  and  I  shall  support 
the  Motion  for  its  reduction. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  The  Government 
have  endeavoured  to  amend  the  ille- 
gality of  their  position  h;  a  very  ourioua 
method,  but  they  have  gained  nothing 
whatever  by  it,  as  they  will  still  be 
under  the  obligation  to  Intradaoe  a  Bill 
in  reference  to  the  pensions  of  these 
gentlemen.  Notwithstanding  all  the 
ingenuity  employ«d  by  the  Government 
on  this  occasion  thev  will  find  them- 
selves precisely  in  the  same  position. 
["Divide"  and  Oru$  of  "Order,"  and 
"  Progress ! "] 

The  CHAIEMAN :  Order,  order! 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  move  to  report 
Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Churman  do  report  Progresa 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (iff. 
Sixlon.) 

«Mb.  GOSOHGN:  I  hope  tiie  hoB. 
Member  will  not  persevere  with  his 
Motion.  Hon.  Members  cannot  -ooib- 
plain  that  they  have  not  been  listened 
to.  I  must  say  that  I  think  the  hoB. 
Member  ought  not  at  this  time  of  the 
morning  to  be  so  susceptible  to  cries  of 
"  Divide." 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Then  suppress  your 
disorderly  followers  bdow  the  Gangway. 

The  Committee  divided :  Ares  44 ; 
Noes  124;  Majority  80.— (Div.  list, 
N^  30.) 

Question  agtun  proposed,  "That* 
sum  not  exceeding  £0,863  14s.  2d.  bto 
granted  fbr  the  said  sernoe." 
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Hm.  SEXTON:  I  hope  hoD  Ham- 
ban  will  now  be  willing  to  allow  ua  to 
proceed  without  intenDption.  The  hoa, 
Oantlaouui  the  Becorder  for  Aahton- 
nndar-LTiie  ia  not  now  in  fais  place,  and 
hia  abaenoe  will'  tend  eomewhat  to  the 
ordet  of  the  debate.  I  was  about  to  aak 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  whether 
he  will  give  a  reply  to  the  pertinent 
queation  put  to  him  bj  my  hon.  Friend  P 
We  hare  a  right  to  aek  what  haa  been 
the  course  of  these  transactions.  Lord 
Londonderrj  and  Lord  Ashbourne 
would  appear  to  hare  been  in  collusion — 
to  use  so  harsher  term.  We  ought  to 
know  when  was  this  matter  arranged  P 
Did  the  suggestion  proceed  from  the 
Judicial  Officer  or  &om  the  ExeoudTO  ? 
Did  Lord  Londonderry  point  out  to  Lord 
Aabboume  that  thej  were  stealing  from 
the  public  parse  and  paying  money  they 
had  oo  right  to  pay,  or  was  it  Lord  Ash- 
bourne who  geusrously  consented  to  come 
to  the  rescue  of  the  Executive  P  How 
was  it  initiated  P  Did  the  eminent 
judicial  parson  go  to  the  Oastle  to  help 
the  Executive  oat  of  the  difficulty,  or 
was  he  aaked  to  do  so  by  Lord  London- 
deny  P  Did  Lord  Aahfaonme  fill  up  a 
mmber  of  OommissionB  of  Juatioes  of 
l)ie  Peace,  or  did  Lord  Londonderry  take 
away  th«  Resident  Magistrates  Oommis- 
aiona  bafore  Lord  Ashbourne  conferred 
those  of  Justices  of  the  Peace  P  Did  Lord 
Ashbourne  move  in  the  matter  as  a  Uem- 
b«t  ot  the  Oabinet  or  a  Uember  of  the 
Privy  Council?  Agmn,  every  Justiceof  the 
Fmoq  ia  bound  by  law  to  pay  a  fee  of 
£<  OB  leooivisg  his  commission.  We 
h«v«  been  told  that  the  Divisional 
MagUtratee  have  had  batches  of  com- 
missions given  out  to  them,  some  getting 
aiz  and  man  12.  Have  they  paid  the 
£6  fee  09  each ;  and,  if  not,  how  haa  the 
law  been  evaded?  Let  us  be  oertain 
about  these  things,  and  let  ua  see  that 
there  have  been  no  breaches  of  the  law. 
Let  me  also  ask,  were  these  affiiira  con - 
diHtad  md  WW  aa  batween  Lord 
Loodondany  and  Lord  Aahbourne,  or 
in  writing  P    We  know  there  have  been 
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importaat  negotiatioiis  between  Obvwk- 
ment  agents  and  dynamitarda,  whiafar 
doubtleae,  have  not  been  submitted  to 
paper;  but  aa  between  Lord  London- 
derry and  Lord  Ashbourne  there  moat 
have  been  oorrespcmdenoe.  Who  wa» 
the  first  to  write,  and  will  the  Qovant- 
ment  be  willing  to  lay  the  corre^Mmd- 
ence  on  the  Table,  and  thus  oommuni- 
oate  it  to  those  who  have  to  vote  th» 
needed  money  F 

Mr.  MADDEN :  Bat  with  regard  b> 
the  quesdon  which  was  put  to  ma  on 
the  subject,  I  may  say  that  my  answer 
related  solely  to  the  change  in  the  title- 
from  Divirional  Magistrate  to  IMvimonal 
Commissions.  This  change  is  quit» 
distinct  from  the  root  of  the  question, 
and  doee  not  affect  the  position  of  the 
preeent  officials  with  regard  to  th» 
Public  Aooonnts  Committee,  Thequss- 
tions  put  to  me  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
as  to  what  has  passed  between  other 
persons  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  answer. 

«Mb.  Q08CH£N  rose  in  his  plaoe,  and 
claimed  to  move  "  That  the  Question  b» 
now  put" 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  121 ; 
Noes  4S.— (Div.  List,  No.  SI.) 

Question  pat  accordingly,  "Thataaum, 
notezoeeding£9,86S  t4s.!id.,begraated 
for  the  said  Service." 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  46 ; 
Noes  120.— (Div.  List,  No.  32.) 

«Mb.  GOSCHEN  claimed  "That  th» 
Original  Question  be  now  put." 

Original  Qoeation  put  aooordingly. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ajea,  130, 
Noes  44.— (Div.  List,  No.  S3.) 

Ordered,    "  That     s    10111,    not     aiceedinr 
£10,970  14s.  Id.,  be  Bisnted 
to  mske  food  ExMBse*  on  oartsia  Qiaati 
CSril  Semceo,  for  the  yeai  ended 
daj  of  Msrcb,  1888." 

Beaolntions  to  be  reported,  and  Com- 
mittee to  sit  again. 


Hsjes^. 
laati  lor 

the  31st 
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qUSSTIONS. 

IBELAND-ALLEQED  OBSTSUCTION 

OF  THE  POLICE. 
Mb.  HATDEN  (Leitrim,  8.)  asked  tbe 
Solicitor  Oeneral  for  InJand  whether 
the  oases  of  seamen  who  were  recently 
sentenoed  by  the  Besident  Mi^strates 
at  Ballaghadorrin,  Oannfy  Mayo,  Petty 
Sesflions,  to  imprisonmeat  for  a  month 
and  H  day  for  allied  obstruction  of  the 
police  is  the  diM^arge  of  their  dufy  at 
lissaoal,  Ooanty  Boaoommon,  and  who 
serred  formal  notices  of  appeal  to  the 
next  Quarter  Sessions  for  the  DiTieion, 
whioh  take  place  at  Athlone  on  the 
22nd  instant,  can  be  tried  at  a  more 
oosTenient  place  than  Athlone,  which  is 
at  the  opposite  end  of  the  Oounty  to 
that  in  whioh  the  defeadants  reside, 
bein^  nearly  50  miles  distant;  whether 
be  u  aware  that  there  will  also  be 
Qaarter  Sessions  at  Oastlerea  oa  the 
29th  March  for  the  same  Division  of 
the  Ooanty,  which  is  only  seren  miles 
from  the  defendants ;  and,  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  defendants  are 
too  poor  to  defray  the  expense  of  travel- 
line  to  and  attending  at  Athlone,  he 
will  eonseot  to  a  poetponement  of  the 
oases  from  Athlone  to  Oaatlerea  Qaarter 
SessionB  on  the  20th  instant  ? 

The  SOLICITOE  OENERAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Masdzn,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  have  commanicated  with  the 
Attorney  Oeneral  on  the  subject,  and  I 
am  informed  that  the  matter  is  under 
oonsideration.  I  am  not  at  present  able , 
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to  give  an  exact  answer  as  to  what  will 
be  done.  The  decision,  however,  will 
rest  with  the  Attorney  General,  to  whom 
I  have  communicated  the  faots. 

BICHARD  PIGOTT. 
Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  on  what  date  did 
Biohard  Pigott  vet  penniseion  to  visit 
John  Daly  in  Ohatham  Prison;  when 
did  he  pay  the  visit ;  was  it  in  presence 
of  warders  ;  and,  if  not,  why  not ;  when 
had  any  previous  visit  been  paid  to 
Daly;  was  the  Home  Office  consulted 
about,  or  made  aware  of,  Pigott's  visit; 
how  did  Daly  communicate  to  Pigott 
how  that  ha  wished  to  see  him ;  now 
did  he  obtain  Pigott's  address ;  was 
Daly  entitled  to  write  a  letter  and  re- 
ceive a  visit  from  Pigott  under  the 
prison  rules ;  and,  was  there  any  cotre* 
spondence  on  the  subject  at  the  Home 
Office  f 

Tkz  SEGBETABY  of  STATE  fob 
3E  HOME  DEFABTUENT  (Mr. 
Matthxws,  Birmingham,  £.] :  Btchard 
Pigott  got  permission  to  visit  John 
Daly,  at  Chatham  Prison,  on  the  12th 
November,  1868.  He  paid  the  visit  on 
the  3rd  December,  1888,  in  the  pre- 
sence of  Major  Clayton,  the  Deputy 
Oovemor  of  the  prison.  Daly  had  been 
previously  visited  on  the  27lh  October, 
1888,  by  Mr.  Soamee,  who  applied  on 
the  15th  October  for  permission  to  see 
Daly,  for  the  purposes  of  the  Pamell 
Commission.  Daly  received  a  visit  &om 
Pigott  by  permission  of  the  Directors  of 
Convict  Prisons  to  visit  Daly  on  private 
business.  Daly  was  entitled  to  a  visit 
under  the  rules,  and  on  being  informed 
of  Pigott's  application  he  expressed  a 
wish  to  be  allowed  to  see  him,  and  per- 
mission was  accordingly  sent  to  Pigott. 
Daly  did  not  obtain  Pigott's  address, 
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bathe  waa  allowed  to  vrite  a  letter  and 
to  receive  a  visit  about  the  time  that 
Fig^tt  saw  him.  The  oorreapoDdence 
on  the  subject  was  with  the  Directors  of 
Convict  Prisons. 

Kb.  T.  M.  HEA.lt  :  Were  Ur. 
Soames's  visit  and  Ur.  Figott's  visit 
both  within  the  period  prescribed  b;  the 
rules  i 

Me.  MATTHEWS :  A  convict  is 
allowed  to  write  a  letter  aad  receive  a 
visit  once  every  three  months.  Mr. 
Soames's  visit  was  out  of  the  ordinarj 
course,  because  it  was  a  solicitor's  visit, 
in  a  manner  that  I  have  explained  more 
than  once  to  the  House. 

Hb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Has  the  right 
hon.  QoDtlemaa  any  objection  to  lay 
before  the  House  the  corrobpondence 
between  Mr.  Soames  and  the  authorities 
who  gave  permission  for  the  visit  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Qentle  man  refers  to  Mr.  So&mea's 
letter  of  application  7 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Yea. 

Ms.  MATTHEWS  :  I  will  read  Mr. 
Soames's  application,  if  that  will  answer 
the  purpose.  It  is  dated  the  15th  of 
October,  and  is  as  follows : — 

"S[r,— Ibegtoapplron  behalf  of  the  He- 
fendaiitaiDtheactioD  ot'O'Doonellv.  Walter,' 
ud  for  the  purposes  of  the  Punell  Comminiou, 
for  an  oriter  peTmitting  Die  to  interriew  John 
Daly  and  Gallagher,  convicts  under  sentaooe  of 
penal  ■ervitade  for  dynamite  oatrams,  and 
without  the  nioal  (aperriaion  of  a  warder." 

Upon  that  application  permission  was 
given  to  Mr.  Soames  to  aee  Daly,  but 
not  otherwiBO  than  in  the  presence 
of  the  Deputy  Governor. 

Mb.  T.  H.  HEALY :  Did  he  also  see 
Dr.  Gallagher  F 
*Me.  MATTHEWS :  I  believe  he  did. 
He  saw  Oallagher  an  the  same  day. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Did  the  Deputy 
Governor  make  any  note  of  the  conver- 
sation which  took  place  between  Dr. 
Gallagher,  John  Daly,  Mr.  Soames,  and 
Bichard  Figott ;  did  he  make  a  Beport 
to  the  Home  Office ;  and  are  the  Beporta 
available  to  Members  of  this  House  ? 
•Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  do  doubt 
the  Deputy  Gnveraor  did  make  a  Report 
direct  either  to  hie  superior  or  to  the 
Director  of  Convict  Prisons.  If  the 
hon.  Member  puts  his  question  on  the 
Paper  I  will  consider  it. 

Mb.    J.    MORLEY    (NewcasUe-on- 
Tyne)  :  The  other  day  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  drew  a  distinction  between 
Ur.  Uattktm 
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a  warder  being  present  at  an  interview 
with  a  prisoner  and  being  within  hear- 
ing. Was  the  Deputy  Qovemor  withlik 
bearing  at  these  interviews? 

•Mb.  MATTHEWS:  Yes;  I  think  he 
was. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY:  WiU  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  whether  Dr.  Gal- 
lagher and  John  Daly  were  informed  ia 
advance  of  the  intention  of  the  Timet 
solicitor  to  visit  them,  and  did  they  ac- 
cede to  the  visit  7 

•Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  that  question. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  la  it  to  b» 
clearly  understood  that  the  solicitors  for 
the  other  side  are  to  be  allowed  the 
same  freedom  of  aooess  to  prisoners  in  ft 
convict  prison  ? 

•Mb.  MATTHEWS :  The  same  treat- 
ment and  the  same  niethod  of  aotioD 
will  be  adopted  precisely  with  all  solici- 
tors who  apply  on  any  legitimate  busi- 
ness to  see  prisoners. 

LABOUREES  (IRELAND)  ACTS,  1883-6. 
■    Return  ordered — 

"  Of  cases  in  vhich  objections  were  lodged 
against  ProTisional  Orders  istmed  hj  the  Local 
{^vemment  Board  for  Ireland,  the  ^onda  of 
the  objection  in  each  case,  and  the  deciaioD  of  the 
Lord  Lientenant  in  Council ;  alao  showing  the 
dates  of  the  titliDg  of  the  Jadicial  Comnuttee 
of  the  Privy  Oonncil,  and  the  Uemberi  of  the- 
Committee  present — 

Poor  Law  Union. 

Name  of  Objeotor. 

Qroiuida  of  Objection. 

Dednon  of  Privy  Conndl. 

■  Date  of  Decision. 

Hembert  of  Committee  of  Pnry  Council 


ORDERS    OF   TBE    DAY. 

SUPPLY  — CIVIL   SEETICE8   AND- 

REVENDE    DEPARTMENTS. 

VOTK  ON  AOCOUKT. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed  ^ 

"That  a   Bom,   not    eiceeding  £3,729,203^ 

be  granted  to  Her   Majeaty,  on   acconnt,  for- 

or   towards   defr^ing    the    Charge    for    the- 

following   Civil    Servioei   and   Bevenne   Dor 


if  March,  1800,  via. : 
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CIVIL  8BSVICK8. 
Clabb  I. 
Qieftt  Britain : — 
Rof«lPaUoea 
Marlbo         ■   " 

Boynl 

HoDBnof  Parliunent' 
Pablia  BDildinga   . .  .  ■  . . 

Admiralty,  Eztensioii  of  Bnildinga  , . 
Fimitan  of  Pablio  Offioei. .  , . 

Bwenne  DepartmsDt  Buildinga         .. 
Coantf  Court  Bnildioga 
Hfltioplitan  Police  Coarta  ... 
Sheriff  Court  Boiuea,  Sootluid 
Survey  I  of  the  United  Kingdom 
Bcienu  and  Art  Department  Boildings 
BritiBh  HiueniD  Bailding* 
Diplomatic  and  Consalar  Unildings  . . 
Harbonn,  &c.,  nnder  Board  of  Trade 
lighthoiuea  Abroad 
Pierhead  Harbour 
Caledonian  Canal 
ItatM  on  OoTemment  Property  (Oreat 

and  Irelaildl 
Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade  ■  • 

Pablic  Works  and  Buildings 
Science  and  Ait  Boildinga,  Dublin.. 

Olaab  II. 
England  :— 
House  of  Lonlf ,  Offlce* 
BoTue  of  Commoiu,  Offices 
Treasury,     including     Parliamentary 
Oonanl  .,  .. 

Horns  Offioe  and  Subordinate  Depart- 

ForeiffnOffico 
Colonial  OfBce 

Vnvy  Coaocil  Office  and  Subordinate 

Departments      ..  ,.  .. 

Board  of  IVade  and  Sobordinate  De> 


12,000 
«,000 
30,000 


3,000 
3,000 

40,000 
3,000 
2,000 
3,000 
2,000 
1,000 
fi.OOO 


10,000 
1S,000 
10,000 
10,000 


Buikiuptcy  Department  of  the  Boaid 
of  Trade 

Charity  Commission  (inoluding  En- 
dowed Sohoola  Department!  . . 

Civil  Service  Commisdon    .  ■ 

Exchequer  and  Audit  Department     . . 

Friendly  Societies,  Re^ttiy  . . 

lAnd  Oommisaion  for  England  ., 

Local  Qovemment  ttoard 

Lmiacy  Commission 

Mint  (including  Coinage)    . ,  , , 

National  Debt  Office 

Patent  Office 

Paymaster  Genoal's  Office..  .. 

Pablic  Works  Loan  Commisdoa       . . 

tlMord  Office         ..  

Begistrar  General's  Offlce    . .  •  • 

StationeTT  Office  and  Printing  .  > 

Woods,  Foreits,  Ac.  Office  of 

Works  and  Pablio  Buildi^,  Offloe  of 

Uercuntile  Marine  Fund,  want  in  Aid 

Secret  Service       ..  ..  ., 

Class  IT. 

England : — 
Public  Education  ..  ..  .. 


3,000 
16,000 
S,000 


Soienoe  and  Art  Department  Raited 

Kingdom)  . .  , . 

British  Muenm 
National  Gallery  . . 
NatJooal  Portrait  OaUery  .. 
Learned  Societies  (TJoited  Kingdom) 
London  UnivenitT 
Dnirrantiee     ana     Colleges     (Great 

Britain) 

Ireland  :~- 
Lord  Lientenant's  Hoiuehold 
Chief  Secretary's  Office 
Charitable    DonatJoas    and    Baqustta 
Local  Goveninient  Board    .. 
Public  Works  Office 
Becord  Office 

Iteaiatnu  Genraal' a  Offloe  ., 
Valuation  and  Boondary  Surrey 

Class  HI. 

England:— 
Law  Charses  ,.  ,,  ., 

Criminal  Proeecutioaa 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 
Railway  and  Canal  Commiuion      ... 
Wreck  Commission 
County  Coarta 
Land  Regiatry 

Bevising  Barristers,  England 
Police  Courts  (London  and  Sheemess) 
Police,  England  and  Wales 
Heformaton  and  Industrial  Sohooll, 

Great  Britain    ., 
Broadmoor  Criminal  Lonatia  Asylum 

Sootlond:— 
Lord  Advocate,  and  Iaw  Charges 
Coarta  of  I«w  and  Joatioe 
Register  House  Departments 
Crofters  Commisaian 
Police,  Counties  and  Bnrgbs(Sootland) 
Friiins,  8o<rfland  ..  ■• 

Law  Chargesand  Crinuoal  Proaeoutioni 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 

Con rt  of  Bankruptcy  ..  .  .• 

Admiralty  Court  B^istry  , .  . . 

Uegiatry  of  Deeds  . .  , . 

R^istryof  Judgments 

Land  Comju«^an 

County  Court  OfBcera,  ftc. 


4fi,00O 
27,000 
S,00O 


12,00fr 

75.000 
65,000 
3,000 


1,000 
1,000 

ifi,oao 


Prisons,  Ireland 

Dundmm  Criminal  Lunatic    Asylum 

30,000 
300,000 
30,000 

Scotland:— 

Secretary  for  Scotland         .. 
Eicbeqaer  and  other  Offices 
FisheryBoard       .. 

Registrar  General's  Offloe   .. 

8,00fr 

IS 

3,000 

Scotland  !— 

Public  Edncatlon.. 

Univenities,  Ac 

National  GaUery  . . 

160,000- 
2,000 

too 
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'Pnblie  EdnootioD  . . 
T««chera'  Pennon  Offloe 
Sndowed  Bchoola  Oomiiiuiiinien 
Nktional  Gallery. . 
Queen'*  Oollegea  , , 
Boyal  Iriih  AeademT 

Clabs  T. 
Diplornktic  Service* 
CaunlftT  Serricee  . .  .. 

SUye  Trade  Service* 
Boez  Chnal  (BcitiBb  Direobw*) 
Goloiiiei,  Qranta  in  Aid 
South  Africa  and  St.  Helcoa 
Subddiee  to  Telegnph  Companie* 
Cyprus,  Qnuit  ia  Aid 


tOOHHONS) 


Cmi  fttnictt. 


6,000 
14,000 
14,000 


Saperaimiiatii 

Merchant   Seamen' 
Ac 


Class  VI. 

and   Retired  AIIow- 


Fand   Pennons, 


Paaper  Lunatics,  Scotland  . , 
Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland    . . 
Hoapitale  md  Infirmoriea,  Ireland   . . 
Savings  Banks  and  Friendly  Sooietiea 

Defloiencj 
MiMxllaneooB   Charitable    and   other 

Allowances,  Great  Britain 
MiacellaneOQS    Charitable   and   other 

Allowances,  Ireland 

Class  VII. 
Temporary  Ciommiudona     , . 
Hisoellaneon*  Espenae* 


Total  ka  Civil  Bervioea 


Inland  Revenne    . ,  , 

Post  Office 

Poat  Office  Packet  Service  . 
Fo*t  Offloe  Telegraph* 


Total  for  Bevenae  Departments  £570,000 
Grand  Total..    AT2»,203 

Sis.  O.  C&HFBELL  (Eirkoald;) ;  I 
nse  for  the  purpose  of  moving  the 
Toduotion  of  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of 
£S00,  being  part  of  the  salaiy  of  the 
8ecrettti7  of  State  for  the  Colonies. 

Thb  CBAIBUAN  :  The  junior  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Ur.  Bradlaugh) 
has  given  notice  of  an  Amendment  to 
reduce  the  salary  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, which  will  come  before  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G. 
Campbell). 

UB.LABOUCHEBE(Northampton): 
I  have  an  Amendment  to  propose  which 
will  come  before  that  of  my  hon.  Friend 
and  Golleogae. 


Toe  CHAIBHAK  :  The  hon.  Hem- 
ber  did  not  give  it  to  me. 

Ur.  LABOUCHERB:  My  Amend- 
ment is  to  reduce  the  Vote  for  Boyal 
Palaces  by  £1,000.  It  is  really  too  bad 
that  these  sums  sbonld  be  voted  and  tbe 
main  qneation  pnt  off  until  the  end  of 
the  Session,  when  we  are  afforded  no 
opportunity  of  discuBaing  the  Estimates. 
The  first  Vote  in  Class  1  is  £34,238 
for  the  Soyal  Palaces,  and  we  are  now 
asked  to  vote  £5,000  on  acoount.  We 
have  a  considerable  number  of  RmsI 
Palaces  in  the  occupation  of  Her 
Majesty;  other  palaces  partly,  in  the 
occupation  of  Her  Majesty,  and  also  a 
large  number  of  palaces  which  do  not 
appear  to  be  in  any  way  occupied  by 
Her  Majesty.  They  are  called  palaces, 
but  are  really  houses,  such  as  Haw- 
thorn Lodge,  Hawthorn  Cottage,  Wag- 
lands,  and  others.  I  understand  that 
they  ore  granted  by  Her  Majes^  to 
friends.  I  do  not  complain  of  the  way 
in  which  they  are  granted ;  but  mj  ob- 
jection ia  that  every  year  we  should  be 
colled  upon  to  vote  a  considerable  sum 
for  keeping  up  these  different  houses. 
For  my  part,  I  should  be  glad  to  see 
them  ul  sold  and  the  money  paid  into 
the  Consolidated  Fund.  That,  however, 
a  large  proposal  which  I  cannot  nuse 
upon  these  Fetimates.  Nevertheless,  I 
have  a  right  to  raise  this  point,  that 
when  these  houses  are  granted,  those  to 
-£  I  whom  they  are  given  should  be  called 
,000  upon  to  keep  them  up  and  pay  for  the 
necessary  repairs.  When  a  man  takes 
a  house  hefraquently  does  so  on  a  repair- 
ing lease,  and  it  would  be  very  little  to 
ask  that  that  principle  should  be  pur- 
sued in  this  case.  I  always  have  pro- 
tested against  this  Vote,  and  I  always 
intend  to  protest  against  it.  There  is 
another  item  in  the  vote  which  I  have 
also  protested  against — the  item  for 
Hampton  Court  Stud  House.  Here 
we  have  £405  for  muntenance,  repairs 
and  furniture  in  connection  with  Hamp- 
ton Court  Stud  House.  Last  year  we 
apent£415.  The  keeping  up  of  Uus  Stud 
House  appears  to  be  a  most  expensive 
thing,  and  I  have  never  yet  discovered, 
although  I  have  asked  year  after  year, 
what  becomes  of  our  foals.  The  foals 
are  sold;  somebody  gets  the  money;  but 
I  have  never  yet  seen  in  any  sort  xtt  way 
that  the  country  which  keeps  up  the 
Stud  House  is  credited  with  the  price 
realieed  by  the  produce  of  the  mares 
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that  are  k^t  there.    TJnder  these 

gnmBbmcea  I  beg  to  move  that  the  Vote 
for  Bajal  Palaces  be  redooedbythe  Bum 
of  £1,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, ' '  That 
the  Item  of  £5,000,  for  Bojal  Falooee, 
b«  reduced  by  £1,000." — {Mr.  Lahov- 
eitr§.) 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  38 > 
Noes  71.— (Division  List,  Ko.  34.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 
•Mr.  BRADLAUGH  CNorthampton) : 
The  reduction  which  I  wish  to  move  ie 
a  specific  reduotian  of  the  sum  of  £200, 
being  two  months'  salary  of  the  Ohief 
Inspector  of  Factories,  and  also  of  a 
further  sum  of  £280. 

Mb.  LABOnOHEBE:  I  am  sorry  to 
iaterrnpt  my  hou.  Friend,  but  I  am 
aihud  that  we  should  not  be  able  to  dis- 
cDSs  the  remaining  Totes  in  Glass  1  if 
we  proceed  now  to  discuss  the  Totes  in 
Class  i. 

Ihr  chairman  :  The  hou.  Member 
muat  be  aware  that  if  any  action  is 
taken  in  regard  to  Olasa  2,  the  Com- 
mittee cannot  go  book  again  upon 
Class  1. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  As  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  is  in  his  place,  I  wish  to 
learn  from  him  whether  there  is  any 
precedent  for  a  Tote  of  this  size  being 
taken  at  this  period  of  the  Session  ? 

Th»  8ECEETAEY  to  thk  TEEA- 
8DET  (Mr.  Jaozsok,  Leeds,  N.)  :  The 
total  amount  now  asked  for  follows  the 
precedent  of  previous  years,  and  repre- 
•ents  an  expenditure  of  about  two 
months.  When  I  aay  that  it  represents 
the  expenditure  of  about  two  months,  I 
do  not  mean  to  say  that  it  represents  one- 
flixth  of  the  whole  expenditure.  Hon. 
Members  vill  see  that  that  is  not  so, 
because  there  are  certain  payments 
which  DOme  in  quarterly,  and,  therefore, 
the  payments  for  the  first  quarter  are 
larger  than  they  are  at  some  other 
pwiods  of  the  year.  The  main  cause  of 
the  total  of  tiie  Tote  exceeding  one- 
sixth  of  the  total  Estimates  is  due  to  the 
fact  that  the  education  payments  are 
much  ]arger  in  April  than  Uiey  are  at 
some  other  periods  of  the  year.  It  will 
be  seen  that  the  amount  token  for  edu- 
cation represents  about  one-fourth  of 
the  whole,  while  the' amount  for  the 
Science  and  Art  Department  represents 
less  than  one-sixth,  on  account  of  the 


payments  not  ooming  in  ao  early.  But 
some  of  the  other  Totes  represent  consi- 
derably more  than  one>sxth— each  oa 
that  for  Criminal  Frosecutione — nearly 
the  whole  of  which  is  required  to  be  paid 
early  in  the  year.  The  same  thing 
applies  to  the  rates  on  Government  pro- 
perty and.the  Mint,  and  to  some  other 
items,  although  to  a  less  extent— such 
as  the  Consular  Services,  where  the 
salaries  are  paid  quarterly,  and  the  super* 
annuation  retiring  allowances,  wbioh,  to 
a  great  extent,  are  also  paid  quarterly. 
I  oan  assure  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman that  former  precedents  have  been 
strictly  followed. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  What  are  the 
precedents  F 

Ma,  JACKSON :  I  cannot  give  pre- 
cedents for  the  amount,  but  on^  for  the 
period.  It  was  formerly  the  oustom  to 
take  a  three  or  four  months'  Supply. 
That  was  objected  to,  and  the  period 
has  been  since  reduced  to  a  two  months' 
Supply.  No  objection  has  ever  been 
raised  to  the  taking  of  a  two  months* 
Supply  on  the  first  Tote  on  Account. 

8m  W.  HAECOUBT  (Derby):  I 
assume  that  it  will  be  necessary  to  come 
the  House  for  another  Vote  on  Ac- 
count  within  two  months  of  the  present 
date  ? 
*Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bueh- 
oliffe) :  I  should  like  to  ask  a  queation 
as  to  what  is  going  on  in  Westminster 
Hall,  which  I  imagine  comes  under  the 
head  of  Houses  of  Parliament.  I  feel 
bound  to  protest  against  the  unsightly 
steps  which  are  being  placed  on  one  side 
of  Westminster  Hall.  I  think  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  will  himself 
allow  that  they  will  entirely  destroy  the 
effect  of  that  great  hall,  and  therel<^e  I 
wish  to  ask  faim  under  what  circum- 
stances their  construction  has  been 
sanctioned  ? 

Sin  W.  HABOOUET:  There  is 
another  question  I  should  like  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  answer.  He  and  I 
.1  upon  the  Oommlttee  which  sat  the 
year  before  last  upon  the  new  buildings 
for  the  Admiralty  and  War  Office.  Tha 
old  plan  waa  set  aaide  and  a  new  plan 
adopted.  One  of  the  great  inducements 
was  that  it  was  extremely  important  the 
offices  of  the  Admiralty  should  be  re- 
constructed within  a  short  period,  and 
one  of  the  requirements  was  that  the 
new  Admiralty  should  he  finished  within 
^ee  years.    It  does  not  appear  to  mo 
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that  Rnytfaine  has  been  done  on  that 
subject,  and  I  should  be  glad  to  leam 
what  the  praapeotsareof  the  work  being 
completed  within  the  three  yeara. 

Mb.  MUNEO  FEE&U90N  (Leith, 
&o.) :  There  is  a  matter  oonneoted  with 
the  Royal  Palaces  which  I  wish  to  bring 
under  ib»  notice  of  the  First  Commis- 
eioner  of  Works.  The  area  inclosing 
the  Boy&l  Gardens  at  Buokineham 
Palace  is  one  for  which  no  parallel  can 
be  found  in  anj  otfan-  conn  try 
in  Europe.  Neither  in  Berlin,  nor 
Vienna,  nor  in  any  other  capital 
with  which  I  am  acquainted,  is  there 
anything  of  this  nature.  There  are  some- 
thing like  50  acres  of  land  in  the  centre 
of  the  greatest  capital  of  the  world 
which  are  practically  unutilized  and 
seldom  used  by  the  Sovereign.  It  is 
never  seen  by  Her  Majesty's  subjects, 
and  I  think,  without  detracting  from  its 

advantages  as  a  Crown  residence  in 
London,  that  a  large  portion  of  this  area 
m^ht  be  thrown  open  to  the  people  of 
this  oountry.  I  believe  that  that  is  a 
feeling  which  is  very  widely  entertained. 
Z  have  no  desire  to  say  one  word  which 
could  be  deemed  disrespectful  in  regard 
to  Her  Majesty,  nor  have  I  any  wish 
to  see  Buckingham  Palace  rendered  a 
less  desirable  residence,  but  I  think  that 
a  portion  of  this  large  area  might  be 
rendered  available  for  the  people 
generally. 

*Ms.  DB  LISLE  (Leicestershire,  Mid) : 
I  should  be  glad  to  learn  from  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  what  the  approximate  cost  wonld 
be  of  completing  the  statuary  at  the 
north  entrance  to  -Westminster  Hall. 
That  of  the  south  entrance  has  been 
completed,  and  it  is  a  pity  that  the  rest 
should  remain  unfinished.  I  also  wish 
to  know  how  it  is  proposed  to  complete 
the  angle  of  the  road  opposite  Henry 
Vn.'a  Chapel?  Is  it  proposed  to  carry 
the  railing  up  to  the  St.  Stephen's 
entrance  to  this  House,  or  what  ia  to  be 
done?  I  will  also  ask  whether  it  will 
not  be  possible  next  year  to  put  down 
in  the  EstimateB  a  suf&cient  sum  to  com- 
plete the  Mosaics  in  the  great  Central 
Lobby  f  When  we  have  spent  four 
millions  of  money  over  these  splendid 
Houses  of  Parliament  I  think  it  is  a  very 
great  mistake  to  leave  them  unfinished. 
Then,  again,  is  it  not  possible  to  put  down 
a  suffloieut  sum  of  money  to  fill  the 
northern  window  of  Westminster  Hall 
Sir  W.  Wareamrt 
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with  stained  glass?  To  leave  tius 
noblest  of  civic  balls  nnfiniahed  for 
the  sake  of  a  few  thousand  pounds  ia 
certainly  discreditable  to  this  country. 
I  do  not  suppose  that  I  have  the  power 
of  oouverting  the  Radical  Party  opposite, 
whose  special  prerogative  it  is  to  pose  as 
economists,  but  it  does  seem  to  me  that 
there  can  be  no  adequate  reason  why 
these  necessary  oompletiona  of  improve- 
ments, already  carried  out,  should  not 
be  perfected. 

Ma.  BBUNNER  {Cheshire,  North- 
wich) :  I  have  no  wish  to  embarrass  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman ;  but  I  should 
like  to  know  the  intentions  of  the  Qo- 
vemment  with  regard  to  the  ugly  shed 
in  Palace  Yard  under  which  Uembera' 
horses  are  allowed  to  take  exercise  F  If 
the  Government  have  any  desire  to  sell 
it  cheap,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  would 
be  much  more  in  place  in  some  of  the 
Cheshire  salt-works. 
•Thb  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Pltoebt,  University  of 
Dublin)  :  I  may  tell  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Leicestershire  (Mr.  de 
Lisle]  and  other  hon.  Members  that 
it  is  not  possible  at  once  to  carry  out  all 
the  improvements  which  we  may  think 
desirable  in  thia  House,  or  in  any  of  the 
other  public  buildings  under  our 
charge ;  and  I  canuot  undertake  to  pat 
into  the  Elatimatee  for  the  coming  year 
the  sum  named  by  my  hon.  Friend. 
With  regard  to  the  statuary,  I  will  have 
a  calculation  made,  and  will  give  my 
hon.  Friend  the  information  for  which 
be  asks.  As  to  Buckingham  Palace 
Gardens,  this  is  the  first  time  I  have 
ever  beard  it  suggested  that  they  sfaonld 
be  dealt  with  except  as  private  gardens 
connected  with  the  Palace.  At  the  pre- 
sent time  they  form  a  great  breatung 
and  open-air  space  in  a  very  important 
part  of  the  Metropolis.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  recommend  that  these  private 
gardens  should  be  dealt  with  in  the  way 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leitit 
(Mr.  Munro  Ferguson).  With  refer- 
ence to  the  Admiralty  buildings,  some 
delay  was  caused  in  the  autumn  on 
account  of  the  suggestions  which  came 
from  the  Admiralty  as  to  the  additional 
requirements  which  they  thought  were 
necessary.  Then,  again,  greater  diffi- 
culties arose  with  respect  to  the  founda- 
tions than  we  were  prepared  for ;  but 
those  difficulties  would  also  have  ap- 
plied equally  to  the  alternative  plan.  The 
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«peratioiiB  are  still  going  on,  and  are, 
■ambaaM  the  foundations  are  concerned, 
ntwAj  completed.  We  hope,  before 
long,  to  be  able  to  press  the  matter  fur- 
*her.  With  regard  to  the  steps  in  Weet- 
minflter  Hall,  I  have  to  say  that  what 
va  hare  done  haa  been  done  entirely  in 
{lurBDance  of  the  decision  which  was 
-oome  to  by  the  Oommittee  of  this 
Honee.  '  The  ban.  Uember  will  find  all 
the  informaticw  he  wants  in  the  Beport 
of  the  Oommittee. 

Ma.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  With  all  deference 
totheauthoritj  the  right  hon.OeutlamaD 
quotes,  I  cannot  but  regard  this  as  an 
'Ozcreaoenoe.  I  oanuot  beliere  that  steps 
such  as  these  ever  existed  in  this  noble 
ball,  and  I  cannot  but  express  my  great 
regret  that  any  Oommittee  was  ever 
found  to  approve  a  plan  for  such  a  die- 
fiffurement.  As  I  passed  through  the 
Hall  and  saw  these  steps  they  seemed  to 
me  more  like  a  temporary  stmcture  tor 
election  purposes  than  anything  appli- 
■cable  to  tnis  noble  interior.  I  think  we 
ought  to  mark  our  sense  of  this  dis- 
figurement by  taking  a  Dirieion  on  a 
reduction  of  the  Vote.  I  will  not  move 
it  now,  however,  for  I  believe  mv  ban. 
Friend  near  me  has  a  reduction  to 
.propoae- 

Mh.  E.  0.  MUNEO    FERGUSON 

iLeith) :  In  eonoeetioa  with  this  Tote 
wish  to  call  attention  to  the  grounds 
of  Buckingham  Palace  and  to  the  lai^e 
apace  that  is  surrounded  by  i  very  high 
wall  and  ek»vaux-i<-fru»  on  the  top.  A 
Jorge  open  space  is  thus  withheld  from 
the  sight  of  the  people  of  London.  One 
hears  a  good  deal  of  the  large  spaces 
that  are  jealously  inclosed  in  different 
parts  of  the  country,  so  inclosed  that 
people  cannot  enjoy  the  beauty  of  the 
una,  but  I  know  of  no  case  where  it  is 
more  desirable  to  have  the  full  benefit  of 
«n  open  space  than  in  regard  to  this  gar- 
den. Besides  the  size  and  character  of  this 
tnolosnre,  be  it  remembered,  the  road 
down  Constitution  Hill  is  not  open  for 
traffic,  and  this  ia  a  great  inoonvenienoe 
to  those  who,  having  to  proceed  from 
-one  part  of  London  to  another,  have  to 
make  a  wide  detour  round  this  park  and 
xarden.  To  call  attention  to  this  suUect 
I  beg  to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote 
by  £500  in  regard  to  Buckingham 
Falaoe. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
,  f or  Boyai 


"That  the  Item  of  £S,000, 


Palaces,  be  reduced  by  £500,  for  the 
Oarden  of  Buckingham  Falaoe." — {Mr. 
Jfunre  FWgvttm.) 

•Mr.  D.  E.  PLUNKET  :  From  many 
statements  that  are  made  on  this  snb- 
jeot,  it  might  be  supposed  by  persons 
unacquainted  with  London  and  the  oir- 
oumstances  that  this  palace  and  garden 
eomprteed  Und  that  had  been  inclosed 
by  a  monstrous  invasion  of  public  righft. 
It  has,  however,  been  explained  already 
that  this  space  has  always  been  reoog- 
nised  as  the  private  garden  of  the 
Sovereign.  I  may  also  point  out  that  the 
garden  is  placed  close  to  one  of  the 
largest  parks  in  the  Metropolis,  so  it 
cannot  be  said  that  this  part  of  Ijon- 
don    suffers  from  any   want  of  open 

Ma^  E.  0-  MUNEO  PERGUaON :  I 
intended  to  make  a  comparison  between 
this  and  such  country  seats  as  are  scat- 
tered all  over  the  country  inclosed  ia 
such  a  private  manner  that  it  is  impos- 
sible for  inhabitants  of  the  neighbour- 
hood to  derive  any  adrantage  from 
them.  I  might  refer  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  to  many  Eoyal  Gardens  in 
Continental  capitals  where  no  such  seclu- 
sion is  maintained,  and  where  inelosnre 
is  BO  arranged  that  the  inhabitants  can 
enjoy  a  view  of  the  garden.  In  the 
case  of  Buckingham  Falaoe  Garden  you 
see  nothing  but  a  high  blank  wall,  and 
it  is  impossible  to  derive  the  least 
enjoyment  from  the  garden.  In  faot, 
this  space  is  practically  lost  to  the 
people  of  London. 

Mh.  LABOUCHERE:  Many  hon. 
Members  will  remember,  or  at  any  rate 
they  will  see  from  old  prints  and  plans, 
that  in  times  gone  by  a  high  wall  ran 
all  round  St.  James's  Park.  This  was  a 
usual  feature  in  olden  times  until,  under 
more  enlightened  ideas,  the  walls  were 
levelled  to  the  ground.  There  ia 
not  the  least  intention  in  any  sort 
of  way  to  intrude  on  the  privacty 
of  Her  Majesty ;  and,  besides,  it 
is  very  seldom  that  Her  Majesty  ooou- 

?ies  Buckingham  Falaoe.  Now,  in 
'aris,  even  during  the  Empire,  the 
greater  part  of  the  gardens  of  the  Tnil- 
leries  was  open  to  the  public,  a  small 
portion  beisg  cut  off  and  reserved  for 
the  use  of  the  Imperial  Family.  So,  it 
seems  to  me,  a  small  portion  of  Buck- 
ingham Falaoe  Gardens  might  be  re- 
served, and  during  the  residenoe  of  Her 
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Uajes^  ia  the  Palace  the  pubUo  might 
be  exomded  from  the  whole  of  the  gar- 
dena,  Conndering  how  iofregnoat  and 
brief  Her  MajoBt^'e  visits  there  are, 
there  anrely  is  no  need  for  this  high 
sturoundiiig  wall.  M;  hon.  Friend  has 
referred  to  auother  point,  that  if  yoa 
out  off  a  lai^  space  by  this  garden, 
there  is  all  the  more  reason  whj  Oonati- 
tutiou  Hill  should  be  thrown  open  to 
the  public.  It  cannot  be  s^d  that  ex- 
doBion  here  is  maintaioed  to  secure  the 
privao;  of  the  garden,  because  oarriagee 
do  absolutelv  pass  before  Buokingham 
Palace  ;  and  ;et,  by  some  old,  obsolete 
role,  the;  are  prevented  from  paaaing 
along  Oonstitution  Hill.  Last  year,  it 
mav  ne  remembered,  I  raised  this  point, 
and  asked  for  a  list  of  the  persona  pri- 
vileged to  drive  here.  I  sometimes  walk 
along  the  road,  and  I  meet  somebody 
driving  in  a  carriage  whom  I  presume 
is  some  grandee ;  but,  as  one  of  those 
who  help  to  pay  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  road,  I  ask  why  this  grandee  should 
be  allowed  to  drive  along  it,  while  1 
am  not  allowed  to  do  so  in  a  cab  or  other 
humble  vehicle  that  inferior  people  use. 
I  hope  my  hon.  Friend  ie  going  to 
divide,  because  it  is  not  only  me  ques- 
tion of  Buokingham  Palace  Qarden — on 
which  I  can  understand  there  may  be 
much  difference  of  opinion — but  it  in- 
cludes the  question  of  the  exclusion  of 
the  public  from  Oonstitution  Hill, 
*Mb.  OADSTON  (Southwark,  West) : 
Last  year,  on  the  same  occasion  as  that 
referrad  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  I  put  a  question  to  the 
right  hon.  Glentleman  as  to  the  exclusion 
of  the  public  from  Oonstitution  Hill 
during  Her  Majesty's  absence  from 
town.  I  got  no  answer,  bat  perhaps  I 
may  be  more  successful  now.  Why 
should  not  Oonstitudon  TTill  be  thrown 
open  during  the  absence  of  Her  Mwesty 
from  town  ?  If  there  is  any  real  objec- 
tion, what  is  it  F 

Me.  BBUNNEB  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich) :  I  hope  this  reduction  will  meet 
with  the  strongest  support— it  is  a  pro- 
teet  against  these  grounds  being  reserved 
merely  for  a  number  of  officials.  It  is 
■imply  this,  and  no  question  of  intruding 
on  the  privacy  of  Her  Majesty.  Her 
Majesty  does  not  make  use  of  the  gar- 
den ;  it  is  simply  kept  up  for  the  use  of 
the  people  employed  at  the  Palace,  and 
woi^d,  I  think,  be  put  to  better  use  if 
dedicated  to  the  use  of  the  pablio. 
Ifr.  Labtuch«r« 


Dk.  FABQHA£S0N  (Abecdeen- 
ehire,  W.) :  May  I  ask  what  are  the 
special  qualifications  to  get  on  the  list  <^ 
those  who  are  allowed  to  drive  dowb 
Oonstitution  Hill?  I  thii^  that 
Members  of  this  House  might  «x  •ffiei^ 
have  a  claim.  I  rememhar  on  one 
occasion  I  was  proceeding  in  a  private- 
carriage  to  attend  a  ItvU  of  our  gracious 
Sovereign  when  1  was  stopped  at  the- 
gate  and  told  in  a  very  autooratie  way 
that  I  could  not  pass  because  I  was  not 
on  the  list.  Will  the  right  htm.  Qen* 
tleman  tell  me  what  are  the  qualihca- 
tions  required,  and  perchance  I  majr 
make  application? 

*Ms.  D.  B.  VhUKKEi:  Before  thes» 
interrogations  proceed  further,  may  I  b» 
allowed  to  say  that  I  must  decline  to  be 


led  now  into  arguiiw  the  question  of 
Constitution  Hill?  "niat  would  occupy 
too  much  time.    It  will  be  time  enough 


to  take  up  the  subject  on  the  regular 
Estimates.  Of  course,  I  am  anxious  to- 
answer  questions,  and  as  a  matter  of  tact, 
since  this  question  was  raised  last 
year,  the  list  of  those  who  have  the  right 
to  make  use  of  Constitution  Hill  has- 
been  revised.  I  cannot  carry  the  names 
in  my  head,  but  I  will  take  care  that  thia 
revised  list  is  made  accessible. 
♦Ma.  OAUeTON:  The  right  hon- 
Qentleman  has  not  answered  my  ques- 
tion— Why  should  not  Constitution  Hill 
be  open  during  the  absence  of  Her 
Uajesty  from  town?  I  must  press  for 
an  answer,  and  from  time  to  time, 
until  I  get  one,  I  shall  have  to  worry 
the  rig^t  hon.  Qentieman  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

Db.  FABQUHAItSON :  Will  th» 
right  hon.  Qentieman  say  if  Members- 
of  Parliament  may  sx  officio  be  placed 
on  the  list  P 

*Mb.  ,R.  D.  PLUNKET:  What  I 
have  imdertaken  to  do  is  to  provide  th» 
information  who  are  on  the  Uat. 

Da.  FAHQUHABSOM:  And  the. 
qualifications. 

Mb,  a.  ELLIOT  (BosbuKh) :  Before- 
we  go  to  a  Division,  I  should  like  to  say 
that  while  I  deprecate  the  riew  taken  by 
thehon.  Member  for Leithreepeoting  the- 
gardens,  I  do  not  conceive  there  would'. 
be  any  intrusion  on  the  privacy  of  Her 
Majesty's  use  of  the  gardens  if  the- 
public  had  the  right  to  use  Constitutioa 
Hill.  Instead  of  enlarging  the  list  ot 
privileged  persons,  I  tmnk  it  would  bft 
better  to  throw  the  Hill  open  entirely. 
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*Hb.  WINTEBBOTH&M  (GIonoMter, 
Oitenoeater) :  I  ahall  pre  my  vote  in 
fsTonr  of  the  redaction,  because  I  think 
«0  sboald  follow  the  example  vhioh  is 
•at,  I  believe,  in  ell  other  European 
oapitalfl,  and  have  ^Lese  (garden  a 
open  to  the  enjoyment  of  the 
public  during  the  time  the  Sovereign  is 
not  in  leeidenoe.  There  would  then  be 
no  intrasion  on  the  enjoyment  of  the 
gaidens  by  Her  Hajeaty.  The  gardena 
are,  in  not,  now  kept  np  for  the 
advantage  of  a  few  offioiats.  I  also 
objeot  to  Constitution  Hill,  maintained 
by  the  public  money,  being  reserved 
fbr  the  uae  of  a  few  Lords,  Oermans, 
and  other  "  swells." 

Thi  CHAIBMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  Committee  the  item  proposed  to 
be  reduced  ia  for  Boyal  Falaoee,  and 
Buckingham  Palace  comes  within  that 
Vote ;  Constitution  Hill  oomea  under 
the  head  of  Boyal  Parks. 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayea  82  ; 
Noes  135.— (Div.  Liet,  No.  35.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

*Thb  FIEST  lord  or  thi  TBEA- 
SUET  (Mr.  W.  H.  Sioth,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  wish  to  appeal  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  with  reference  to  the  discus- 
sion of  this  Vote.  There  was  a  distinct 
understanding  that  right  hon.  Oentle- 
men  opposite  desired  to  make  eerioue 
charges  against  the  Qovemment;  and 
we  were  most  anxious  to  meet  those 
charges  now  on  the  Vote  on  Account. 
An  hour  and  ten  minutes  has  now  been 
occupied  in  discussing  items  in  Class  1, 
whiou  in  ordinary  course  will  be  con- 
sidered  in  Committee  of  Supply  within 
the  next  two  or  three  weeks.  The 
course  that  has  been  adopted  is  abso- 
lutely without  precedent ;  and  the  only 
result  must  be  seriously  to  delay  public 
business  and  to  deny  ua  an  opportuuity 
of  meeting  those  charges  whi^  I  under- 
stand right  hon.  Qentlemen  wish  to 
make.  I  protest  as  clearly  and  distinctly 
as  I  oan  against  the  sacrifice  of  public 
time.  Precedents  are  being  created  by 
the  Houae  of  Commons  which  are  abso- 
lutely destructive  of  its  power  and 
authorial  which  tend  greatly  to  diminish 
its  influence,  and  which,  unfortunately, 
create  a  condition  of  things  tending  to 
the  deetruotion  of  its  authority  with  the 
country,  and  to  a  curtailment  of  the 
privileges  of  Members. 
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Hn.  J.  UOBLET  (Newcastle) :  I  do- 
not  wish  to  enter  into  controversy  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  who  it  is- 
who  IS  doing  moat  to  set  precedents;: 
but  so  far  as  my  memory  goes  there  was- 
nothing  like  an  understanding  come  to 
yesterday  afternoon  that  no  subjects- 
should  be  discussed  on  the  Vote  on 
Account  excepting  Votes  relating  to  the  - 
government  of  Ireland  and  to  transac- 
tions connected  with  the  Special  Oom- 
mission.  On  the  contrary,  I  believe 
that  the  course  taken  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  yesterday  was  that  we  wanted 
more  time  than  the  Government  were 
willing  to  give  ne  in  order  that  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  Vote  on  Account  might 
cover  the  whole  ground,  as  discussions 
on  Votes  on  Aooonnt  are  wont  to  do. 
So  far  as  my  experience  goes,  discus-  . 
sions  on  Votes  on  Account  have  never- 
been  limited  to  one  particular  branch  of 
Supply.  Therefore,  I  cannot  accept  the 
doctrine  laid  down  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  his  account  of  the  under- 
standing arrived  at  yesterday.  At  the- 
same  time,  I  fully  agree  with  him  that 
we  desire  to  waste  no  time ;  and  I  do-' 
not  think  the  last  hour  has  been  mis- 
spent, aa  every  subject  raised  was  one- 
for  legitimate  discussiou.  However,  we- 
ahall  do  what  we  oan  to  expedite  discus- 
sion ;  and  I  am  prepared  at  the  earliest 
moment  to  enter  upon  a  disouasion  ot 
the  important  Totes  in  Class  2;  but 
there  are,  I  believe,  one  or  two  im- 
portant pointa  to  be  elucidated  befor» 
we  arrive  at  that  stage.  When  we 
obtain  the  information,  which  we  may 
do  in  a  few  minutes,  I  am  prepared  to- 
go  on. 

Sib  W.  HARCOUET(Derby) :  I  have- 
some  questions  to  raise  on  Class  II,  batp 
notwithstanding  the  imputations  of  the 
right  hen.  Qentleman,  there  are  some 
points  on  Class  I.  that  may  be  raised, 
and  I  do  not  thiek  that  an  hour  is  too 
large  an  expenditure  of  time  upon  auoht 
a  large  sum  of  money.  I  never  heard 
of  the  Vote  being  paaaed  in  ao  short  a 
time,  and  the  attempt  to  6x  a  charge  of 
obstruction  upon  us  has  no  foundation. 
I  have  some  questions  to  ask  the  Home 
SecretaiT. 

*Mb.  BBADLAUGH  :  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me,  I  have- 
an  Amendment  on  Class  II,  but  I  Ao  not 
know  whether  it  comes  first  in  order. 
It  has  relation  to  Factory  Inspec- 
tors. 
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Sn  W.  HABOOITRT :  M7  obHrra- 
tioni  would  corns  first  aa  relevant  to  the 
aalarj  of  the  Seoretary  of  Btat«. 

*Tks  OHAIBUAN  :  In  point  of  pro- 
cedure there  ia  do  diatinolion  within  the 
item  for  the  Home  Offloe  between  the 
flaluj  of  the  Secretar;  of  State  and 
other  details,  this  beinr  a  Vote  on 
Account.  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton has  given  notice  of  an  Amend- 
ment, and  he  ia  entitled  to  oome  first  if 
he  ohooeea. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  May  I  ask,  if 
the  hoD.  Member  for  Northampton 
movea  a  reduction,  will  that  not  shnt 
out  discueeion  on  previous  itema  f 

•Thx  CHAIBMAN  :  It  wiU  shut  out 
diaoiuaion  of  previous  itenui  as  I  have 
aaid. 

Sir  W.  HABOODBT  :  I  underatand 
that  we  can  discuss  any  of  the  sab-beads 
of  the  Vote  relating  to  the  Home  Office 
and  subordinate  Departments. 

*Th8  CHAIfiMAN :  In  this,  a  Vote 
on  Account,  there  ia  no  preoedence 
among  the  sub-beads  of  any  item,  and 
the  Rome  Office  ia  taken  aa  a  whole. 
At  the  asme  time,  the  Notice  on  the 
Paper  haa  precedence  if  the  hon. 
Hembet  claims  ih 

*Ma.  BRADLATTOH :  I  give  way  to 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman. 

Sib.  W.  HABOOUET:  Now  there 
are  some  important  oiroumatances  which 
have  ariaen — I  hope  the  Uhief  Secretary 
ia  not  going,  for  some  of  the  qneations  I 
iiave  to  raise  affect  him — there  are 
■ome  important  questions  to  be  raised 
with  reference  to  the  relatione  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  the  administration 
of  prisons  and  the  administration  of  the 
police.  Bf  the  Prisons  Act  of  1877  the 
Borne  Secretary  is  the  prison  aathority, 
And  the  CommissioDers  of  Prisons  are 
hie  assistants,  not  only  with  regard  to 
the  ordinary  prisons,  but  still  more  with 
regard  to  convict  prisons.  Therefore 
the  person  immediately  and  directly  re- 
aponaible  for  the  aamintBtration  of 
prisons  in  this  country  is  the  Home 
SecTretan-.  We  were  told  that  it  was 
not  in  Ireland  in  the  Department  of 
the  Chief  Seeretary,  bat  I  tiiink  that 
was  a  mistake.  I  tiunk  that  in  Ireland 
as  in  £ngland  the  nontrol  that  here  is 
under  the  Home  Secretary  ia  there  in 
the  hands  of  the  Ohief  Secretary.  The 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  will  recogniro  the  fact  that 
.the  prisons  are  under  hia  direct  control 
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and  orders,  the  OommisdonerB  being 
appointed  "to  assist  him  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  dn^."  8om«  rMn«rkiri>le 
cirtiarostanoea  have  oeourred  upon  wMeh 
I  tbink  we  should  have  some  ftuther  in- 
formation. There  is  probably  bo  d*> 
partment  of  prison  administnlion  which 
nas  more  important,  and  I  might  aay 
more  delicate,  functions  to  perform  than 
the  medical  department.  The  medieal 
officers,  like  the  chaplain,  ought  to  be 
more  or  less  the  friends  of  the  priaonen. 
They  are  the  people  who  are  there  to 
mitigate  any  harshness  in  a  oaae  whers 
the  physical  conditions  of  a  prisoner 
require  such  mitigation.  There  is  no 
subject  which  demands  more  constant 
attention  on  the  part  of  the  Senretary  of 
State  than  that  of  the  medical  depart- 
ment, and  I  am  sure  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  be  aware  that  none  haa 
engaged  more  constantly  the  attention  of 
those  who  have  held  hia  offloe.  Personal 
restigation  has  been  given  in  every 
case  where  any  andue  harshneea  has  been 
alleged,  and  the  Prisons  Department  is 
full  of  Miautee  by  Seoretaries  of  State 
themselves  with  regard  to  their  investi- 
gation of  all  auoh  detaila.  It  is,  there- 
fore, the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  consider  the  matter  when  a  medieal 


partment.  I  will  not  raise  now — although 
It  may  have  to  be  raised  on  the  Vote  for 
the  salary  of  Dr.  Barr — the  question  of 
the  character  of  that  document.  It  has 
been  stated  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
that  there  was  some  justification  for 
this  proceeding,  in  that  attacks  had 
been  made  elsewhere  upon  Dr.  Ba^ 
but  I  do  not  remember  that  the  Seer^ 
tary  of  State  uaed  that  argument  in  con- 
nection with  the  censure  passed  upon 
Sir  0.  Warren,  which  led  to  that  offioet 
resigning  the  post  of  Chief  Co mmiesioner 
of  Police.  No  doubt  Sir  C.  Warren  had 
been  the  subject  of  attacks — perhaps 
many  of  them  unjust— but  the  Seoretaiy 
of  State  in  his  reprimand  took  no  con- 
sideration of  the  fact  that  Sir  C.  Warren 
had  himself  been  attacked,  and,  for  my 
own  part,  I  think  that  it  would  be  a 
most  unfortunate  oiroumstance  if  the 
fact  that  an  attack  had  been  made  upon 
an  individual  in  the  Civil  Service  should 
be  regarded  as  dispensing  him  from  a 
wholesome  rule  of  the  Public  Servioe 
and  allowieg  him  to  enter  into  contro- 
versial matters.    With  reference  to  tho 
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-Secretary  of  State,  here  is  the  case  of  a 
Hahordinate  offloial  breaking  a  rule  of 
the  D^wrtment.  The  Secretary  of  State, 
it  aeemH  to  me,  took  the  proper  course, 
and  OB  BooQ  as  be  iras  acquainted  with 
the  eondnot  of  Dr.  Barr  rebuked  him. 
I  would  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
whether  he  can  give  the  date  od 
wbicb  he  passed  hia  reprimand  ?  The 
letter  appeared  on  a  Saturday,  and  I 
would  ask  the  right  hou.  Qentleman 
upon  what  day  his  reprimand  was  sent 
to  Dr.  Barr,  and  I  would  also  ask  him 
a  question  which  is  of  importance  in 
relation  to  the  system  of  administration 
in  the  Qoverument  Departments  of  this 
-eoantry.  When  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman reprimanded  Dr.  Barr,  was  be 
aware  that  that  letter  had  been  pub- 
lished not  only  with  the  assent,  but  by 
the  very  act,  of  a  Cabinet  oolleague  of  hie 
own?  Merely  writing  the  letter  is  npt  an 
offence;  it  is  the  publication  which  is  an 
attoniM,  and  whan  the  Secretary  of 
State  rebuked  and  reprimanded  Dr. 
Barr,  did  he  know  that  that  letter  had 
been  sent  to  the  Timet  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  ?  [An  hon.  Meu- 
BES. :  Why  not  7]  This  is  a  most 
important  matter,  ii  a  Cabinet  Uinister 
in  one  Department  is  to  become  not 
only  the  ecooarager,  but  the  instrument 
of  a  breach  of  regulation  that  goes  to 
the  whole  root  of  administration  in  this 
country.  I  should  hare  thought  that 
the  rule  was  well  kuown  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  that  at  the 
time  when  he  sent  that  letter  he  knew 
that  he  was  aiding  and  abetting  a 
aabordinate  of  the  Home  Office  in  defy- 
ing the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
State.  Another  question  which  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land is  why  he  sat  still  in  the  House  and 
Aieard  Dr.  Barr  rebuked,  and  why  it  was 
not  until  a  week  afterwards  that  he 
avowed  that  he  was  the  man  who  had 
committed  the  offence  for  which  Dr. 
Sarr  had  been  reprimanded?  Why, 
hearing  tiie  conduct  of  Dr.  Barr  ques- 
tioned in  this  House,  and  speaking  on 
the  subject  himself  in  debate,  did  the 
tiaht  hon.  Qentleman  not  get  up  and 
what  had  been  his  part  in  the  trans- 
m,  and  that  he  himself  was  the 
man  who  had  led  a  subordinate  of  the 
Home  Offioe  to  incur  reprimand  and 
diafdeasuTe  from  his  chief?  I  would 
also  ask  the  Home  Secretary  for  the 
date  at  which  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
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Ireland  informed  him  that  he  was  the 
person  who  hod  sent  the  letter  to  the 
Timtt.  Those  two  dates  are  very  im- 
portant. So  much  for  the  part  of  the 
matter  which  affects  prison  discipline — 
one  of  the  most  important  matters  in 
the  administration  of  justice  in  this 
country,  and  one  which  hes  at  the  very 
root  of  its  administration.  It  lies  at 
the  root  of  that  administration  of 
justice,  which  in  our  opinion  is 
so  outraged  in  Ireland,  where  it  appears 
that  personal  influeooee  are  brought  to 
bear  in  an  extraordinary  manner  on  ad- 
ministration, and  the  administratinn  in 
this  country,  too,  is  not  unaffected  by  it. 
It  is  very  proper  that  a  subordinate 
should  be  reprimanded  for  breaking  the 
rules  of  his  Department,  but  it  is  very 
improper  that  his  chief  should  apologize 
for  him  in  the  House.  I  do  not  think 
the  Home  Secretary  knew  that  he  was 
really  apotogiEing  for  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  Ireland ;  but  nothing  can  be  more 
demoralizing  to  the  public  service  of  the 
country.  ILaughterT}  Hon.  Qentlemen 
laugh— the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
laughs  —  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thinks  it  a  joke  that  one  Cabinet 
Uinister,  behind  the  back  of  another, 
should  encourage  that  other's  sub- 
ordinate to  break  the  rules  of  his 
Department.  This  amuaee  the  Con- 
stitutional Party.  Well,  I  will  now 
come  to  another  laughing  matter  which 
is  also  a  question  of  prison  administra- 
tion. We  have  heard  that  Figott  and 
also  the  solicitor  to  the  3VnM  obtained 
access  to  Her  Majesty's  convict  prisons. 
Under  whose  authority  was  this  given  ? 
Were  there  general  orders  given  to  the 
governors  of  convict  and  other  prisons  to 
admit  anybody  whom  the  linut  wished  ? 
If  not,  by  what  right  did  this  man  get 
in  ?  Did  he  go  in  under  the  direction 
of  the  Attorney  Oeneral  ?  The  Attorney 
Qsneral  said  the  other  day  that  Mr. 
Soames  had  gone  to  all  the  official  wit- 
nesses under  his  instructions.  Was  it, 
then,  with  the  cognizance  and  under  the 
instmotions  of  the  Attorney  Oeneral 
that,  in  December,  Pigott  and  Mr. 
Soames  went  to  see  the  convicts  Daly 
and  Dr.  Gallagher  ? 

•Xhk  attorney  general  (Sir 
B.  E.  Wbbstkb,  Isle  of  Wight) :  I  did 
not  state  that  Mr.  Soames  had  communi- 
cated with  ^e  whole  of  the  official  wit- 
nesses under  my  instructions.  lu 
answer  to  a  specific  question  I  stated 
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thst  I  hftd  teqneeted  Ur.  Soamea  to  ob- 
tain certain  informatioii,  which  Hi. 
CJoamee  had  obtained.  This  was  in 
anaver  to  a  question  whether  I  had 
anj  oommunioation,  direct  or  indirect, 
with  any  official.  I  am  informed  that 
Hr.  Soames  had  not  the  BUghtest 
knowledge  of  Pigott'a  visit  to  Dale 
until  after  it  had  taken  place. 

Ms.  T.  H.  HEALY:  But  did  not 
the  Home  Secretary  state  that  Mr. 
Soames  had  obtained  permission  for 
Pigott'a  visit  f 

Ub.  UATTHEWS:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  has  misunderstood  m; 
answer.     I  said  nothing  of  the  kind. 

Mb.  T.  U.  H£ALT:  How  did  Dalyob- 
tain  Pigott's  address  7  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  stated  that  it  was  through 
Mr.  Soames  that  Figott  obtained  per- 
misaion.  If  that  ia  not  ao,  it  is  most  de- 
sirable that  the  exact  facts  of  this  case 
should  be  stated  before  we  proceed 
forther.  It  was  because  we  deaired 
to  have  these  mattera  explained  that  we 
abstained  from  going  into  the  matter 
earher. 

Ma.  MATTHEWS:  I  wiU  repeat 
what  I  said.  I  told  the  House  that  it 
was  Figott  who  applied  to  the  dinwtora 
of  the  prison  for  permission  to  visit  Daly 
on  private  business.  Daly  being  iu- 
formed  expressed  a  wiah  to  be  allowed 
to  see  him.  Daly  never  knew  Pigott's 
address,  and  the  oommunioation  between 
Pigott  and  Daly  took  place  ia  oonse- 
queooe  of  Daly'a  expressed  wish.  The 
permissioD  was  sent  to  Figott  direot  by 
the  Governor. 

SiE  W.  HAEOOUET :  On  that  I  wish 
to  know  whether,  when  Pigutt  made  his 
^plication  to  the  direotorsof  the  convict 
prison,  he  had  letters  of  credit  from  any- 
body to  introduce  him  ?  As  I  under- 
stand prison  rules,  a  man  out  of  the 
street  could  not  go  to  a  convict  prison 
and  see  a  criminal  like  Daly.  Such  a 
man  would  certainly  be  refused  admia- 
sion,  and  I  want  to  know  what  repre- 
seotatioDa  were  made  to  the  directors  of 
the  prison  to  ioduce  them  to  admit 
Pigott  7  There  must  be  records  of  this. 
In  December,  when  Figott  went  into  the 
.  prison,  he  was  known  to  everybody  ood- 
nected  with  the  2\mBi  to  be  a  man  of 
infamous  character.  It  was  aftor  the 
letter  of  the  11th  of  November  to 
Soames  by  which  it  was  known  that 
they  were  sending  in  a  man  of  infamous 
ohwacter.  The  House  is  entitled  to 
8irX.  fTeitttr 
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have  a  full  explanation  of  all  tba  oir- 
oumatanosa.  It  is  not  enongh  to  say 
that  Pigott  went  to  see  Daly.  He- 
would  not  have  been  admitted  until  some- 
explanation  of  the  pnrpose  of  his  visit 
bad  been  given.  We  have  no  need  t«> 
seek  an  explanation  what  he  went  for. 
We  know — and  everybody  knows— that 
Figott  went  in  to  g«t  Daly  to  awear- 
away  the  oharaoter  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oork.  I  want  to 
know  who  sent  him  there  and  who 
allowed  him  to  go  on  such  an  enand  i 
This  infamoua  peijurer  and  forger  went 
in  to  get  evidence  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork.  These  are  eiioum- 
atances  upon  which  we  demand  an 
explanation.  They  are  points  rel^ng 
to  the  prison  administration  of  this- 
country  to  which  I  know  no  parallel. 
It  may  be  they  are  specimens  of  Irish 
administration  introduced  into  English 
affairs.  There  is  another  question  o£ 
the  administration  of  the  police.  Mr. 
Anderson  occupies  the  confidential  posi- 
tion once  tilled  by  my  hou.  Friend  tho 
Member  for  Sheffield  with  eminent  dia- 
tiuction.  If  there  is  anything  essentialr 
I  will  not  say  to  the  honour,  but  to 
the  efficiency  of  that  position,  it  is  that 
a  man  should  strictly  observe  the  obliga- 
tion of  oonfidential  documents.  AOom- 
missioner  of  Polioe  who  betraj^  oon- 
fidential documeots  ia  a  man — I  will  say 
nothing  of  his  character — utterly  uaeleas- 
in  the  office  which  he  holds,  who  can 
trust  a  man  who  hands  about  offiiaal 
documents  7  We  have  had  great  reason 
to  deplore  the  breakdown  in  some  casee- 
of  the  Oriminal  Investigation  Depart- 
ment of  the  police,  and  I  have  always- 
done  my  best  to  defend  the  Metropolitan 
Police,  but  if  transactions  of  this  kind 
are  to  take  place,  I  shall  be  compelled 
to  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Metropolitan  Pohce  oan  no  longer  ba 
entrusted  to  the  Home  Office,  for  th» 
Secretary  of  State  to  aay  that  it  was  a 
proper  proceeding  for  a  man  in  Mr. 
Anderson's  position  to  betray  official 
dooumento  ia  wholly  unprecedented.  If 
auch  a  proceeding  had  occurred  during 
the  time  of  any  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman'a  predecessors,  a  man  in  Mr. 
Anderaou'a  position  would  not  hava> 
remained  24  hours  in  Sootland  Tard. 
Then  the  Secretary  of  State  has  stated. 
that  these  documento  were  the  property^ 
of  Le  Caron.  But  who  paid  for  them  ^ 
Who  wasLeOaron?  He  waa  an  informer 
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1o  tbe  Qoreniment — no  daabt  a  TKlnabla 
instrument;  I  mj  no  more  th&n  that; 
hut  faannggot  thiBTal<iftblem§trament, 
liaviDK  Bzpended  upon  him  large  auma 
of  pablio  money,  you  hand  him  over  to 
"the  Tiwut  newspaper,  and  make  him 
absolutely  uaeleaa  for  the  public  aervioe. 
'Y'ou  hand  over  yonr  informer  to  the 
'TVnM,  and  joor  bead  of  the  Oriminal 
InTBatigation  Department  hands  over 
-confidential  documenta  which — what- 
ever the  Secretary  of  State  may  aaj  to 
the  contrary — were,  in  my  opinion,  the 

£ri)perty  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
[r.  H'Cullum  and  Hr.  Honston,  with- 
out the  leave  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
make  use  of  them  in  the  interest  of  the 
TVotM — that  is  to  say,  nich  of  them  aa 
«erTe  their  purpose  they  nae,  and  others, 
trbich  do  not  serve  their  purpoee,  they 
^vitfahold.  When  that  is  the  manner  in 
which  oonfidential  documents,  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Qovemment,  are  dealt  with, 
am  I  not  right  in  saying  that  such 
scandals  have  never  been  known  before  ? 
If  such  matters  are  to  be  justified  by 
the  reepoosible  Minister,  if  they  are  to 
tte  justified  by  the  man  who,  as  Home 
Seoretary,  is  bound  to  condemn  them,  it 
IB  intolerable  that  the  police  of  the 
'Coantiy  shoald  be  left  in  anch  hands. 
Why  have  we  hitherto  trusted  die 
ExeoQtiTe  Gtovemmeut  ?  Why  have  we 
trusted  the  Secretary  of  State — and  I 
have  maintained  Uiat  doctrine  as 
strongly  as  anybody.  Why,  because 
-ve  believed  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
wae  the  man  who  woald  have  the 
Dourage  and  the  determination  to  oon- 
-demn,  to  restrain,  and  to  puniah  trans- 
actions of  this  kind.  When  tbe 
Assistant  Commiasioner  of  Metropolitan 
Police,  the  head  of  the  Oriminal  Inves- 
tigation Department,  allows  himself  to 
be  made  a  tout  for  the  TVsim  newspaper, 
when  he  aUowa  himself  to  betray  the 
aeorets  of  tbe  Department,  and  to  band 
ovar  his  informers  to  the  7\mtt  without 
tbe  consent  of  tbe  Secretary  of  State,  to 
hope  to  maintain  the  system  of  police  in 
such  an  event  is  impossible  and  in- 
tolerable. I  think  these  are  matters 
which  deserve  tbe  attention  of  the 
country.  Hon.  Members  must  know 
whether  then  principles  of  Irish  ad- 
ministration are  to  be  inte>ditOod  irom 
Ireland  into  England  behind  the  back 
of  the  Home  Secretary.  We  ought  to 
know  by  what  authority  these  oadging 
«olicitora  of  the  Ttnut,  and  their  tmat- 
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worthy  priniupal  witnesses,  like  BJchaid 
Pi^tt,  are  allowed  to  rove  about  at 
their  pleasure  in  Her  Majesty's  gaola. 
We  should  like  to  know  by  whose  aa- 
thority  that  was  done — who  allowed 
these  witnesses  to  go,  and  what  they  did 
when  they  went  ?  It  is  a  rule  that  visita 
of  that  kind  should  be  made  in  the  pre- 
sence of  a  warder,  and  I  am  pretty  sure 
— the  Home  Secretary  will  correct  me 
if  I  am  wrong — that,  unless  in  the 
case  of  confidential  disclosures  to  the 
prisoner's  solicitor,  the  visits  must 
be  made  in  the  hearing  of  the 
warder  or  deputy-governor.  These  are 
the  things  which  we  want  to  know 
about  Her  Majesty's  prisons.  And  then, 
about  the  Metropolitan  Police,  we  want 
to  be  informed  whether  that  mild  apolo- 
getic tone  which  the  Seoretaty  of  State 
has  taken  about  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Anderson  is  to  be  a  lesson  and  example 
to  the  police  from  the  highest  to  the 
lowest — whether,  if  induced  by  the 
Ti'mei  or  anybody  else,  they  are  to  hand 
over  the  secrete  of  tbcGovemment  and  to 
act  as  the  private  detectives  of  the  7\ou»  ? 
These  are  things  which  seem  to  me  to 
go  to  the  very  bottom  of  the  Adminis- 
tration in  this  country,  and  I  hope  the 
Secretary  of  State  will  give  us  some  ex- 
planation with  regard  to  them. 
•Thr  SEORETART  of  STATE  fob 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthkwb,  Birmingham,  East) :  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  baa  exhibited 
somewhat  lees  than  his  usual  fairness  in 
dealing  with  public  functionaries  and 
officers  in  poutiona  of  trust  who  are  not 
present  to  defend  themselves.  I  shall 
proceed,  in  answer  to  the  groundlsaa 
statementa  and  indefinite  charges  of  the 
right  hon.  Oentieman,  to  offer  a  plain 
statement  of  matters  of  fact  which,  I 
trust,  will  entirely  dispose  of  those 
charges.  The  first  point  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  was  the  relation  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  the  Prisons  D^tart- 
ment,  and  to  a  particular  officer  of  that 
department.  I  do  not  quarrel  much 
with  the  language  in  which  he  described 
the  podition  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
but  I  think  he  omitted  some  particulars 
which  ought  to  be  stated.  The  Prison 
Commissioners  are  subject,  no  doubt,  to 
the  instructions  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
They  are  said,  by  the  Statute  or  1B77,  to 
be  his  assistants  in  the  admioistration 
of  the  Prisons  Department.  I  have 
always  looked  upon  it  as  a  subordinat* 
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department,  attached  to  the  Home  Office, 
though,  perhaps,  not  etrictlj  a  part  of  it, 
but,  speaking  broadly,  tfae  Prisons 
Department  is  subject  to  the  anthoritj 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  I  mjsetf 
accept  fully  the  reeponsibility  for  all  that 
is  done  in  that  department.  As  to  the 
case  of  Dr.  Barr,  the  publicatioD  of  Dr. 
Barr's  letter  was  certainly  made  in 
.  peculiar  and  special  circumstanoes.  Dr. 
Barr  was  the  medical  officer,  not  the 
resident  medical  officer — I  do  not  wish 
to  lay  too  much  stress  on  that— attached 
to  an  Enfi^lish  prison.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  in  the  course  of  last 
year,  desired  to  have  the  assistance  of 
an  experienced  English  prison  doctor 
for  certain  changes  be  proposed  to 
make  with  regard  to  prison  treat- 
ment in  Ireland.  I  had  not  the  honour 
of  a  personal  acqaaintance  with  Dr. 
Baxri  the  selection  vas  not  made  by 
me,  but  by  the  Prison  Commissioners, 
who  were  the  best  authority,  and  it  was 
made  without  any  knowledge  on  my 
part.  Dr.  Barr  was  chosen,  aod  he  was 
asked  whether  he  wonld  put  himself  at 
the  service  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  to  make  whatever  inquiries  be 
should  be  directed  to  make  f  Dr.  Barr 
consented,  and  proceeded  upon  that 
mission.  I  am  not  going  to  enter  into 
details;  they  are  fre^  in  the  memory 
of  most  boo.  Members  of  the  House. 
Dr.  Barr  made  the  inquiries  directed  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  he 
made  bis  report.  The  consequence  was 
that  Dr.  Barr  was  exposed  to  attacks 
which  reflected  npon  his  personal 
character  and  honour,  and  wbioli  called 
for  some  answer,  and  which,  if  any 
concession  is  to  be  made  to  bnman  in- 
firmity, might  well  ^ve  ground  for  a 
certain  amount  of  temper.     I  desire  to 

fut  the  matter  in  as  temperate  a  way  as 
can.  Dr.  Barr  returned  to  England. 
I  0-»Mi>/ "  When?"]  On  March  9  the 
letter  appeared  to  which  allusion  has 
been  made. 

SibW.  HAECOUET:  When  did  Dr. 
Barr  return? 

*Mk.  MATTHEWS :   I  am  a&aid  I 
cannot  fix  the  day. 

Mb.   UAONMLL:     About   a  year 
ago. 
•Mb.  MATTHEWS :   This  letter  ap- 

giared  in  the  Tintti,  and  the  right  hon. 
entleman  drew  attention  to  it.  I  do 
not  complain  of  that.  I  am  sot  con- 
oemed  to  defend  either  the  spirit  or  tb« 
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temper  of  some  of  the  observations  of 
that  letter.  I  do  notthink  it  is  incumbent 
on  me  to  pass  any  criticisms  of  that  sort. 
But  I  bad  to  look  at  that  letter  upon  the 
challenge  of  the  right  baa.  Gentleman 
in  the  strict  light  of  the  prison  diadpliao- 
and  prison  rules,  and  the  prison  rale  on- 
the  subject  I  will  read  with  the  permia- 
aion  of  the  House.  It  was  circulated  by 
the  Prisons  Department  some  years  aeo. 
It  is  a  rule  prohibiting  the  publicatiOD 
of  books  relating  to  the  department.  It 
was  issued  on  July  22od,  1879,  and  is 
to  the  effect  that  the  attention  of  the- 
Secretary  of  State  has  been  called  b> 
the  question  of  allowing  the  publication 
by  officials  of  books  relating  to  the  de- 
partment, and  he  desires  that  no  officer 
shall  publish  any  work  relating  to  tb» 
department  unless  the  sanction  of  th» 
Secretary  of  State  has  been  previously 
obtained.  I  may  add  that  the  rule  was 
a  consequence  of  a  Treasury  regulation 
of  some  years  before  which  waa 
directed  against  publications  of  thia 
kind.  The  Treasury  issued  an  order 
in  which  they  stated  that  their  atten- 
tion had  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  official  information  had  been  oom- 
municated  to  the  public  Press  by  offictats, 
and  the  rule  was  made  to  prevent  the 
pubticatioD  of  official  secrets  from  ofieial 
souroee  of  information.  I  think  that 
rule  was  very  properly  enforced  by  the 
head  of  the  department  for  this  purpoe» 
also,  to  prevent  discussions  ia  the  pnhlio 
Press  of  matters  connected  with  the  de- 
partment by  officials  of  the  department, 
a  matter  whioh  I  think  is  equally  to  bo 
depreiMted  with  the  disclosure  of  official 
secrets.  Although  originally  aimed  at 
disolosure  of  official  secrete,  I  think  the 
rule  ought  ought  to  be  applied  to  the 
public  discussion  of  matters  on  which 
controversy  takes  plaoe  within  the  de- 
partment I  hope  that  nothing  I  may 
say  will  be  taken  as  minimiaing  the  ral» 
in  the  slightest  degree.  I  oonceiTod 
that  Dr.  Bur's  letter  was  a  violation  of 
the  rule,  for  although  the  main  subject 
of  that  letter  was  the  treatment  of  Iriah 
prisoners  in  Irish  prisons,  and  although 
every  statement  of  fact  contained  in  that 
letter  had  been,  I  believe,  pnblioly 
given  in  evidence  by  Dr.  Barr  anl 
Captain  Stopford,  when  called  as  wit- 
nesaee,  yet  incidentally  and  indirectly 
in  that  letter  he  did  comment  upon  th» 
prison  discipline  of  England.  It  was 
only  done  by  way  of  illustratioD  of  what 
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went  OD  in  the  Irish  prisons;  still,  it  did 
InTolve  a  disousaion  and  a  etatement  of 
the  manner  In  which  the  affturs  of  the 
English  Prieon  Department,  of  whioh 
he  waa  an  officer,  were  conducted,  and 
therefore  not  technically  merely,  but 
directly  and  truly,  it  fell  within  the  rule. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  has  asked  for 
dates.  I  knew  apon  March  1 1  that  Dr. 
Barr  had  transmitted  a  letter  that  he 
intended  to  publish  is  the  TWi'i  to  the 
Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  The  ques- 
tion of  the  ri^ht  hon.  Qentlemaa  calling 
on  me  to  take  some  course  in  the  matter 
vas  announced  on  March  12. 

8ia  W.  HABCOUET :  What  was  the 
date  of  the  first  letter  to  Dr.  Barr? 
When  did  the  Home  Office  write  to  him  ? 

*Uk.  MATTHEWS  :  The  Home  Office 
wrote  on  March  12.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  a  little  ambiguous 
in  his  language  respecting  that  letter. 
At  first  he  suggested  that  I  had  ad- 
dressed a  reprimand  to  Sir  0.  Warren, 
but  had  not  addressed  a  reprimand  to 
Dr.  Barr. 

Sir  W.  HAEOOUBT  :  That  is  not 
what  I  said.  I  said  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  addressed  a  reprimand 
to  both,  but  that  he  had  apologised 
to  one  and  not  to  the  other. 

•Ma.  MATTHEWS :  I  do  not  oonoeive 
that  the  letter  I  addressed  to  either 
oonldbe  properly  described  as  a  repri- 
mand, because  in  each  case  I  should  not 
have  thought  the  cironmstances  that 
led  to  ot  oalled  for  the  pnblicatioD  of 
the  particular  document—Ahe  artiele  by 
Sir  0.  Warren  and  the  letter  by  Dr. 
Barr — were  such  as  to  call  for  a  repri- 
mand on  my  part.     I  think  the  oiroum- 

stanoee  explain  and  justify 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  Justify  ? 

*Mb.  MATTHEWS:  Yes,  justify  the 
action  of  those  officers,  and  I  had  special 
reason  to  think  in  Dr.  Barr's  ease  that 
he  had  no  intention  to  violate  any  of  the 
official  rules  on  the  subject.  Accordingly 
I  addrewed  precisely  the  same  letter  to 
eaohoftiioaeoffioers.  In  each  case  I  drew 
the  attention  of  the  officer  concerned  to 
the  rule,  and  requested  him  to  observe  it 
in  future.  I  have  already  stated  to  the 
Hoase  that,  in  answer  to  that  intimation, 
Dr.  Barr  expressed  to  me,  through  the 
Frison  Oommisaionere,  his  regret  that 
he  should  have  departed  in  any  way  &om 
the  instructions  laid  down  by  the  Home 
Office.  When  I  wrote  my  letter  to  Dr. 
Bair,  and  when  I  gave  my  answer  in 


this  Honse,  I  knew  what  had  oouurred 
between  Dr.  Barr  and  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Obief  Secretary.  I  had 
learnt  that  on  March  U,  and  on  the 
following  day  I  answered  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  question,  and  directed  a 
letter  to  Dr.  Barr.  That  is  precisely  how 
the  matter  stands  with  regard  to  Dr. 
Barr.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  com- 
ment upon  that  is,  that  one  Cabinet 
Minister  encourages  a  subordinate  of 
another  Oabiuet  Minister  to  break  the 
rules  of  the  department.  I  shonld  have 
thought  that  nobody  knew  better  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  that  sug- 
gestion was  absolutely  unfonnded.  Jt 
was  by  no  means  the  business  of  the 
Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  inquire 
whether  Dr.  Barr  had  made  a 
oommnnieation  to  me  before  he  had 
sent  this  letter  to  the  Tinu*.  ["Oh, 
oh!"]  Oertainly  not.  It  was  no  busi- 
ness of  my  right  hon.  Friend  who  sees 
this  letter  of  Dr.  Barr,  who  submits  it  to 
him  on  its  road  to  publication,  to  inquire- 
whether  Dr.  Barr  aad  previously  shown 
that  letter  to  me  or  not.  I  was  entitled, 
as  his  official  superior,  to  complain  that 
he  had  not  applied  for  my  sanction 
before  publishing  his  letter.  That, 
therefore,  concludes  the  case  of  Dr.  Barr. 
Dr.  Barr  did  violate  the  official  rule  in 
the  letter;  but  his  publication  revealed 
nothing  that  was  not  known  to  all  the 
world  before  he  wrote  his  letter. 
It  was  a  republication  of  what 
he  had  already  said  in  sworn 
testimony,  bo  that  all  the  mischiefs 
aimed  at  by  the  rule  were  absent  from 
his  case.  It  was  not  on  account  of  the 
tone  or  temper  of  Dr.  Barr's  letter — 
which  were  not,  perhaps,  in  the  best 
taste,  and,  perhaps,  not  in  accordance 
with  prudence  or  discretion — that  any 
breach  of  the  official  duty  of  Dr.  Barr 
was  aggravated  or  increased  in  any 
sense.  I  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  letter  of  Dr.  Barr 
wonld  disqualify  him  for  serrioe  as  a 
medical  officer  in  an  Irish  prison,  and  if 
Dr.  Barr's  official  duties  obliged  him  fo 
attend  Irish  prisoners  in  on  Irish  prison, 
I  agree  that  that  letter  would  be  a  dis- 
qualification ;  but  I  do  not  see  that  it  ia 
a  disqualification  for  his  duties  in  the 
ordinary  prison  at  Liverpool,  which  he 
has  hitherto  discharffed  with  satisfaotioa 
to  others  and  signal  credit  to  himself. 
The  next  matter  to  whioh  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  alluded  in  his  oross-exaimiia- 
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tion  of  me  ma  th«  qnestion  of  the  viaits  i  behaU,  nor  lutve 

-of  Mr.  Soames  wid  PigoU  to  Qallagher    toot  place  batween  them  at  that  int 

and  Ual;  at    Ohatliam.      I  can  onl;  <  As  far  as  I  am  aware,  therefore 


regret  that  the  right  hoa.  Qentleman 
iras  not  in  the  House  when  I  replied  to 
-ibis  question.  I  told  the  House  that 
the  visit  b;  Pigott  to  Daly  took  plaoe  in 
oomplianoe  wiui  the  ordinary  prison 
mloB  as  a  visit  by  an  ordinaiy  friend  or 
-risitor,  and  that  it  took  place  by  the 
wish  of  Daly  bimself . 

Sm  W.  HAECOUHT :  Did  Daly  in- 
cite Pigott? 
*M».  MATTHEWS  :  No.    I  stated 


the 


suggestion  that  the  Attorney  Qeneral 
or  anyone  connected  with  the  Timtt  had 
anything  whatever  to  do  with  that  visit 
is  absolutely  anfounded.  The  permis- 
uon  that  was  given  to  Pigott  was 
given  in  the  ordinary  oourse  of  the 
ptieon  rules — given  in  aooordanoe  with 
the  ordinary  prsGtice---«nd  in  no  way 
differed  from  any  other  visit  the  prisoner 
was  entitled  to  receive. 
8iE  W.  HABOOUKT :  If  the  right 


the  House  this  morning  that  application  '  hon.  Gentleman  believes  that,  will  he 
WAS  made  by  Pigott  to  the  Prison  Com-  tell  us  the  oircumatances  of  Soamee's 
miHsionera  to  be  allowed  to  see  Daly  on   visit  P 

private  business.     Inquiry  was  made  of.    *Ma.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  already 

Daly  whether  he  wished  to  see  Pigott.       given   that  information   to  the  Hooae 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  Qive  the  dates  Siis  morning.    I  will  repeat  it  if  it  will 

.again.  satisfy  the  hon.   Oentleman.   fCWsi  of 


*Mb.  MATTHEWS ;  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  a  little  exacting.     I  think 
the  ordinary  ooorteeies  of  debate  might 
.he  shown. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT:  Moral aoaaasina- 
tion.  [^Critt  of  "Order  I"  and  interrup- 
tion.'] 

*Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Pigott  made  ap- 
.^ioation  to  the  Direot«re  of  Oonvict 
Prisons  for  permission  to  see  Daly  on 
private  bueiness.  A  visit  was  due  to 
Daly  at  the  time  under  the  prison  rules, 
and  Daly  was  asked  by  the  Qovemor 
in  the  ordinary  way  whether  he  wished 
4o  see  Pigott.  Some  little  delay  oocnrred, 
.as  there  was  another  person  whom  Daly 
wished  to  see.  That  person  was  unable 
■to  come,  and  accordingly  Daly  expressed 
his  wish  to  see  Pigott,  and  upon  No- 
vember 12  permission  to  visit  Daly  was 
sent  to  Pigott,  and  that  visit  waa  paid 
on  December  3,  18S8.  It  took  plaoe  in 
the  presence  of  the  Depaty  Oovemor  of 
-Ohatham,  oooording  to  the  ordinary 
Tule.  It  was  not,  therefore,  in  pursu- 
-anoe  either  of  any  general  or  special 
order  applicable  to  Pigott  that  that  visit 
.took  place.  Then  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
'man  asked  whether  this  was  done  by 
the  direction  of  the  Attoniey  Oeneral. 
For  that  snggeatton  there  is  not  the 
slightest  foundation,  and  I  have  received 
a  letter  from  Mr.  Soames  since  I  have 
been  in  the  House  to-day,  which  informs 
<me  that — 

"  In  vieiT  of  the  qoestion  which  you  will  be 
asked  in  the  Hoiue  to-day,  I  thiali  it  tight  to 
mfoTm  you  that  Mr.  EUc^ard  ligtitt  did  not 
viut  the  convict  Daly  at  m;  requrat  or  on  my 


No,  no!"] 

Mb.  LABOUOHEBE  :  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  want  to  shirk  it.  fCVw*  of 
"  Order !»"[ 

•  *Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  informed  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford  this  morning 
that  Mr.  Soames  applied  on  October 
IS  for  permission  to  see  Daly  for  th« 
purposes  of  the  Special  Commlseioa ; 
that  he  obtained  that  permission  from, 
the  Directors  of  Oonvict  Prisons;  and 
that  the  viait  took  place  on  October 
27,  1888,  in  the  presence  of  the  Depnty 
Qovemor.  With  regard  to  Qallagher, 
he  saw  him  on  the  same  day,  and,  ao 
far  as  I  am  aware,  under  the  same  dr- 
oumstances.  Now,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman appears  to  suggest  that  Mr. 
Soames  ahoold  not  have  been  allowed 
to  see  Daly. 

Sib  W.  HABCOUBT  :  I  only  asked 
why  he  saw  him. 

•Mb.  MAITHEWS  :  I  have  stated 
why  he  saw  him.  He  saw  him  for  the 
purpose  of  the  Special  Commisaon; 
and  I  should  like  to  challenge  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  aay  whether,  this 
Speoial.  Commission  bemg  sitting  at  Ulb 
time — and  it  is  an  inquiry  of  some  im- 
portance, involving  matt^  of  oonaider* 
able  public  interest,  involving  theqnee- 
tion,  among  others,  of  the  conduct  of 
what  I  may  call  the  Queen's  enemies  in 
America 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT:  Dungarvan  ! 
*Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  aay  I  chaUenge 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  aay  whe- 
ther,   under    these   oiroamstanoes,    he 
would  conndsr  his  daty  as  the  Secre- 
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taiy  of  Stttte  to  iaaj  to  the  solidtor 
vho  Tepreeented  one  of  the  parties  to 
that  inquiry  the  opportunity  of  seeing 
a  person  who,  at  any  rate,  was  not  un- 
likely to  funiiah  valaable  infonnation. 
That  ia  not  the  view  that  I  take  of  my 
duty.  On  the  contrary,  I  take  the  view 
— Rnd  I  assert  it  plainly  and  distinctly 
— that  it  was  my  autv  to  give  facilities 
to  any  person  properly  qualified  to  give 
evidence  material  for  the  disooTery  of 
the  truth  before  that  Oommission.  I 
believe  I  should  have  neglected  my  duty 
to  the  Special  Commission  and  to  the 
intereata  of  justice  if  I  had  denied  an 
opportnnity  to  see  Daly  or  any  other 
person  likely  to  throw  light  on  the 
matters  to  be  inquired  into,  or  hindered 
the  proooring  of  evidence.  The  visit  of 
Pigott  to  Daly  came  under  the  ordinary 
prison  rules,  which  required  no  inter- 
vention at  alt.  The  next  subject  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred was  Hr.  Anderson's  conduct.  I 
assume  that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
has  made  himself  acquainted  with  the 
facts  before  he  brought  his  oharees. 
The  facts  are  these,  Mr.  Anderson  had 
for  many  years  been  in  correspondence 
with  Le  Caron. 

An   hon.    Mxubxk;    His    name    is 
Beach! 

*Mb.  MATTHEWS:  These  letters  i 
written  not  only  confidentially,  but  under 
the  most  positive  and  solemn  pledge 
that  they  should  be  shown  to  nobody. 
For  my  part,  I  did  not  knowLe  Oaron's 
name  until  he  appeared  in  the  witness- 
box.  I  was  totally  unacquainted  with 
the  fact  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
during  his  government  and  previous 
Secretariee  oiBtate  has  paid  any  moneve 
that  had  reached  Le  Garon.  I  knew  ab- 
solately  nothing  abont  it. 
Sir  W.  HAROQTJRT:  Nor  did  I. 

*Hb.  MATTHEWS :  He  had  continued 
for  a  great  nnmher  of  years,  over  20,  in 
oorrespondence  with  Mr.  Anderson,  and 
I  gathered  that  many  of  theee  letters 
were  private  letters  to  a  private  acquain- 
tance. ["Oh,  oh!"]  Well,  that  has  been 
sworn  in  evidence.  ["No."]  Oertainly. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  makes  an  ao- 
cusation  against  public  servants  withont 
taking  the  erouble  to  make  himself 
acquainted  with  the  foots.  These  are  the 
facta.  A  great  many  of  these  letters 
were  private  letters  relating  to  no  public 
matter  at  all.  As  I  am  informed,  those 
letters  never  were  at  the  Home  Office 

VOL.  OOOXXXrV.    [thibii  sxana,] 


and  never  were  in  the  custody  of  anyon« 
but  Mr.  Anderson  himself.  Neverthe- 
less, and  in  spite  of  this  circumstance,  I 
am  disposed  to  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  these  oommunicationfl 
should  not  be  regarded  as  wholly  pri- 
vate communications.  Still,  they  must 
not  be  talked  about  as  official  documents 
in  the  ordinary  possession  of  the  Hom» 
Office.  They  were  nothing  of  the  sort. 
They  -were  documents  in  private  personal 
custody,  and  Mr.  Anderson  himself 
never  parted  with  or  showed  them. 
They  certainly  were  of  a  mixed 
character,  by  no  means  corresponding  to 
the  description  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Le  Oarott  comes  to  this  country 
on  a  private  errand,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  presume,  is  aware — 
rA  laugh] — then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  not  taken  the  trouble  to 
acquaint  himself  with  the  drcumstances 
of  the  case.  Le  Caron  comes  over,  as  I 
say,  and  he  resolves  to  offer  himself  as  a 
witness  before  the  Special  Commission. 
Mb.    LABOtTOE^E :   Is  that  hie 


*Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Tes  j  that  was 
his  evidence,  and  the  hon.  Member 
knows  that  perfectly  well.  Mr.  Ander- 
son did  all  in  his  power  to  dissuade  him 
from  becoming  a  witness.  Mr.  Le 
Caron's  information  was  full  of  interest- 
ing and  very  sensational  matter — [  Oppo- 
titian  laughttr,'] — I  should  think  no  one 
will  deny  that — with  regard  to  what  I 
have  dssoribsd  as  the  Queen's  enemies 
in  America. 
Mb,  OLANOT:  Dung^an! 

*Me.  MATTHEWS :  What  authority 
had  Mr.  Anderson  to  prevent  Le  Cbtoh 
from  tendering  himself  as  a  witness  f 

Sib.  W.  HAECOURT  :  I  never  said 
he  hod  aay. 

*Mh.  MATTHEWS :  WeU,  it  was  in 
his  option  to  tender  himself  as  a  witness, 
and  Hr.  Anderson's  persuasions  having 
failed,  it  was  clear  that  his  evidence 
would  be  produced.  I  think  that  it  is 
evident  that  Mr.  Le  Caron  had  serious 
information,  and  I  am  unable  to  say 
tbat  Le  Oaron  was  not  a  perfectlypro- 
per  witness  to  appear  before  the  Oom- 
mission and  entitled  to  s^  all  that  he 
had  to  say,  much  as  I  should  be 
disposed  to  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  view  that  it  is  a  pity 
that  Le  Oaron  will  no  longer  be 
available  as  a  source  of  information  on 
any  nibject  of  this  kind.    I  think  the 
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xi^t  boo.  Oentlvnuui'B  viow  on  this 
pomt  is  probably  based  on  the  remit  of 
Lis  own  ezperienoe.  Yet,  I  feel  unable 
to  say  that  Le  Caron  vas  not  a  perfectly 
proper  vitnesa,  and  that  the  CommiBsion 
vere  not  perfectly  entitled  to  hear  all 
tluit  he  haa  to  say.  If  that  bo  so,  will 
the  right  hon  Gentleman  say  that  Mr. 
IJe  Ouon  was  not  entitled  to  the  nee  of 
the  documents  emanating  from  himself 
{or  the  {impose  of  refreshing  his  memory 
«nd  fortifyine  his  memory  f  I  say  that 
be  was  so  entitled,  and  I  say  that  if  Mr. 
Anderson  had  oonsnlted  me  in  the  mat- 
ter, I  should  have  felt  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  deny  Le  Oaron'a  right  to 
prodaoB  the  docnmants.  He  was  the 
only  person  entitled  to  publish  these 
doonmenta  to  the  world,  and,  however 
muoh  Mr.  Anderson  might  regret  his 
deteiminatioQ,  I  oonoeire  the  dntr  we 
4we  to  the  Special  Oommission  would 
have  forbidden  him  plawng  any  obstacle 
in  the  way  of  his  giving  endenoe.  That 
is  the  view  I  take  of  the  dn^  of  the 
Home  Office  in  this  matter.  If  I  had 
!known  beforehand  what  Mr.  Anderson 
was  doing,  I  oonid  not  have  ref^ued 
■permisdon.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
nas  scattered  bis  lunal  flowers  of  rhe- 
torio  on  this  subject.  He  spoke  of 
cadging  Bolimtors.  He  says  that  the 
only  person  who  bad  aooess  to  the  doou- 
jnsnta  was  Le  Oaron. 

Sib  W.  HABOOUBT  :  And  Houston. 
*Hk.  MATTHEWS :  Le  Oaron  has 
stated  bow  that  happened.  [Q|>fien(M« 
Chttri.']  Does  the  right  boo.  Gentle- 
man (ur  W.  Haioourt)  endorse  those 
obeen  ?  [Sia  W.  Habooukt  aaeented.1 
Does  bis  sense  of  fairness  make  Ifr. 
Anderson  responsible  for  the  use  Le 
Caron  made  of  the  documents  after  he 
had  possession  of  them  ?  I  should  like 
to  know  if  he  is  prepared' to  muntain 
that  proposition.  I  say  tbatMr.  Ander- 
son was  justified  in  handing  the  docu- 
ments that  emanated  bom  Lb  Oaron  to 
Le  Oaion.  These  documents  were  to  be 
used  for  the  pnrpose  of  giving  endenoe. 
Does  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  suggest 
that  M^orLe  Oaron,  who  was  going  to 
publish  them,  was  doing  anything 
irregular  or  wrong  in  communioattng 
them  to  the  solicitar  on  whose  behaU 
he  was  about  to  appear  before  the  Special 
OommiHsioQ  ?  Does  he  assert  that  Major 
Le  Oaron  was  not  entitled  to  show 
those  letters  to  Mr.  Soamea,  to  Mr. 
Sooston,  or  to  anybody  else  whom  he 
I  Mr.  Jftatluvit 


thought  fit?  Hq'or  Le  Oaron  wm 
under  no  obligation  of  secreoy  that  I 
know  of ;  he  was  perfectly  free  to  tevMl 
them  to  the  Special  Oommianon  with 
any  other  knowledge  he  bad  obtained 
while  resident  in  the  United  States. 
The  Secretary  of  State  would  have  been 
wrong  in  preventing  Le  Caron'a  evi* 
denoe  from  I>eing  given  folly  before  the 
Oommission,  and  oonaequently,  whra 
Major  Le  Oaron  had  the  documents 
restored  to  bim,  it  was  perfectly  open  to 
him — and  he  alone  was  responsiDle  for 
what  followed — to  pnt  those  documents 
before  the  Oourt  in  the  form  he  thought 
most  advisable.  But  to  make  Mr. 
Anderson  responsibls  f orthot,  as  the  ri^t 
hon.  Gentleman  seeks  to  do,  ie  a  oourae 
which  is  entirely  unwarranted.  I  do  not 
know  upon  what  theright  hon.  Gentleman 
bases  his  insinuations,  but  I  snbmit  that 
they  ought  not  to  be  made  in  this  House 
without  proof.  That  is  most  nufiuz  to 
a  public  servant  who  is  not  hereto  give 
his  own  account  of  tbe  transaetion.  If 
Mr.  Attdenon  appears  before  tbe  Special 
Oommieaion  as  a  witneas— and  there  is 
the  strongest  probability  that  he  will — 
any  question  as  to  the  motive  or  reaaoQ 
of  bis  conduct  or  bis  oommnnioatiCHt  wilb 
Major  Le  Caron  can  be  put  to  bim, 
and  then  tbe  cross-examination  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ia  auch  an  adept  can  be  ap[died  to  the 
proper  ^rson,  instead  of,  aa  frequently 
oocura  in  this  House,  to  a  person  who 
neoeasarily  can  have  no  knowledge 
whatever  on  the  matter.  Tbe  right  htm. 
Gentleman  has  used  the  phrase  that  tbe 
Govmiment  —  [  CkMn  firem  tit  Iruk 
JftfinS«r«J — hon.  GFentlemen  cbeer  before 
they  know  what  I  am  going  to  say.  The 
right  bon.  Gentleman  did  not  abiink 
&om  saying  that  theGovenmenthanded 
over  Major  Le  Oaron'a  oonfidottial 
documents  to  the  TVWm.  7?hat,  I  a^, 
is  absolutely  unfounded.  Mr.  Andaraoo 
iianded  tbe  documents  not  to  the  Timti, 
but  to  Le  Oaron,  and  I  repeat  that  Le 
Caron  was  entitled  to  have  them ;  and 
in  my  todgment  the  Secretary  of  State 
would  have  neglected  bis  dul^  if  he  bad 
prevented  documents  which  were  essen- 
tial  to  presenting  tbe  whole  truth  b^ore 
the  Special  Oommission  from  being  laid 
before  the  Oommission,  if  Le  Oaron  was 
minded  to  give  evidence  there.  Another 
phraae  used  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  that  Mr.  Anderson  had  acted 
as  a  "  tout "  for  tbe  limtt.    Again  I 


joyi^iOOgle 


sun>h~ 


{Maboh  20,  1889] 


Civil  Strviou. 


say  h«  flings  these  expresuont  acroaa 
the  floor  of  this  Hoase  without  stating 
upon  what  he  bases  his  asaertion.  My 
infoimatioii  on  the  subject  is  sntirelj 
based  vpaa  the  eridenoe  taken  before 
the  Oonumflsion,  and  I  say  that^  so  far 
•trova  acting  as  a  "  tout "  for  the  TVmm, 
Mr.  Andsrson  did  his  best  to  prerent 
-the  disologure  of  those  doouments  by 
Ije  Oaron.  It  was  after  remonstranoee 
more  than  once  from  him  that  Le  Oaron 
Appeared  as  a  witness,  and  tendered 
himself  to  Hr.  Soamoa.  On  what  does 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  baee  his 
aesertioii  that  Ur.  Anderson  acted  to 
aid  the  TVmn  or  at  the  request  of  the 
Ti'mm  ?  There  is  not  a  word  of  truth  in 
that  assertion,  and  I  regret  that  without 
-the  least  foondation  ohu-gee  of  this  sort 
«hoiild  be  made  against  a  public  servant. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the 
nrinciples  on  which  I  have  proceeded  are 
Irish.  Well,  I  know  no  prmdple  which 
is  more  English  than  that  the  serrants 
of  the  State  are  bound  to  famish  the 
lawful  Oourts  of  Jostioe  with  full  in. 
formation  in  a  lawful  inquiry;  and  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  means  to 
suggest  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  depart- 
menta  of  flie  Ooremmeiit  to  keep  oack 
from  this  Special  Oommission  informa- 
tion which  is  legitimate  in  itself  and 
proper  and  matenal  to  the  inqaiiy  which 
they  hare  to  makoi  and  to  look  up  in 
the  private  reoeptaoles  of  their  depart- 
ments any  documents  which  may  throw 
light  on  uie  inquiry,  then  I  must  say 
that  I  entirely  oifler  from  Mm.  In  my 
oj^on  it  ia  a  perfectly  English  prin- 
mjio  that  great  officers  of  State  are  the 
wvtants  of  truth  and  joatioe,  and  that  it 
is  thdr  absolute  dutf  to  fonush  informa- 
tion to  a  tribunal  of  this  sort  appointed 
specially  to  make  an  inquiry  ra  great 
fHiblic  importanoe  on  matters  whidi  aie 
within  the  knowledge  of  those  officers. 
SmW.HABOOtTBT:  Therighthon. 
Oentlemaa  has  said  that  I  address  my 
questions  not  to  persons  who  know  about 
uiem,  but  to  perscms  who  do  not  know 
ttboat  them.  Well,  I  am  afraid  that 
that  charge  is  true,  so  far  as  the  ques- 
tions I  addressed  to  the  Home  Secretary 
«re  oonoemed.  On  this  last  matter  about 
Mr.  Anderson  and  the  Timti,  jtist  let 
us  see  what  the  state  of  the 
Home  SeoTstary's  knowledge  really  is. 
He  chooses  to  say  that  all  ^e  chargesand 
atatementfl  that  I  made  are  absolutely 
lufounded.    \Umiiltrial  CAwr*.]  Hon. 


Gentlemen  had  better  not  oheer  too 
soon.  We  shall  see  whose  charges  and 
statements  are  absolutely  unfounded. 
The  HomeSecretary  endeaToured  to  pre- 
sent Le  Caron  to  us  as  a  priTate  friend 
of  Mr.  Anderson — as  a  private  friend  of 
the  Oommissioner  of  Police ;  and  he  says 
that  this  private  friend  having  ooms 
over  on  private  basiness,  sees  Mr.  An- 
derson ;  and  he  says  that  Mr.  Andoiaon, 
knowing  that  Le  Caron  was  going  to 
give  evidence  before  the  Commission, 
felt  himself  unwillingly  obliged  to  g^ve 
him  these  documents.  Kow,  everybody 
in  this  House  and  everybody  in  Eiig>- 
land,  except  the  Home  Secretajy,  knows 
that  Le  Caron  was  introduced  to  Mi. 
Houston  by  Mr.  Anderson.  Who  is  it 
I  ask,  then,  who  makes  unfounded 
statements?  Who  comes  forward  in  an 
official  posidon  and  attacks  Gentlemen 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  saying  that 
they  make  totally  unfounded  statements  f 
Why,  Le  Oaron  never  knew  Mr.  Hous- 
ton except  through  Mr.  Anderson ;  and 
yet  the  Secretary  of  State  gets  np  and 
gives  the  House  this  aoooont  of  the 
officers  of  his  own  Department !  This 
private  friend  of  Mr.  Anderson  comsa 
over  to  this  country  on  private  busmess, 
and  Mr.  Anderson  introdnoes  him  to 
another  friend  who  happens  to  be  the 
Secretary  of  the  Loval  and  Patriotio 
Union,  and  apparen^  also  the  private 
friend  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Koesendale.  I  think  we  must  haW 
a  catalogue  of  these  private  friends.  It 
began  with  "old  friendship."  Well,  the 
friend  of  Mr.  Anderson  goes  to  that 
other  friend,  Mr.  Houston,  they  have 
private  documents  whioh  they  ex- 
amine together,  and  then  they  oanr 
them  to  the  Attorney  General.  And 
this  in  a  great  State  mqoiry ;  and  then 
a  man  in  the  position  of  the  Horn* 
Secretary  gete  up  and  tells  his  cock-and- 
bull  sto^  to  the  House  of  Oommons. 
["Oh!"1  Well,  not  to  be  too  vw- 
nacular,  1  will  use  bis  own  words,  and 
say  he  makes  a  totally  nnfonnded  stete- 
ment. 

An  hon.  MxMBBB :  Where  is  it  up 
founded  f 

Sm  W.  HAECOUBT:  He  says  that 
Mr.  Anderson  gave  these  things  un- 
willingly to  Le  Oaron;  that  he  was 
obliged  to  do  it  only  on  account  of  his 
puhHc  duty.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asked  me  why  I  called  Mr.  Anderson  a 

tout "  for  Uie  Timei.     I  say  that  it  is 
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touting  for  the  Timt*  if  he  tokaa  Le  Oarcm 
and  iDtroduoes  him  to  Mr.  Honeton. 
What  has  Hr.  Andereoii  to  do  with  Mr. 
Houetoa?  Who  is  Mr.  Hoiuton?  I 
have  another  question  that  comes  to  my 
hand.    Ther  come  day  by  day,  and  we 

rt  a  little  bit  of  the  truth  by  degrees, 
should  like  to  ask  whether  Pigott's 
order  to  visit  Daly  was  obtained  by  Mr. 
Houston  ?  Perhaps  the  Home  Secretary 
has  never  heard  of  Houston.  I  can  inform 
him  who  he  is.  [Mr.  Matthhws  here 
made  a  gesture.]  Oh,  then  you 
know.  There  is  one  fact  with  which 
the  Home  Secretary  is  acqnainted. 
Well,  now,  I  have  answered  the  Home 
Secretary.  I  now  come  to  the  qnestion 
of  Dr.  Barr.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  that  Dr.  Bsrr's  published  letter 
went  through  the  Irish  Secretary's  hands 
on  its  road.  On  its  road  to  Dublin  ?  To 
the  Timt»  ?  It  went  by  the  underground 
pusage  between  the  Irish  Office  and 
Printing  House  Square.  The  Home 
Secretary  says  that  this  letter  from  Dr. 
Barr  may  have  been  characterized  by 
bad  taste,  imprudence,  and  indiscretion. 
This  ie  the  letter  which  was  sent  to  the 
Irish  Secretary  to  look  at,  and  which  he 
sends  on  to  the  Tli'nMt— this  letter  which 
the  Home  Secretary  saya  is  oharaoterized 
by  bad  taste,  impmaence,  and  indis- 
oretion.  See  how  these  Cabinet  Ministers 
love  one  another !  One  critic,  the  Home 
Secretary,  thinks  that  the  letter  is  oha- 
-taotsrized  by  bad  taste,  while  the  other 
critic,  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
sends  it  on  to  the  !fim»»,  with  his 
imprinatw.  But  the  Home  Secretary 
has  said  a  much  more  important  thing 
about  this  letter.  He  has  said  that  if 
the  letter  had  been  written  by  an  Irish 
prison  doctor  it  would  have  disqualified 
nim  for  his  position.  Xow,  what  was 
Dr.  Barr  sent  to  Ireland  for  ?  He  was 
sent  to  advise  the  Irish  Qnvemment  and 
Irish  doctors  upon  the  treatment  of  Irish 
prisoners.  He  was  sent  as  an  impartial 
man  of  experience  whose  advice  could  be 
relied  upon,  and  yet  this  man  is  declared 
by  the  Home  Secretary  to  be  a  man 
whose  action  would  have  disqualified  him 
from  retaining  his  position  had  he  been 
an  Irish  doctor.  That  is  the  sort  of 
advice  on  which  the  Irish  Government 
rely  in  connection  with  the  treatment 
of  Mr.  O'Brien  and  other  Members  of 
Parliament.  They  fortify  themselves 
with  the  opinion  and  advice  of  a  man 
who  the  Home  Secretary  says  would  be 
Sir  W.Banmtrt 
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Irian  prison.  But  an  Insh  Nationallat 
might  very  well  be  imprisoned  in  Liver- 
pool or  some  other  English  town,  anS 
surely  if  Dr.  Barr  is  disqualified  from 
taking  care  of  a  Nationalist  in  Ireland, 
he  is  also  disqnaliGed  from  taking  care- 
of  a  NationaUst  in  Liverpool.  When 
the  proner  time  oomes  for  dis- 
cussing Uie  question  of  Dr.  Barr'a 
salary,  I  shall  ask  how  any  Nationalist 
prisoner  can  possibly  be  placed  under 
the  control  of  the  man  who  wrote  that 
letter.  Now,  I  have  asked  the  Home 
Secretary  whether  I^gott's  admission  to 
the  prison  in  which  Daly  was  oonfined- 
was  obtained  by  Houston,  and  we  ought 
to  know  whether  it  was  or  not. 

*Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  already 
stated  to-day  that  Pigott's  admisaioa 
was  obtained  by  himself  on  his  owni 
personal  application. 

Sia  W.  HABCOUBT :  But  was  it 
obtained  on  the  recommendatioa  at 
somebody  else  ? 

*Mb.  MATTHEWS:  Without  any- 
whatever. 

Sib  W.  HAKCOUET  :  Well,  that  i» 
an  answer  to  m^  question.  Now  let  us 
consider  the  visit  of  Mr.  Soames.  It  is 
very  important  to  observe  the  ground 
upon  wnich  the  Home  Secretary  ha» 
defended  the  visit  of  Mr.  Soamea  to 
Daly.  I  accept  his  explanation,  and  I 
believe  it  to  be  the  true  explanation  of 
the  whole  matter,  and  I  wish  to  have 
it  on  record,  because  it  mast  be 
the  foundation  of  our  whole  inquiry. 
This,  then,  was  no  proceeding  between 
private  parties,  for  tne  Home  Seoretary- 
oas  stated  that  it  was  a  State  inquiry- 
into  the  oonduot  of  the  Queen's  enemies. 
That  statement  will  relieve  us  of  some 
difficulty  when  we  come  to  disooss  the 
position  of  the  Attorney  General,  becausfr 
in  a  State  inquiry  against  the  Queen's- 
enemies  the  Attorney  General  was,  of 
course,  the  proper  person  to  conduct 
that  inquiry.  This,  then,  was  a  State 
prosecution  from  the  first.  [^Hfmitterial 
eriti  of  "Na\  "]  It  has  been  so  avowed 
by  the  Home  Seoretary,and  we  now  know 
where  we  are.  If  you  did  not  like  what 
your  Home  Secretary  said  yon  should 
have  stopped  him.  In  order  to  defend 
the  mission  of  Mr.  Soames  to  the  convict 
Daly,  the  Home  Secretary  said  this  wa» 
a  State  inquiry,  involving  the  conduct 
of  the  Queen's  enemies,  and,  as  this  waa 
a  proceeding  against  the  Irish  Members^ 
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I  presnine  tluit  the  roprenntatiTea  of 
Ireland  are,  in  tbe  opinion  of  the  Home 
Seoretar;  and  the  Gorenunent,  the 
Qneen'g  enemiea.  Well,  this,  whioh 
haa  nerer  bean  orowed  openly  by  the 
Ooremment  before,  was  what  everybody 
thought,  bat  now  we  have  it  on  the 
authority  of  the  prineipal  Secretary  of 
State,  and  I  think  that  it  will  form  a 
Tery  solid  hoais  and  foundation  for  oar 
fature  treatment  of  the  sabjeot 
•Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  right  hon. 
•Gentleman  has  niatakan  my  words. 
The  words  I  need  were  "the  Queen's 
onemiea  in  Amerioa." 

83  W.  HABOOUBT;  Yes;  but 
Iheir  aooomplioes  are  supposed  by  you 
ito  be  hare.  However,  we  shall  deal 
with  this  matter  jwesently.  At  this 
moment  I  content  myself  wtth  pointing 
out  that  this  inquiry  into  the  oonduot  of 
the  Qaeon'a  enemiaa  is  the  iuqniry 
vhioh  we  understood  was  airanged  by 
tiie  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  out  of 
kindly  interest  for  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Otty  of  Cork.  The  oandour  and 
Bimplimty  of  the  Home  Seinntary  have 
now  afforded  us  all  the  assistance  we 
■could  desire  in  preparing  for  a  fall  dis- 
cussion of  the  question  when  the  proper 
time  arrives.  Now  as  to  Mr.  Anderson's 
■eondnot  in  the  matter.  We  are  told 
that  the  Home  Seoretaiy  knew  nothing 
about  Le  Oaron.  WeU,  he  was  not 
likely  to  know  anything  about  him,  any 
mora  than  I  woa.  When  a  man  in  the 
position  of  Mr.  Anderson  has  secret  is- 
ibrmatioB  he  never  tells  anyone  who 
are  his  informers.  Mr.  Anderson's  du^ 
in  the  Criminal  Investigation  Depart- 
ment is  to  get  all  the  information  he 
«aa  and  to  keep  it  to  himself,  only  die- 
oloaing  just  so  much  as  it  may  be  abeo- 
lotely  neooeeniy  to  diselose  when  aotion 
has  to  be  taken.  The  tight  hon  Gentle- 
man Bays  that  these  letters  from  Xie 
Oaron  were  not,  in  the  proper  sense  of 
the  term,  official  letters.  Oi  course  they 
were  not.  Lettws  of  this  kind  are  not 
produced  in  the  Home  Office;  there  are 
a  number  of  secret  communications  in 
Sootland  Yard  which  never  oome  to  the 
Home  Office.  Th^  are  documents  in 
the  hands  of  the  Ppliee  for  the  detection 
of  secret  crime.  That  is  the  character  of 
the  documents  in  question.  Does  the 
'  ;ht  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  say  that 
the  ioformera  u[ainBt  thieves  and 
ofcpookete  in  Lon<u)n  are  the  private 
iendfl  lit  the  Commiaaioner  of  Folioe, 
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and  that  their  eommnnieations  are  in 
the  nature  of  private  oorreapondenoe 
which  they  may  take  firam  the  pigeon 
holes  in  Scotland  Yard  and  hand  over  on 
the  Oommisdoner's  rooommondation  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Loyal  and  Patriotio 
Union  or  anybody  else  r  I  will  say  no 
more  at  present  except  this — that  if  the 
Home  Secretary  is  satisfied  with  the 
answers  which  he  has  given  me,  I 
have  no  reason  to  he  diasatiefied  with 
them. 
*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  (Eaat  Manches- 
ter) :  I  was  a  good  deal  puzzled  yester- 
day when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
refused  with  some  mdignation  the  offer 
made  by  the  Leader  of  the  House  to 
afford  him  fadlities  next  week  for  brings 
ing  forward  a  Vote  of  Oeasure  against 
the  Government  and  formulating  his 
charges  against  them.  But  I  now  under- 
stand the  motive  that  autuated  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  When  a  Vote 
of  Oeasure  is  moved,  a  speeob  lasting 
two  hours  and  a  half  is  about  the  f  uQ 
ollowanoe  to  any  individual  orator,  but 
such  a  limit  of  time  would  not  satisfy 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when  speak- 
ing on  this  question.  We  have  now 
been  engaged  in  this  discussion  for 
about  two  hours  and  a  half.  [Orwt  tf 
dituHt,  *Hd  "Tour  usual  aooutaoy."] 
Well,  for  about  two  hours ;  and  of  that 
time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
oooupied  at  least  two  thirds  with  his  two 
verf  long  speeches.  At  that  rate  of  pro- 
grees,  if  anybody  else  is  to  be 
admitted  to  take  part  in  this  de- 
bate, it  certainly  will  be  difficult 
for  my  right  hon.  Friend  near  me  to 
bring  it  to  a  oonolnsioa  in  time  to  satisfy 
the  requirements  of  the  law.  I  do  not 
propose  to  travel  over  the  whole  grouud 
traversed  by  the  right  hon.Geutleman, 
beoanse  I  shall  have  an  opportunity 
later  of  speaking  oo  the  whole  question 
and  dealing  with  these  ridiculous 
allegations  mode  by  the  right  htm. 
Gentleman,  for  the  purpose,  obviously, 
of  creating  Party  oapital  which  refer 
to  the  action  of  the  Government  and  the 
now  pending  OommissioB.  But  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  challenged 
me,  I  must  say  a  word  with  respeot  to 
the  ease  of  Dr.  Barr.  It  is  very  diffi- 
cult  to  get  a  tact  into  the  head  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  have  already 
striven  with  such  powers  of  lucid  expo- 
sition as  are  at  my  command  to  tell  the 
House  and  the  right  hon.  GenUeman 
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that  I  nerer  gave  anything;  that  can  b« 
dMcribod  as  an  impn»utur  to  the  letter 
of  Dr.  Barr.  He  sent  it  to  me;  he 
desired  it  to  be  forwarded,  and  I  did 
forrard  it.  Of  oourae,  if  I  hod  seen  any 
glare  obj  eotion  to  Dr.  Barr'a  proposal,  I 
should  hare  advised  him  not  to  send  the 
lettw,  but  I  saw  no  grave  objection 
the  course  which  he  proposed,  and  I 
therefore  oarried  out  his  request  and  did 
forward  the  letter  to  the  Tinut;  but  that 
is  not  a  justifioation  for  saying,  as  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  has  said,  that  I  ever 
gave  the  letter  my  imprimalur,  or  that  I 
am  responsible  for  the  contents  of  the 
letter  or  the  taste  of  the  writer.  I  hear 
the  speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man and  his  attacks  upon  oar  Party 
cheered  by  hon.  Uembers  opposite ;  but 
am  I,  therefore,  to  do  those  (gentlemen 
the  injustice  of  saying  that  they  ap- 
wrva  the  taste  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman?  Kever  shall  I  utter  suoh 
a  calumny  against  Gentlemen  oppo- 
aite.  I  recognize  that  every  man  has 
a  right  to  defend  himself  within  limits 
in  the  manner  beet  suited  to  his  taste 
and  genius — the  taste  and  genius  of  the 
right  hun.  Oentleman  lead  him  into  very 
strange  paths — and  I  maintain  that  I 
am  not  to  be  held  responsible  for  the 
manner  in  which  Dr.  Barr  hasrepelled  at- 
tacks upon  himself  of  the  most  scandalous 
description.  Let  the  Committee  take  note 
of  this  fact ;  this  attack  on  Dr.  Barr  has 
been  made  under  the  guise  of  an  earnest 
regard  for  official  discipline  and  official 
etiquette.  Is  there  a  man  in  this  House 
who  is  taken  in  by  that  shallow  pretence? 
We  all  know  why  Dr.  Barr  is  attacked. 
We  all  know  that  he  made  enemies  of 
Oentlemen  below  theOangway  opposite 
beoause  he  exposed  all  the  rubbish  that 
has  been  talked  about  the  treatment  of 
so-called  political  prisoners  in  Ireland, 
and  we  also  know  that  as  soon  as  hon. 
Members  below  the  Oangway  opposite 
haye  marked  out  their  viottm  the  right 
htm.  Oentleman  oomes  forth  as  exe- 
cutioner. That  IB  all  that  I  have  to  say 
with  reference  to  Dr.  Barr.  I  hare 
defended  him  often  before  in  this  House, 
and  I  shall  be  prepared  to  defend  him 
B^n.  I  rose  on  mis  occasion  simply  to 
point  out  the  absurd  and  shallow  pre- 
tence under  which  political  animosity 
against  a  single  individual  has  been 
cloaked  under  cover  of  a  eimnlated 
regard  for  the  discipline  of  the  public 
aerrice. 

^r.  A.  J.  Balfour 
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ICb.  T.  U.  HEALY(N.  Longford) :  I 
tnut,  Kr,  I  may  have  thepresenoe  of  at 
least  some  ICMnber  of  Her  M^eety'» 
Oorernment,  beoause  it  would  be  dim- 
cult  for  me  to  continue  the  debate  oa 
this  sabject  in  the  absence  not  only  of 
the  right  hon.  Oentlemui  the  Chief 
Secretary,  but  also  of  every  other  Mem- 
ber of  Uiis  Administration.  My  obser- 
vations will  be  mainly  addressed  to  the- 
Home  Secretary  and  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, and  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  ar» 
not  in  their  places,  a  oircumstanoe  cal- 
culated to  embarrass  me  in  what  I  deeira 
to  say.  We  are  in  this  position ;  that  not 
only  do  we  find  the  greatest  difficulty  in 
obtaining  information  from  the  Govern- 
ment at  question  time,  but  when  we  are- 
anxious  to  debate  a  particular  Bubjeot 
the  Treasury  Benoh  is  quite  empty.  The 
Ohief  Secretary  stated,  in  the  first 
instaooe,  that  Dr.  Barr  had  disposed  of 
what  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  called 
the  rubbish  which  had  been  used  by  th*- 
Irish  Members  in  regard  to  Ifr.  Mande- 
ville  and  Mr.  William  O'feion.  I  waa- 
curious  to  see  on  what  that  statement  of. 
the  Ohief  Secretary  was  founded,  and  I 
turned  to  the  verdict  of  the  Ooroner'a- 
Jury  at  Fermoy  in  reference  to  the  death, 
of  Mr.  Mandeville. 

An  hon.  Mbhbxb  oalled-the  attention, 
of  the  Chairman  to  the  fact  that  there- 
were  not  40  Members  present. 

The  House  was  counted  and  a  quoruia 
found  to  be  present. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  turned  to  the- 
verdiot  of  the  j  ury  at  Feimoy,  which  had 
the  advantage  of  Dr.  Barr*  s  presence — a 
jury  compoeed  of  non-Nationalists;  at 
any  rate,  out  of  13  persons  on  the  jury 
only  two  were  Nationalists — there  being 
the  following  ConservatiTes  upon  the- 
jury,  all  of  whom  had  had  the  adrantag» 
of  listening  to  Dr.  Barr— namely,  Hr. 
Philip  Bonded ge 

Thb  OHAIBMAN:  I  would  remind, 
the  hon,  and  learned  Member  that  the 
point  now  under  discussion  is  connected 
with  the  Home  Office  Department,  and 
that  Dr.  Barr  and  the  action  of  the  Home^ 
Secretary  in  reference  to  Dr.  Barr's  con- 
duct cannot  come  under  discussion  hercr 
but  must  be  discussed  on  a  Vote  that 
will  follow  hereafter, 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  Quite  right.  I 
do  not  desire  to  press  the  subject  further 
than  this — namely,  that  when  the  Chief 
Secretary  says  that  we  have  indulged  ia 
rubbish,  and  that  Dr.  Barr  has  disposed 
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vt  that  rabbiah,  it  wu  aa  veil  to  ahow 
vhat  a  jnrj  of  OonserratiTes  or  non- 
STationaliBtB  thought  of  Dr.  Ban-  when 
the;  eud  in  their  ^»rdiot,  "  We  coadeom 
the  reckleea  and  unfounded  ohargea 
made  b;  Br.  But  afi^inBt  the  medical 
mBS  and  poor  Hr.  Mandeville."  That, 
I  think,  snffldentl;  disposes  of  the  alle- 
gation that  we  have  invented  rubbish 
about  Dr.  Bur.  But  ooming  more  im- 
mediately  to  the  argument,  I  would  refer 
to  the  rigour  and  determination  the 
wht  hon.  Oentlemon  displays  in  this 
m»UM  in  defending  Dr.  Barr,  it  being 
a  remarkable  faot  that  the  only  thing 
that  will  induce  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  to  arouse  himself  from  bis  lethargic 
langour  is  the  defence  of  persons  wno 
make  themBfllToe  obnoxious  to  the  Irish 
people.  Any  subject  concerning  the 
veuhre  of  Ireland  he  treats  iu  his  finest 
and  airiest  and  most  dilettante  style ;  but 
if  snytbiug  is  said  gainst  a  person  who 
makes  himself  obnoxious  to  nine-tenths 
of  the  Irish  people  aud  flve-sizthB  of 
flieir  BepreseatatiTes,  he  flings  himself, 
like  on  athlete,  into  the  arena,  and  with 
all  the  Tigoor  he  can  command  rushes 
forward  to  the  breach.  I  admire  the 
manner  iu  which  he  defended  Dr.  Barr, 
but  there  are  some  slight  matters  it 
wonld  hare  been  well  to  hare  dereloped 
in  the  course  of  that  defence.  He  says 
it  is  stated  that  the  Home  Secretary  has 
offended  against  our  canons  of  good 
taste ;  but  at  any  rate  he  did  not  comply 
with  the  canons  of  good  taste  at  Dan- 
garran,  nor  with  the  canons  of  good 
taste  or  good  feeling  in  the  abstract. 

Ths  chairman  1  I  again  call  on 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to  notice 
that  the  subject  under  discussion  is  the 
Home  Office,  which  has  no  relation  to 
Dr.  Barr,  whose  conduct  should  be  dis- 
ooBsed  on  the  Prisons  Vote. 

MB.T.M.HEALT;  I  bow,  Sir,  to  your 
ruling,  but  I  am  at  a  lose  to  understand 
how  the  Ohief  Secretary  was  able  to 
hedge  in  his  reply,  while  I  am  not 
allowed  to  answer  hia  obsarrations.  I 
will  not,  however,  pursue  the  subject 
ftardier,  but  will  put  some  questions  to 
the  Ohief  Secretary.  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  when  the  Chief  Secretary 
forwarded  Dr.  Barr's  letter  to  the  Tinui 
he  sent  a  letter  of  his  own  with  it  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOTTR  :   No. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Then,  I  suppose 
that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  wrote  his 
name  on  the  eavelope,  not  oeceesarilyfor 


Jiublioation,  but  as  a  guarantee  of  good 
aith.  With  regard  to  the  challenge 
that  we  should  bring  forward  a  Tote  of 
Censure,  I  should  be  very  slow  to  recom- 
mend anyone  to  bring  forth  such  a. 
Motion  until  we  have  obtained  the  whole' 
truth  as  to  the  action  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary and  the  Home  Office  in  these 
matters.  It  would  be  a  great  con- 
venience, now  that  the  Timii'  oase  has 
finished,  if  the  Oovemment  wonld  lay  oa 
the  Tahle  the  evidence  printed  up  to 
date,  so  that  hon.  Members  may  be  able 
to  detect  the  figures  and  statements  made 
by  the  Oovemment  before  we  ask  the 
country  to  form  a  conclusion  upon  the 
whole  range  of  the  evidence.  I  further 
wish  to  know  whether  Pigott's  letter  to 
the  prison  authorities  is  in  existence,, 
and,  if  it  is,  whether  we  can  have  it.  I 
also  desire  to  know  the  names  of  th& 
prison  authorities  who  granted  per- 
mission to  Pigott  to  SCO  D^y ;  whether 
these  gentlemen  have  a  friend  called 
Houston;  and  whether  Houston  saw  the^ 
prison  authorities  and  obtained  aa 
assurance  thatPigott's  application  would 
be  granted.  It  may  be  interesting  to- 
the  Attorney  General  to  know  that  wo 
hope  to  capture  Pigolt's  diary,  it  wo- 
have  not  done  so  ^ready,  and  that  it 
oontains  matter  which  is  interesting  and 
ouriouB  with  reference  to  Pigott's  private- 
friends.  As  I  am  informed,  it  waa 
Honston  who  secured  for  Pigott  an  in- 
terview with  the  dynamitard,  and  I  ask 
the  Home  Secretary  to  say  whether 
there  is  any  oorrospondenoe  on  the  sub- 
ject of  those  visits.  I  wish,  in  addition, 
to  repeat  the  question  which  I  have  put 
to  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  without 
success.  I  am  amazed  in  a  matter  of 
this  kind  at  the  blank  ignorance  of  the 
Oovemment.  It  ia  so  convenient,  so 
virtuoudy  convenient,  to  know  uothing. 
We  are,  in  fact,  ignorant  of  the  opera* 
tiona  of  the  Queen's  enemiea,  and 
when  I  asked  a  question  about  Pigott, 
the  Homo  Secretary  could  not  answer 
without  notice — he  had  never  before 
heard  of  Pigott  since  the  days  of  Dun- 
garvan.  The  Home  Secretary  has  stated 
Uiat  he  believed  —  speaking  from 
memory — a  person  called  Bichard  Pigott 
in  the  month  of  December  visited  Daly. 
I  might  compare  the  Home  Secretary 
to  certain  inhabitants  of  Laputa  who 
required  a  flapper  behind  them  to  strike 
them  as  occasion  required  in  order  to 
wake  them  up  to  the  ueceesities  of  ths 
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oooasion.  If  I  might  suggAst  a  flapper 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I  would 
name  the  Attorney-General,  who  would 
jo^  his  memory  upon  these  inoonreaient 
points.  I  merel;  confine  myself  to 
mTiling  inquiiy  on  the  subjoot ;  I  make 
no  ohsjrges  or  aUegations ;  I  leave  that 
to  "  our  old  friend  Walter."  And  now 
I  come  to  another  branch  of  the  subjeot, 
the  interriewB  between  Mr.  Soames  and 
Dr.  Gallagher  and  Daly,  and  the  subse- 
quent interriew  between  Pigott  and 
Daly.  We  are  not  told  whether  Figott 
eaw  anybody  else,  but  I  suppose  he  got 
the  run  of  the  prison — and  certainly  it 
waa  a  place  with  which  he  ought  to  have 
had  an  intimate  acquaintance  long  be- 
fore; I  quite  recognize  the  fitness  of 
things  in  that.  My  question  is  nbsther 
Figott' 8  interview  and  Mr.  Soamee' 
interriew  with  these  diUntu  were  noted 
by  the  Governor  of  the  jail.  I  under- 
stand from  an  answer  given  to-day 
that  this  official  did  not  take  notes 
of  the  interviews.  Now,  we  know, 
of  course,  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yammsnt  are  most  anxious  that 
every  information  in  the  possaasion 
of  Mr.  Soames  should  be  laid  also  be- 
fore the  representatives  of  the  defend- 
ants before  the  Oommiseion.  We  know 
the  anxiety  of  the  Government  on  the 
subject.  The  learned  Attorney  Geceral, 
who  was  aooustomed  in  Oourt  to  refuse 
even  the  names  of  witnesses  he  was 
ffdng  to  call,  or  would  not  give  us  an 
aonrs  notice,  will  share  the  anxiety  of 
bis  colleagues  that  all  information 
obtained  by  Mr.  Soames  should,  with 
the  ntmost  freedom  and  generosity,  be 
laid  before  as.  So  j  ust  are  the  Govern- 
ment, that  I  am  prepared  to  be  told  at 
once  that  the  Beport  of  the  governor  of 
the  gaol  as  to  what  took  place  in  the 
interriew  between  Pigott  and  Daly,  and 
between  Mr.  Soames  and  Daly,  and  Mr. 
Soames  and  Gallagher,  will  at  once — 
and  that  it  was  from  mere  absence 
of  recollection  that  it  was  not  done 
long  since— be  laid  before  Mr.  George 
Iiewis  and  the  other  persons  connected 
with  the  defence.  This  has  not  yet 
been  done,  and  I  ask  now,  have  these 
notes  of  the  interriews  been  supplied 
to  the  Home  Office,  and  shiOl  we 
now  have  access  to  them  as  well  as 
Mr.  Soames  ?  Those  are  my  inquiries 
on  these  two  points.  But  there  is  an- 
other matter  I  should  like  to  refer  to 
also.  It  U  stated  that  Pigott  got  this 
J/r.  7.  M.  Mealy 


visit  to  Daly  in  the  ordinary  oonrse  as 
a  private  friend.  This  is  not  denied. 
But  there  was  also  a  oonriot  named 
Nally  brought  over  in  the  interest  of 
the  2\mu  to  Miltbank  Prison.  Now,  I 
want  to  show  the  diSerenoe  between 
how  the  rieits  of  Pigott  vere  fadlitated 
and  the  way  the  ^visits  of  prisoners' 
friends  and  Uie  ftiends  of  the  defendants 
before  the  Oommission  are  faeilitated. 
I^{r<>*^  S*^  permission  to  see  Daly  as  a 
personal  friend,  and  Daly  is  a  oonriot 
suffering  punishment  for  one  of  the 
gravest  onenoes  against  the  law.  Nally 
has  five  or  six  years  to  serve  for  an 
offence  much  less  grave  than  the  dyna- 
mitard.  Nally,  being  forcibly  brought 
over  from  Ireland,  said,  at  the  railway 
station,  "I  wish  the  people  to  under- 
stand that  we  are  being  brought  over 
against  our  will ;  we  are  not  ^ing  of 
our  own  aocord."  Now  a  visit  was 
due  to  Nally — I  believe  he  had  not 
had  a  visitor  for  six  months,  but  will 
it  be  believed  this  impartial  Govern- 
ment stopped  Nally's  rieit  for  misoou- 
duct?  He  made  this  statement  at  the 
railiray  station  that  I  have  alluded  to, 
and  the  defendant's  solicitor  was  refused 
admission  to  see  him.  But  Figott,  by 
means  perhaps  of  false  keys,  or  having 
a  pass  key,  enters  Her  Majesty  s 
prisons  with  as  much  freedom  as  an 
official  there.  And  hon.  Conservative 
Gentlemen — they  are  "all  honourable 
men " — go  down  to  their  oonstituents 
and  say  we  have  been  treated  with  what 
Lord  DuSerin  calls  "the  august  im- 
partiality of  British  law."  I  call  it  all 
humbug — humbug.  Sir.  What  is  more, 
I  think  the  fact  1  have  stated  is  a  dis- 
grace to  every  person  conoerned.  You 
refused  Nally  a  risit  to  which  he  was 
entitled.  Nally,  I  understand,  was  a 
good-conduct  prisoner;  there  were  never 
any  complaints  against  him.  What  he 
said  at  the  railway  station  was  the 
natural  cry  of  a  man  who  was  being 
kidnapped,  as  he  supposed,  carried  off 
against  his  will,  not  snowing  where  or 
why.  He  knew  that  Andrews,  the 
gaoler  of  Dovnpatrick,  had  attempted 
to  tamper  with  him,  the  man  who  was 
afterwards  promoted  to  the  honour  of 
being  William  O'Brien's  gaoler  at  Clon- 
mol.  Well,  a  risit  to  Nally  is  denied 
us,  while  Pigott  is  allowed  the  run  of 
Chatham  Prison,  and  is  allowed  to  see 
the  dynamitard  or  whoever  he  likes  on 
the  premises.    I  leave  this  incident  in 
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tha  hutoty  of  Famdlum  and  Orime 
jiut  then,  and  proceed  to  make  another 
remark  on  Hr.  Soofflee'  aotioa.  A  Com< 
miamon  has  been  created  to  inqnire  Into 
*'  FamdlinB  and  Orime ;  '*  but  I  think 
it  ia  not  improbable  that,  amon^  other 
OommiMionB  that  may  be  appointed,  it 
may  be  after  a  oha^e  of  Administration 
— and  suoh  a  Gommiseion  ie  badly 
wanted— a  Oommisoion  may  be  neoes- 
aaty  to  get  at  the  bottom  of  "  Wat- 
terum  and  Orime."  I  grieve  to  say 
■uoh  a  thing  of  an  "  old  friend 
of  Her  Kajesty's  Oovemment.  I  wish 
to  say  that  rigorously,  it  may  be  slowly, 
bat  with  a  determined  persistency,  we 
will  get  at  the  bottom  of  this  foul 
conapiraoy.  We  haTc  the  yirtuone 
Attorney  General  at  the  head  of  it  u 
buttress  and  gargoyle,  and,  I  presume, 
.all  the  department  of  legal  attainments; 
and  then  we  have  at  the  other 
end  Kohard  Figott,  Mr.  Soames,  Ur. 
Andeiflon,  and  others  who  represent  the 
gutters,  the  agents  to  do  the  dirty  work, 
men  whom  Uie  learned  and  virtuoua 
Attorney  General  would  not  touch  with 
tongs.  Step  by  step  with  fatal  ac- 
curaoy  we  trace  their  progress  through 
tha  mire.  These  visits  were  paid  to  men 
in  conviot  gaols,  men  under  the  most 
terrible  sentence— a  life  sentence — men 
absolutely  hopeless,  destitute  of  all 
prospect  of  freedom,  condemned  as 
enemies  of  the  human  race,  condemned 
nuder  the  most  terrible  oiroumstances 
and  with  the  moat  terrible  facts  gainst 
them ;  and,  I  ask — a[iart  altogether 
from  obtaining  the  eridencs  of  suoh 
men  against  bou.  Members  of  this 
House — I  ask,  was  it  a  fair  thing  to 
the  men  themselves  ?  I  presume  John 
Daly  has  friends — I  presume  he  has  a 
mouter,  nster,  relatives  living.  We 
know  from  the  Press  that  Dr.  Gallagher 
has  friends  who  are  interested  on  his 
behalf ;  and,  I  say,  was  it  a  fair  thing 
for  the  agent  of  the  7\itut,  be  he  Soames, 
Figott,  Anderson,  or  Inspector  Little- 
-chud,  whosoever  he  may  be,  to  put 
these  men  before  the  public  in  the 
position  of  persons  who  have  been 
oormpted  by  iha  Tiuu*  f  I  say  nothing 
of  what  the  oharaetera  of  these  men  are, 


attempted  to  affix  that  stigma.  Apart 
&om  the  attempt  to  suborn  perjury  as 
against  ua,  it  was  a  gross,  a  grievous 
wrong — a    hardship    added    to    their 
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life  sentence- that  they  should  be  sab* 
jected  to  the  temptation  of  Soames  and 
Figott.  But  in  regard  to  the  attempt 
to  secure  for  the  Attorney  General  evi- 
dence against  us  I  say  nothing.  It  is 
quite  what  I  should  have  expected  from 
him.  It  is  exactly  what  we  have  had 
from  the  time  when  you  pat  poison  in 
the  wine  of  your  Irish  enemies  in  Ire- 
land ;  it  is  exactly  what  the  leaders  of 
thelrish  raoe  have  always  been  subjected 
to.  We  should  think  ourselves  un- 
worthy of  OUT  position  if  all  these  en- 
gines had  not  been  used  agmnst  us.  I 
am  proud  that  they  have  been  used ; 
they  are  the  aooepted  weapons  of  your 
political  warfare,  and  they  are  as  credit- 
sble  as  dynamite  and  assassination. 
Daly  and  Gallagher  and  Joe  Brady  are 
respectable  citizens  compared  with  men 
who  tried  to  suborn  their  testimony  to 
try  and  blast  the  character  of  innocent 
people.  I  think  John  Daly  and  Dr. 
Gallagber  will  sleep  more  soundly  in 
their  prison  cells  than  men  of  great 
respectability  who  enjoy  seats  on  the 
ous&ioned  Bench  of  the  Treasury.  8o 
much  for  that  branch  of  the  case;  and 
now  I  resume  my  observations  by  way 
of  interrogatory.  I  ask  the  Home  Sec- 
retary whether  there  is,  at  Scotland 
Yard,  as  officer  named  Andrews  ?  Of 
coarse,  the  memory  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  cannot  be  expected  to  hold 
all  these  matters;  but,  no  doubt,  the 
Attorney  General  will  be  better  ao- 
quainted  with  Andrews.  Is  there, 
at  Scotland  Yard,  a  detective,  an  in- 
spector, or  officer  of  that  name  ?  "We 
must  speak  by  the  card,  or  equivocation 
will  undo  us."  It  I  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary,  Is  there  a  constable  named 
So-and-so,  he  will  say  "No,"  because 
the  man  happens  to  be  a  sergeant.  I 
ask,  Did  Andrews  of  Scotland  Yard  pay 
a  visit  to  America  within  the  last  six  or 
eight  months?  We  know  that  the  Go- 
vernment cannot  reveal  the  purpose  of 
Littleohild's  visit  to  Chatham  to  inter- 
view a  dynamitard,  for  that  was  for 
police  purposes,  but  was   it  for  police 

Purposes  that  Andrews  visited  America  F 
o  that  I  should  like  an  answer.  Then, 
in  the  words  of  the  nursery  rhyme,  I 
would  ask,  ''What  did  he  there?" 
Also,  I  should  like  to  ask  whether  An- 
drews saw  Le  Oaron  in  America?  And, 
also,  whether  it  was  Andrews  who  got 
Le  Oaron  to  repair  to  Westminster  for 
his  private  affairs  ?    These  are  specific 
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^uctiotu,  and  I  prMome  they  oan  all 
be  answered  with  enga^g  oandoiu  by 
the  Home  Secretary.  I  say  the  state- 
ments in  regard  to  Le  Caron  thathe  oame 
here  on  private  affairs  uninfluenced  by 
the  Tim**,  and  that  Anderson  did  his 
beat  to  prerent  him  coming  forward — 
hia  best  seems  to  have  been  the  present 
of  a  volume  of  documents — will  not 
deoeive  the  most  rudimaotsry  intelli- 
gence. We  shall  require  some  further 
proof  on  this  point.  We  have  not  had 
an  answer  to  the  question  as  to  Ander- 
son's introduction  of  Le  Caron  to 
Houston.  It  may  or  may  not  be  hie 
business  to  introduce  unawares  spies 
from  America,  but  Houston  has  been 
examined,  and  Le  Caron  has  been  ex- 
amined, and  although  we  hare  not  been 
able  to  get  aooesB  to  the  files  of  evidence 
we  have  the  Hmu  in  the  library,  and 
in  the  future  I  shall  regard  It  as  a 
precious  heritage.  I  find  that  Mr.  An- 
derson wrote  a  lettor  introducing  Le 
Oaron  to  Mr.  Houston.  It  that  be  so, 
what  becomes  of  the  statement  of  the 
Home  Secretary?  What  business  has 
an  official,  a  secret  official  of  the  Home 
Office,  whose  very  functions  are  unde- 
fined, to  introduce  Le  Oaron  to  Mr. 
Honston  F  Aad  I  ask  how  is  it  that  this 
expression  occurs  in  the  letter:  "Mr. 
Houston  is  a  gentleman  on  whom  yon 
can  tfaoTOughly  rely"?  Now,  how 
under  Heaven  did  the  innocent  Mr. 
Anderson  know  that  the  stranger  Mr. 
Houston  was  a  gentleman  on  whom  the 
friendly  Le  Oaron  oould  rely  ?  Mr. 
Anderson  has  kept  himself  aloof,  kept 
his  vesture  unspotted  from  the  Timtt, 
kept  himself  free  from  the  stains  and 
beepatterments  disoloeed  throughout  this 
unhappy  inquiry ;  but  by  some  means, 
perhaps  by  hypnotism,  Le  Caron  seems 
to  have  got  a  letter  from  Mr.  Aoderson 
tolling  him  Mr.  Houston  was  a  gentle- 
man on  whom  he  could  thoroughly  rely. 
Of  course,  I  do  not  hke  to  put  conun- 
drums to  the  Home  Secretary,  but  I 
should  like  him  to  give  some  official  ex- 
planation that  will  hold  water,  for  really 
we  have  been  treated  to  such  a  variety 
of  phantasies  in  the  statements  of  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman,  as,  for  instance, 
that  Mr.  Anderson  acted  purely  as  an 
official,  that  an  explanation  becomes  the 
more  necesaary.  I  think  that  it  is  a 
remarkable  thing  that  a  packet  of  letters 
should  have  been  handed  over  to  Le 
Oaron ;  but  first  let  us  deal  with  the 
Jfr.  T.  M.  MmI^ 


Home  Secretary's  law.  His  law  on  the 
point  is  this— and  we  all  know  the  right 
Don.  C^ntieman  is  a  great  lawyer^— all 
the  occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench  ar» 
great  or  brave,  epmething  or  other.  Let 
us  examine  the  law  laid  down  by  th» 
right  hon.  QenUeman  as  Home  Secre- 
tary and  U.O.  It  is  impossible  to  dis- 
tinguish the  two  capacities  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman — his  law  is  that  the  pro- 
perty in  a  lettor  is  not  in  the  recipient  out 
in  the  sender.  So  Le  Caron,  haying  as- 
a  private  friend  written  various  letters 
from  America  to  Anderson,  goes  up  to 
him  and  says,  "  I  demand  from  you  my 
private  property."  Bat  is  this  the  law  ?" 
Why,  more  absurd  law  was  never  laid 
down  from  the Xreasniy  Bench.  lahonld 
have  thought,  after  decisions  in  notorious, 
cases,  everybody  would  know  what  the 
law  is.  The  decision  in  Lady  I/rttqn'a 
case,  in  that  of  the  Marquess  of  Olanri- 
carde,  and  in  Curl's  case  was  that  tb» 
property  in  a  letter  is  in  the  recdpientp 
subject  to  the  right  of  the  sender  to  pre- 
vent publication,  unless  the  sender  is  an 
agent  of  the  receiver,  I  challenge  tha- 
whole  Treasury  Bench,  Law  OfBcers  and 
all,  to  contradict  that  proposition. 
I  observe  they  are  mute  as  itotnee. 
What  becomes  of  the  statemente  of  the 
Home  Secretary  rolled  trippingly  off  th» 
tongue  at  question  time,  and  with  care- 
fully-prepared impromptus  ready?  XT 
such  are  your  answers  on  law,  what  are 
we  to  think  of  your  answers  on  hct?' 
Law  is,  to  some  extent,  an  ascertainable' 
soienca,  for  we  may  find  out  the  law  on 
the  subject  of  letters,  whether  forged  or 
otherwise,  by  reference  to  books  and 
decisions  in  leading  cases.  We  have 
asked  for  information,  and  we  expect  it. 
Are  we  to  be  stopped  from  Votes  or 
Censure  and  criticisms  on  facts  by  know- 
ledge being  withheld  from  the  House  f 
We  desire  to  arraign  the  conduct  of 
the  Ctovemment.  If  tha  subject  were 
Samoa,  we  should  have  Blue  Books 
galore  ;  but  86  Members  of  Parliament 
obtain  less  consideration.  It  ia  not  long 
since  the  Statute  Law  Bevision  Act 
swept  away  an  Act  that  I  should  like 
to  refer  to,  and  I  sometimes  doubt 
when  I  see  old  Statutes  swept  away 
wholesale  whether  we  are  altogether 
safe  in  relying  on  the  Statute  Law 
Revision  Act.  It  is  not  long  dnce. 
that  in  the  revision  of  the  Statuto  Law- 
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nsaon  to  nupeot  tbe  ootioii  of  ths  King's 
GoTemment  with  regard  to  prisoneiB, 
and  whioh  made  it  highly^  penal  for  aa; 
oaa  to  hold  out  a  temptation  or  bribe  to 
a  prisoner  to  give  fiTidesee.  That  Act 
ia  now  a  thing  of  the  past ;  it  has  been 
swept  away ;  but  so  far  as  the  moral 
oensure  oi  mankind  will  carry  any 
weight  with  a  Tory  OoTemment,  bo  far 
as  the  oondenmation  of  Memberson  these 
Beoohes,  and  prirately  ot  your  own, 
if  not  fin>m  your  "  old,"  Mends — ho  far 
aa  these  things  go,  and  so  for  as  your 
Boneibilities  are  not  blunted  by  the 
knowledge  that  you  have  £7,000  a-year 
paid  guarterly,  you  feel  that  every 
noneet  man  who  has  oonsidered  your 
dealings  in  these  matters  has  nothing 
for  you  but  censure  and  oondemoation. 
Ton  pralasa  to  grant  an  inquiry  to  ua 

rn  the  KTOund  that  you  wish  us  ' 
r  our  oEaraoter.  How  anxious  you 
were  for  that  result  I  There  was  one 
Member  of  the  Party  opposite  very 
honest  on  the  subject.  I  took  note  of 
the  words  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Loughborough  Division  [Mr.  De  Iiisle). 
The  hon.  Member  said,  "I  hope 
they  will  not  succeed  in  clearing  their 
character,  I  hope  it  is  all  true ;  I  be- 
liere  it  to  be  all  true,  and  my  hope  and 
expectation  is  that  it  will  be  proved  to 
be  true."  There  spoke  the  Tory  party. 
Yon  are  not  sorry  for  doing  this ;  you  are 
only  sorry  for  being  found  out.  You 
are  not  eorry  for  having  had  Bichard 
Figott  as  a  pal  and  a  uinm ;  you  are 
only  sorry  that  we  have  got  to  know 
about  him.  If  yon  thou^t  there  was 
no  st^a  or  stigma  attaohing  to  the 
matter  affecting  Pigott,  why  did  you  not 
tell  OB  about  it  a  little  sooner;  why 
have  we  had  to  oorksorew  the  informa- 
tion from  the  Home  Secretary  7  Why, 
if  you  are  not  ashamed  of  all  this,  don't 
you  give  us  the  entire  facts ;  why  are 
not  the  documents  in  the  Home  Office 
laid  before  the  House  ?  Why  are  not  the 
letters  from  Houston  to  Pigott,  and  the 
anbfltance  of  the  interviews  between  Gal- 
lagher and  Daly  and  Soames,  laid  before 
the  House?  H  you  are  not  ashamed  of 
the  transaction,  produce  this  informa- 
tion. I  will  tell  the  Qovemment  this, 
that  if  the  Irish  Members  do  not  get  it 
sooner  thay  will  get  it  later.  The 
Government  in  tracing  the  course  of  the 
Irish  Members  from  1879  to  1889  have 
stooped  to  every  device  and  have  shrunk 
from  nothing,  disdaining  not  the  help 


and  aid  of  the  forger  and  the  swindler ; 
but  if  ever  our  time  oomes,  we  on  thi» 
side  of  the  House  will  probe  to  the 
bottom  the  Government  s  conaection- 
with  this  bufiineea.  We  will  trace 
Houston's  visits  to  the  House  by  tho- 
entranoo  to  the  Ladies'  Gallery,  hia- 
interviewB  with  the  First  Lord,  with  ths 
Home  Secretary,  and  with  the  Attorney 
General,  and  the  means  by  which  these 
letters  and  documents  have  been  ob- 
tained, because,  unhappily  for  the  Go- 
vernment, there  happen  to  be  suchr 
things  as  pigeon-holes,  in  which  the 
details  of  all  these  transaotions  may- 
be found.  I  say  again,  there  will 
be  an  investigation  afterwards  which 
will,  in  my  opmion,  raise  up  before  tho 
T017  party  a  ghost  that  will  haunt  it  aa- 
far  as  this  generation  is  oonoemed,  and 
will  continue  to  haunt  it  for  generations- 
to  oome,  as  being  the  cause  of  one  of  the 
most  despicable  busineBses  in  whioh  a 
great  politioal  party  has  ever  been 
engaged. 

*StB.  BKADLAUGH  (Northampton)  r 
I  b^  to  move  the  reduction  of  the  item  on 
Vote  4,  Class  II.,  by  £200,  two  month's 
salary  of  the  Chief  Inspector  of  Fac- 
tories. [Opposition' <Tt'« «/  "No,  no."} 
I  do  not  understand  that  anymotian  haa 
been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Geutlemaa 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Har- 
court),  or  any  of  the  speakers  who  have- 
Buooeeded  him,  or  I  should  certainly  not 
have  intervened  at  this  stage.  If  it  ia 
not  the  intention  to  raise  the  question 
by  distinct  Motion,  I  will  do  so. 

Ma.  LABOUCHERE  (Northamp- 
ton): I  beg  to  move  the  reduction  of 
the  salary  of  the  Home  Secretary  by 
£100.  The  Chief  Secretary  has  inter- 
fered  as  usual,  and  sought  to  pour  oil 
upon  the  troubled  waters  by  tailing  ua 
that  we  have  raised  this  point  to  make 
part^  capital  out  of  it.  It  must  be 
adnutted  by  every  one  that  there  never 
was  a  more  important  question  raised  by 
an  Opposition.  We  have  been  asked  why 
wedidnot  propose  a  Vote  of  want  of  con- 
fidence instead  of  making  insinuations. 
~'  '  I  no  insinuation  in  this  matter ; 
the  attack  is  direct  and  specific  against 
the  Home  Secretary.  Then  thsOhief 
Secretary  diverged  into  the  boast  that 
he  has  defended  Dr.  Barr,  and  will  de- 
fend him  again  and  again.  We  ate  not 
here  to  aoouse  Dr.  Barr;  we  are  accus- 
ing the  Home  Secretary  himself  for  hie 
action  in  connection  with  this  matter.   I. 
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'think  that  the  worst  featare  was  the 
moda  in  which  the  Home  Secretary, 
hannff  been  advised  of  the  faot  that 
the  (^lef  SeoretBTj  had  approved  of 
the  letter  and  Bent  it  to  uie  Timtt, 
did  not  mention  it,  but  threw  the 
blame  upon  Dr.  Barr,  who  is  inno- 
■<!eot  in  comparison  with  the  Ohief 
Secretary,  The  Home  Secretary  has 
Goid  that  the  letter  of  Dr.  Barr  wae 
imprudent  and  wanting  is  discretion  ; 
but  this  imprudent  letter  had  been  sent 
to  the  TimM  by  a  oolleazue  of  the  right 
Ion.  Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Cfen- 
tieman  has  rebuked  Dr.  Barr;  but  has 
he  rebuked  his  colleague  sitting  b; 
bim  ?  If  he  has  not,  why  not  ?  It  is  hu 
colleague  who  is  responsible.  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  Ohief  Secretary  whether 
be  reoeiTed  any  letter  with  this  letter 
£rom  Dr.  Barr,  and  whether  he  sent 
-an  answer  to  Dr.  Barr.  If  bo,  will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oblige  us 
by  reading  the  two  letters  ?  We  want 
-to  get  to  the  bottom  of  this,  but  there  is 
a  perpetual  system  of  shirk,  shirk, 
shirk.  Now  with  regard  to  Pigott  and 
Daly,  I  noted  one  remark  which  fell 
from  the  Home  Secretary — I  am  always 
glad  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in- 
torfersB  in  a  Debate,  because  he  always 
put  bis  foot  into  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  spoken  of  the  Oommia- 
uon  as  "a  great  State  inquiry."  After 
that  let  us  have  no  more  about  its 
bsing  a  private  action  between  the  Tinui 
and  the  Irish  Members.  Now,  we  have 
Mr.  Soames  first  visiting  Daly ;  wa  ^en 
have  the  Government  telling  Figott  that 
he  can  visit  Daly.  Daly  had  a  visitor 
coming ;  we  are  told  his  name  waa 
Jones — I  thought  it  would  be  either 
Smith,  Jones,  or  Bobinson.  I  do  not 
believe  it.  Anyhow,  Daly  was  told  by 
the  Governor  that  instead  of  a  mythic^ 
Jones  he  might  see  Pigott.  Had  he 
known  Figott  before,  or  had  the 
-Governor  explained  what  was  the 
private  business  upon  which  Pigott 
wanted  to  see  him  F  Then  we  have  the 
letter  from  Mr.  Soames.  We  have 
heard  a  great  deal  of  Mr.  Soames  in 
the  course  of  the  inquiry,  but  I  would 
not  believe  that  gentleman  on  his  oath. 
Mr.  Soames  had  an  agent,  Konston, 
who  admitted  in  the  witness-box  that  he 
-was  acting  as  a  sort  of  general  agent  in 
the  matter  for  the  Timu.  Is  it  not  dear 
that  Houston  sent  Figott  to  Daly  ?  Was 
Mr,  Lahouehert 
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not  Pigott  ptud  for  vidting  the  man? 
Was  it  not  done  specifically  for  the 
TivtM  ?  I  want  to  sweep  away  all  Uiia 
evasion,  and  to  get  at  who  is  responsible 
in  this  matter.  With  regard  to  Mr. 
Anderson,  we  have  been  told  that  he 
was  a  private  acquaintanoe  of  Major  Le 
Oaron,  who,  by-tne-bye,  is  not  a  major, 
and  whose  name  is  not  Le  Caron.  Bat 
does  the  Home  Secretary  know  in  any 
way  that  Le  Caron  is  a  private  acquain- 
tance of  Mr.  Anderson  ?  We  are  told 
that  some  of  those  documents  were  private 
letters,  written  by  a  private  friend;  but 
I  am  not  aware  whether  iSr,  Ander- 
son has  ever  met  Major  Le  Oaron.  Mr. 
Anderson  sent  him  to  Houston  with  a 
letter;  he  did  not  know  Houston,  and 
was  somewhat  surprised  when  Mr. 
Anderson  gave  him  the  letter  to 
Houston.  What  were  the  relationa 
between  Houston  and  Anderson  before  ? 
Did  Anderson  give  any  private  informa- 
tion to  Houston  F  AU  these  things  re- 
quire explanation.  Who  has  the  docu- 
ments at  the  present  time — Houston  or 
Le  Oaron  F  We  want  to  know  this, 
because  it  is  proper  that  the  solicitota 
for  the  defence  should  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  seeing  not  only  the  papers 
given  to  Le  Oaron,  but  the  whole  papers. 
Houston  was  allowed  to  make  a  selection 
of  the  papers  which  were  useful  to  him, 
and  the  defence  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
do  the  same.  In  the  case  of  papers  at 
an  Embassy,  no  Minister  would  dream 
of  handing  them  over  to  anybody,  but 
would  leave  them  at  the  Chancery  of 
the  Embassy  for  his  successor.  Had  Mr. 
Anderson  any  right  to  give  these  papers 
to  whom  he  liked  F  No,  he  was  Dound 
to  keep  them,  and  to  reveal  the  name  of 
his  spies  to  none  but  his  successor  in 
the  office.  The  Home  Office  has  bean 
prostituted  by  the  Government,  and  we 
protest  against  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man allowing  Mr.  Soames  or  Pigott  to 
roam  about  the  public  prisons  at  their 
will.  The  Government  have  not  dis- 
played equal  justice.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman' has  been  carried  away  by 
the  idea  that  this  is  a  great  State  tri^ 
and  that  the  gentlemen  charged  are 
enemies  of  tixe  Queen.  If  that  Is  the 
view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
cannot  give  documents  to  the  defenoe, 
though  he  says  he  ia  ready  to  do  so.  Is 
he  going  to  give  them  to  the  enemies  of 
the  Queen  P    The  right  hon.  GantlemBii 
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hM  not  giiven  the  same  faoilitiw  to  the 
defence  m  to  the  Timn,  and  I  and  my 
friends  will  not  rest  satisfied  until  we 
set  to  the  bottom  of  the  tranaaotions 
between  the  Home  Secretary  and  his 
anbordinates  and  between  thoM  aubor- 
dtDates  and  the  Timn.  Until  we  do 
tbat  we  will  not  more  a  Vote  of  want 
of  oanGdeaoe.  To  do  bo  woald  be  as 
absurd  as  to  join  a  company  of  burglars 
and  then  more  a  vote  of  want  of  mn- 
fidenoe  in  their  proceedings.  The  rer- 
diet  we  want  ia  that  of  the  British 
public.  Let  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
ute  cease  to  boast  of  Uieir  majority  in 
the  House,  hut  ascertain  whether  they 
hare  a  m^ority  of  the  constituencies. 
I  beg  to  more  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, "That  the  item  of  £19,000  for 
the  Home  Office  and  subordinate  De- 
partmenta  be  rednced  by  £100,  part  of 
the  salary  of  the  Seoretaiy  of  State. — 
{Mr.  Lahowiurt.) 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  {Lirerpool, 
Scotland  Dir.) :  I  was  in  Court  during 
the  whole  of  the  time— except  one  day 
— that  Beach,  otherwise  Le  Oaron,  waa 
under  examination  and  cross-examina- 
tion. The  Home  Secretary  has  described 
lie  Oaron' B  eridenoe  as  interesting. 
That  is  not  the  epithet  I  should  hare 
thought  appropriate,  because  the  eri- 
denoe was  a  good  deal  more  than  inter- 
esting. I  can,  howerer,  quite  under- 
stand the  selection  of  the  epithet  by  the 
Home  Secretary,  because  the  eridence 
rerealed  to  him  the  future  of  the  adren- 
torer  br  whose  support  he  was  once 
returned  for  Dungarran.  The  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  ia  misinformed  with 
regard  to  the  relations  between  Mr. 
Anderson  and  Houston.  Does  be  not 
remember  that  Beaoh  swore  that  he 
nerer  heard  of  Houston  until  the  name 
was  suggested  by  Mr.  Anderson  7    It  is 

Srfectly  clear  that  the  relations  between 
ouston  and  Beach,  otherwise  Le  Oaron, 
were  brought  about  by  Mr.  Anderson, 
and  by  no  one  else.  Let  me  point  to 
the  reeponaibility  of  Mr,  Anderson  in 
this  matter.  I  think  no  one  will  aoc^t 
the  Home  Secretary's  statement  that  Le 
Caron's  lettera  should  be  giren  back  to 
him  as  hifl  prirate  property.  Le  Oaron 
distinctly  swore  that  he  was  in  receipt 
of— I  tlunk — £50  per  month  from  the 
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Home  Authorities  for  giving  informa- 
tion. Was  not  that  information  oon- 
reyed  in  the  form  of  letters  ?  Were  not 
the  letters  paid  for  out  of  public  taxa- 
tion ?  These  letters  were  official  or  semi- 
official documents,  and  to  speak  of  them 
as  Le  Oaron 'a  property  is  a  mere 
quibble ;  and  the  fact  that  the  Home 
Secretary  has  to  descond  to  a 
quibble  so  small  and  petty  is  the 
strongest  testimony  of  the  plight  in 
which  the  Goremment  find  themaelreB. 
Le  Oaron  was  asked  by  the  hon.  ami 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Hackney  (Sir  C.  Bussell)  what  was  the 
character  of  the  letters,  and  for  the  first 
time  during  hia  orosa- examination  La 
Oaron  then  showed  sicns  of  temper ;  he 
turned  sharply  upon  toe  counsel  for  the 
defence  and  said,  "Would  jou  expoBO 
the  lives  of  men  in  America?"  The 
reply  was  one  thejnatioe  of  which  erery 
one  must  acknowledge.  £rery  one  must 
know  that  thia  spy  in  bis  communication* 
with  the  Goremment  must  have  men- 
tioned the  names  of  men  who  were  pro- 
bably helping  him  with  information,, 
and  that  the  publication  of  their  names 
would  expose  them  to  the  fate  of  in- 
formers. [Mr.  JoHWBTOs:  Aasoasi- 
nation.]  Yes,  assassination.  That  ia 
my  point.  Why  was  Houston  put  ia 
possession  of  information  which  would 
expose  men  in  America  to  asaasaination  f 
Why  were  these  documents  exposed  to 
the  risk  of  revelation  by  Houston? 
Who  is  Houston?  He  is  a  private 
indiridual  so  far  as  the  Government  are 
concerned.  The  Home  Secretary  seems 
to  think  Houston  ia  a  solicitor.  I  baliero 
the  aolicitors'  branch  of  the  legal  profes^ 
sion  is  not  yet  dishonoured  by  haring 
him  in  its  ranks.  Houston  went  to 
the  unfortunate  and  wretched  Figott 
and  held  out  to  him  the  temptation  of 
unlimited  money  for  the  simple  trouble 
of  forging  documents  to  destroy  the 
character  of  political  opponents  of  the 
Government.  Ia  Houaton  a  man  whom* 
the  Home  Secretary  would  truat  7  Is  he 
ready  to  pin  his  faith  to  Houaton?  I 
should  like  to  see  Houaton  and  the 
Gh>vemment  bracketed  together — they 
are  bracketed  together  by  public  opinion 
already,  I  should  like  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  get  up  and  say  Houston 
is  a  man  of  honour  in  whose  ^ood  faith 
he  trusts.  If  he  hae  not  faith  in  the 
man,  then  I  aak,  in  the  name  of  oommon. 
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It  is  Biipposed  that  no  ke;  is  strong 
anongh  to  Open  the  prison  oells  «zoept 
^e  clement^  of  the  Grown.  That  u 
the  neatest  Beoari^  for  jostice  and 
equal  treatment  to  all  classes.  AJiy 
man  on  the  Opposition  benches  may 


-sense  and  decency  and  the  public  wel- 
fare, why  was  Hooston  entrusted  with 
public  docnments,  erety  one  of  which 
'Drought  danger  of  assasdnadoa  to 
paid  informers?  The  Home  Becre- 
-tary  says  these  were  private  doon- 
ments,  the  property  of  Le  Osron. 
Did  the  Home  Secretary  bring  the 
existence  of  these  docnments  to  the 
'Imowledge  of  the  defence  ?  No ;  it  is 
well  known  that  Le  Caron  was  sprung 
on  the  defence,  and  that  the  connsel  for 
-the  defence  had  never  before  heard  of 
bim.  Mr.  Qeoi^  Lewis  is  quite  as 
trustworthy  a  person  as  the  prooorer  of 
the  Figott  foi^ries.  Why,  then,  was 
not  Mr.  Lewis  allowed  to  go  to  the 
/archives  of  the  Home  Office  and  make 
iiis  selection  in  the  same  way  as  Hous* 
-ton  ?  What  was  the  position  of  Le 
Oaron  ?  He  was  the  moat  valuable  spy 
.in  America  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Why  did  th^  destroy  that 
valuable  instrament  f  The  Home  Secre- 
.tory  said  that  Le  Oaron  inristed  upon 
giving  evidenoe,  but  Mr.  Anderson 
oould  have  prevented  him  if  he  pleased. 
Wby  did  not  Mr.  Anderson  say — 

"  Ton  are  a  valnsUe  •geat  of  the  Qovem- 

-DMot.    Ttm  have  given  n«  infotniktiim  which 

J  to  defeat  the  ii        ~      ~ 


«Dsbled  m  to  defeat  the  mechiniliom  of  ths 
Wiemies  of  the  Queen.  We  hKve  given  yon 
large  nBW  of  monej,  and  yon  moit  rsoudii 
UUitnl  t«  your  Ixind.    We  will  not  aUow  yon 

That  I  think  would  have  bees  a  more 
.reasonable  poaitiott  for  the  Government 
-to  have  token  up  if  they  wwe  more 
anxious  to  defeat  the  enemies  of  Qia 
>.Queen  than  to  put  down  their  political 
-opponents.  The  Attorney  Oenwol  need 
not  have  called  Le  Caron ;  he  had  not 
called  Anderson  and  otheia.  But  the 
Attorney  Oenend  of  his  own  &ee  will 
'  called  Le  Oaron,  and  destroyed  his  value 
to  this  oountry.  But  there  is  another 
thing  more  important,  which  casts  the 
gravcBt  reflection  upon  the  Government. 
T-d  hvgh.^  The  hen.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Antrim  (Bir  0. 
Lewis)  laughs.  Everybody  except  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman — who  did 
not  go  into  the  box  in  Deny  when  his 
own  honour  was  concerned,  but  prefer- 
red to  surrender  bis  seat  and  pay  the 
costs — will  agree  with  me  that  the  con- 
duct of  the  Home  Secretary  and  the 
Government  with  regard  to  the  prisons 
xasta  the  gravest  censure  upon  them. 
Mr.T.P.  O'Connor 


apply  for  on  interview  with 
of  these  unhappy  men  in  gaol;  the 
brothw,  the  wife,  the  ohtld  of  a  prisoner 
m^  BppW,  and  tbm  will  be  refused 
unless  the  application  falls  within 
narrowly  preecnbed  limits.  But  what 
is  refused  to  a  relative  or  friend  is 
granted  to  an  agent  of  the  TVmm.  That 
agent  may  be  high  or  low.  It  may  be 
Soames  one  day,  Preston  or  Figott 
another.  What  is  the  object  of  allow- 
ing an  interview  between  Figott  and 
the  oondamned  convict  Dalyf  There 
is  no  prospect  of  liboity  for  that  unhi^py 
man.  Twenty  years  will  probably  be 
the  shortest  term  which  a  man  aonteneed 
to  penal  servitude  for  life  ba  a  dynamite 
outrage  can  hope  tor.  Daly  haa,  then- 
fore,  seventeen  years  at  least  to  look  fns 
ward  to  of  duly  misery,  slavery,  homMT, 
and  the  solitude  of  penal  servitude.  It  is 
a  position  so  awful,  tikat  many  mea 
would  prefer  death  by  han^ng.  A 
man  in  that  pontion  is  approached  by 
an  agent  of  the  Itwwt,  who  has  any 
amount  of  money  to  offer  for  peijuiy 
or  forgery,  and  who  repreeoita  tlu 
omnipotence  of  the  QovemmoBt,  who, 
can  release  him  in  a  day.  Belease, 
liber^,  plenty  of  money — these  are 
the  temptations  which  are  placed  volns- 
tarily  by  the  Home  Secretary  in  the 
hand  of  an  ^ent  of  the  GovemmeBt 
approaching  a  man  in  a  living  tomb. 
A  great  deal  of  scorn  has  been  neaped 
on  the  head  of  the  unfortonate  Figott. 
He  deserves  it  alL  But  when  we  con 
sider  the  misery,  the  poverty,  and 
the  despair  of  Kgott  on  the  one  hand, 
and  the  bribes  oSered  to  him  by  sleek 
scoundrels  on  the  other,  we  may  well 
consider  that  a  portion  of  the  eondemna- 
tion  should  be  awarded  to  those  who 
tempted  him.  Surely,  if  Daly  had  bees 
wicked  enough  to  seek  for  his  release 
by  giving  false  evidenoe  against  his 
oountiymen,  his  crime  would  be  lees 
than    that    of  the  Government.     The 


Irish  party  have  had  to  fight  their  cause 
with  loaded  dice,  bribes,  periury,  a  ' 
forgery  against  them,   and  this  is  t 


way  in  which  the  Qovemment  stand 
equally  and  impartially  between  their 
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poUtioal  opponenta  in  the  House  of 
Oonunona  &nd  their  ftcoasers.  Thaoonn- 
try  will,  I  am  sure,  take  a  jnet  view  of 
-the  (wndaot  of  the  GoTemment. 

Ux.  T.  M.  MEALY :  I  should  like 
Mn  answer  to  the  points  I  hare  raised. 

*lfB.  UATTHEWS:  I  am  very  an- 
wilUnR  to  intrude  again  upon  the 
Attention  of  the  Oommittee,  and  I  would 
not  do  eo  but  for  the  fact  that  the 
delicate  language  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Uember  for  Longford  has 
never  been  more  ooaepioaons  than  it  is 
to-daf.  He  aoousee  the  GoTsmment, 
he  aocoses  ^me,  of  trying  to  sabom  the 
taatinumy  *of  I^aly-  [Ur.  BigQjui  : 
-"  Hew,  hear,"]  I  am  glad  I  am 
not  misandetstood.  The  hon.  Qentle- 
man  also  aconsee  me  of  misrepre- 
aenting  to  the  Btonse  the  facts  with 
Tegara  to  Le  Oaron  and  his  visit  to 
tlua  oonntiT.  fUr.  T.  U.  Hult: 
And  the  law.]  That  is  a  minor  matter. 
ASttat  these  aocnsationi  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  aotoally  appears  to 
-think  that  I  onght  to  answer  his 
-quections.  But  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  beUerss  me  goil^  of  speaking 
nntmly  he  ooght  to  have  abstained 
from  ukiiig  me  my  qnestiont.  If  in 
ttiew  oiranmBtanoea  I  leply  to  the  boa. 
Member,  I  do  not  do  ao  Dooaiue  td  any 
riyht  in  him  to  ask  the  ^aestJona. 
Figott's  applioation  for  a  Tint  to  Daly 
vaa  made  on  the  ground  of  prirate 
4)nsiness.  I  will  read  the  applioation 
made  to  the  Goremor  of  Ohatham 
Prison.  It  is  thie — "  I  am  advised  to 
obtain  another  interriew  with  John 
DaW."  [&iM  er  "Another."]  I  beg 
pardon;  that  is  not  the  letter,  [^Mm 
■of  ■'  Bead  it."]  The  letter  to  whiah 
-tiie  hon.  Uemoer  referred  Is  dated 
■October  32, 18B8.  It  is  addressed  to  the 
Obairman  of  Friaons  at 
Office,  and  is  aa  fbllows : — 
h»h 

rfor  Um  otftaM  of  bavfiiK 
in  hli  powtiriott,  and  wlio  1 
bellare  ii  now  In  ChatiiMn  ConTiiit  Piiion,  on 
OTiTkta  boiiiiGai  T    I  am  your  obodknt  larnnt, 

HlOHAUl  PlOOTI." 

That  letter  was  the  only  applioation 
veoeiTed.  [Oriti  ef  "Bead  the  second 
Jett«r."]_ 

8in   W.    HABOOTTBT:    Bead    the 

-answer  to  it.     

*Ms.    UATTHEWS:    There   is    no 


direct  answer.  Upon  that  application 
Daly  was  informed  of  the  dedre  oS 
Pigott  to  see  htm,  and  upon  Daly  ex- 
pressing a  wish  to  see  the  appliout,— 
namely,  B.  Pigott — the  ordinary  printed 
form  was  sent  to  Pigott  permitting  him 
to  see,  for  a  stated  date  and  time,  tiie 
prisoner  John  Daly  at  Ohatham. 

Ma.  T.  P.  O'OONNOE :  WiU  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  be  good  enough  to 
read  the  second  letter  t 

*Uk.  MATTHEWS:  In  the  sewnd 
letter  applioation  was  made  for  a 
second  interview,  which  was  not  ao* 
oeded  to. 

Sir  W.  HABOOUBT:  Will  the 
right  hon.  GenUeman  read  that  second 
letter,  and  give  the  reasons  why  it  was 
notaiioeded  to? 

*Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  dare  say  there 
were  reasons,  but  I  am  not  in  possession 
of  the  facts.  No  question  has  arisen 
npon  it  in  the  oonrseof  the  debate,  or  in 
previous  applioations  made  tome,  f  Oritt 
•/"Beadtheletter."]  I  am  not  goin^  to 
read  the  letter ;  it  has  absolutely  nothing 
to  do— ^" Bead,  read**! — with  the  sub- 
ject matter  before  the  Oommittee.  Now, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Long- 
ford  did  me  the  boBonr  to  oommoit 
with  considerable  virulenoe  on  a  state- 
ment I  mads,  not  oarefiiUy  prepared 
btf  orehand,  aa  to  the  ordinary  law  whieh 
regulates  owaerahip  in  letters.  I  be- 
lieve I  stated  that  the  ordinary  law  b 
that  the  property  in  a  letter  and  its  eoa- 
tanta,  the  right  to  oonfarol  the  publica- 
tion, belongs  to  the  writer.  I  believe 
tha^  as  a  gennal  proposition,  ia  sbictly 
aenurftte  and  true.  With  regard  tothe 
paitiralaT  letter  which  Le  Ouon  after- 
wards published,  hon.  Members  oom- 
plained  of  the  oommaidoatioa  of 
diat  letter  beins  made  to  the  repreten* 
tativaa  of  the  Tinm,  oveolooking  the 
fact  that  the  great  parpoee  of  the  oom- 
munioation,  whether  to  Houston,  or 
Soamea,  or  anybody  else,  waa  that  these 
letters  were  to  be  published  to  the 
whtde  worid  by  bmg  giv9n  in  evidence 
byLe  Oaron  to  the  Oourt  Le  Oaion's 
purpose  and  determination  were  to  make 
all  he  knew  with  respect  to  the  transac- 
tions in  America  public  to  the  whole 
world.  Whether  the  ocntente  of  those 
documents  reached  Houston  or  Soames 
a  few  hours  or  days  before  the  know- 
ledge was  published  to  the  whole  world 
is  perfectiy  immaterial.     Observations 


JoyCjOOglC 


315  Supply—  I  com; 

have  been  made  by  bon.  Members  below 
the  Qtaigv&y  vith  regard  to  Daly,  and 
I  have  been  asked  whether  other  people 
were  alluwed  to  see  Dal;  as  well  as 
B^nts  of  the  Tiitug,  To  my  knowledge, 
since  Daly  has  been  in  ouHtody,  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  have  been 
allowed  to  visit  Daly  by  my  orders.  I 
cannot  say  whether  tbose  visits  were  on 
fecial  or  on  ordinary  oocaaious,  bat  I 
am  a  little  struck  with  the  chuige  of 
tone  that  has  taken  place  in  speakmg  of 
Daly  on  the  part  of  hoa  Members.  No 
language  seems  to  be  too  severe  and 
harsh  now.  He  is  called  a  dynamitard, 
a  person  of  the  most  dangerous  character, 
who  is  to  be  avoided  apparently  as  a 
pestiferous  pei«0D. 

Me-  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Who  used  that 
language  7 

*Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  think  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  himself. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  I  did  nothing 
of  the  kind,  bnt  at  the  same  time  I 
think  Daly  is  a  most  honourable  man. 
•Mb.  MATTHEWS :  In  the  course  of 
this  debate,  Z  have  heard  Daly  described 
as  a  dynamitard.  That  ie  a  new  form 
of  expression  which  I  am  glad  to  note. 
All  I  oan  say  is  that  it  was  by  the 
desire  of  Daly  himself  that  the  inter- 
view with  Pigott  took  place,  and  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labonchere)  catechizes  me  aboat 
Pigott,  I  am  strongly  inclined  to  retort 
the  questions  upon  him.  So  far  as  I 
know  the  hon.  Miember  for  Northampton 
is  the  only  Member  of  the  House  who 
has  been  in  oonfidential  communication 
with  Pigott.  [Cries  of  " Hear,  hear  1 " 
and  Mr.  T.  P.  O'OomfOH :  "  Ton  have.] 
It  was  an  absolutely  unfounded  state- 
ment to  say  that  I  had  ever  been  in 
oommonioation  with  Pigott.  [Mr.  T.  M. 
Hhaly:  Dungarvan]  I  have  never  had 
any  commnnicBtloD  with  Pigott  in 
Dungarvan,  nor  to  my  knowledge  was 
that  person  ever  there  when  I  was.  That 
is  another  of  those  perfectly  groundless 
statements  that  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  make.  I  was,  however,  re- 
ferring to  the  relations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  with  Pigott, 
and  I  think  any  questions  in  this  House 
ought  to  be  addressed  to  him  with 
regard  to  Pigotf  s  motives,  whether  of 
hope  or  fear.  Then  the  qa«stion  was 
asked  whether  the  same  rule  will  apply 
in  the  case  of  Mr.  Lewis  as  was  appbed 
Jfr.  Matihtwt 
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by  Mr.  Anderson  to  LeCaron.  So  far  aa 
I  was  able  to  control  the  matter, 
precisely,  the  same  rule  was  applied,, 
and  if  Mr.  Lewis  applies  either  to 
Mr.  Anderson  or  to  myself  for  the 
opportunity  of  taking  the  evidence  of  a 
witness  whom  he  proposes  to  call,  and 
desires  to  have  access  to  documents 
emanating  from  that  witness,  which  will 
be  material  and  proper  for  refreshing 
his  memory,  no  obstacle  on  my  part  wiU 
be  offered.  The  statement  which  has 
been  made  to  the  effect  that,  while 
Soames  and  Pigott  have  been  allowed  to 
have  interviews  with  Daly,  (he  convict* S 
wife  and  personal  friends  have  been 
refused  is  totally  inaccurate.  Daly  has 
been  allowed  to  receive  any  person 
whom  he  chose  to  select  out  of  thoee- 
who  applied  to  see  him.  If  he  had 
preferred  to  see  anybody  rather  than 
Pigott,  he  had  the  option  to  do  so.  I 
think  I  have  now  dealt  with  all  the 
questions  put  to  me  [  Criet  of  • '  Bead  th& 
second  letter."! 

Sia  W.  HABOOUItT :  There  is  one 
otherpoint  which  I  shonld  be  glad  it 
the  Home  Secretary  will  clear  up.  If 
it  was  intended  to  make  a  fair  use  of 
Le  Oaron's  papers,  they  ought  to  hava 
been  placed  bodily  in  the  hands  of  th» 
Court.  It  is  stated  that  the  object  waft 
to  lay  the  whole  truth  before  the  Court ; 
but  this  contention  cannot  be  maintained 
tor  a  moment,  because  it  was  only  such 
parts  of  the  truth  as  suited  the  purposes 
of  Houston  that  were  brought  forward. 
It  is  a  method  of  most  unfair  dealing 
with  the  defendants  in  this  case.  The- 
Court  ought  to  have  seen  all  the  papers  j 
the  papers  ought  not  to  have  DeeD 
selected  by  Houston,  although  he  has 
been  called  "a  safe  man."  Does  the 
Attorney  General  believe  him  to  be  a 
safe  man  now  7  What  has  happened 
to  the  persons  who  have  relied  on  this 
safe  man,  whether  they  be  the  Home 
Secretary,  the  Attorney  General,  or 
Anderson  ?  Yet  it  is  to  this  man  that  the- 
dooumenta  were  committed  in  order  that 
he  might  select  what  he  thought  the 
world  onght  to  know  and  what  the  Court 
ought  to  know.  Here  is  Government  evi- 
dence which  was  not  laid  fully  and  fairly 
before  the  Court.  I  will  not  aav  that  it 
was  doctored,  but  it  was  culled  by 
Houston  before  being  placed  in  th» 
hands  of  the  Attorney  General  and  L» 
Caron,  and  every  measure  was  taken  to 
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prevent  th»  w!iol«  troth  from  b«ing  lud 
before  the  Court.  Nov,  why  is  the 
HouM  not  to  have  this  aeoond  lettei 
written  by  Figott  P  The  Home  Seore- 
tar;  aaye  that  it  ie  unimportant.  Then 
why  does  he  object  to  read  it?  The 
letterbegan,  "I  am  adTised."  I  should 
like  to  know  what  he  was  adriaed  of 
and  by  whom.  It  is  a  remarkable  be- 
ginning to  a  letter.  This  letter  is  im- 
portant, heoaoae  Figott  was  admitted  on 
one  oecaaion  as  an  ordinary  visitor,  but 
on  the  second  occasion  he  was  refused. 
Why  was  thief  Let  ua  hare  the  faota, 
even  if  they  are  onimportant. 

*StB  R.  WEBSTER :  I  do  not  rise  to 
take  part  in  this  general  debate,  because 
as  I  am  informed  that  eome  attack  is 
be  made  upon  me  personally,  I  prefer 
to  await  that  attaok.  I  iavite  it,  and  I 
shall  be  prepared  to  meet  it  whenever 
it  is  lerelled  against  me.  I  rise,  how- 
ever, to  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Har- 
aourt)  aocorate  information  on  a  subject 
with  regard  to  which  the  right  hon.Gentle- 
man  has  made,  I  am  sure  nnintention- 
ally,  a  very  serious  mistake  as  to  faota. 
As  I  understand  the  evidence,  the  seleo- 
tion  of  documenta  was  made  entirely  by 
Le  Oaron  himself.  I  am  willing  to  plaoe 
a  copy  of  the  shorthand  writer's  notes 
at  the  disposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  oertainly,  as  far  as  I  re- 
member, Le  Caron  was  respon. 
Bible  for  the  selection.  As  far  as  I 
know  there  is  no  foundation  for  the 
statement  that  there  has  been  destruc- 
tion of  original  docamenta.  It  has 
never  been  suggested  by  oroas- 
ezamioation,  and  no  statements  have 
been  made  as  to  any  destruction  of 
Le  Caron' a  original  documenta.  If  there 
has  been  any  destruction  I  am  perfectly 
certain  it  has  been  by  Le  Caron  himself, 
but  as  far  as  I  know  that  has  never  been 
Buggested.  As  to  putting  all  the  docu- 
menta before  the  Court,  what  happened 
was  thia:  they  were  offered  to  the 
Court;  the  Court  aaid  it  was  a  very 
heavy  burden  to  pat  upon  them,  and 
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therenpon,  after  LeCaron's  evidence  was 
completed,  at  the  request  of  the  Court, 
and  with  the  oonoarrenoe  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Haokney  (Sir 
C.  Busaell),  tha  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James)  said 
he  would  undertake  to  look  through 
them,  and  that  be  would  eommunioate 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
East  Fife  (Mr.  Aaquith),  one  of  the 
most  distinguished  and  honourable 
members  of  my  profession,  to  asoertain 
whether  the  oonnsel  on  behalf  of  the 
peraona  charged  desired  more  of  the 
documenta  put  in.  After  full  consulta- 
tion, the  documents  having  been  gone 
through,  the  counsel  in  Court  said  tha  % 
they  did  not  desire  more  doonmenta.  I 
took  no  part  in  the  matter,  and,  there- 
fore, I  am  able  to  speak  without  any 
peraonal feeling.  loannothelpregretting 
that  loose  statements  should  bo  made  as 
to  the  deatruotion  of  documents,  the  con- 
CDotion  of  documents,  the  unfair  selec- 
tion of  documents;  and  remembering 
that  the  honour  of  the  members  of  his 
own  profsBsion  is  impugned,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Uember  for  Derby 
will,  I  have  no  doubt,  be  sorry  that  h« 
haa  been  led  to  make  such  charges. 

8m  W.  HABOOURT :  If  I  have  oon- 
vayed  to  the  Attorney  General  or  to 
any  one  else  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  withheld  documents  which 
were  within  his  knowledge  f^m  the 
knowledge  of  the  Court,  I  apologixe  most 
oompletely  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
deman.  What  I  said  was  thia— that 
men  like  Le  Caron  and  Honaton  ought 
never  to  havo  been  trusted  with  the  docu- 
ments, BO  that  they  might  deal  with,  or 
withhold  if  they  chose,  documents  long 
before  they  reached  the  Court.  I  said 
that  these  men  might  have  destroyed 
the  documenta.  ["Oh,  oh!"]  Tea, 
and  if  I  am  asked  my  opinion  I  should 
say  that  very  likely  they  did ;  from  what 
I  have  read  I  should  aay  they  were  quit« 
capable  of  doing  BO.  Houston  did  destroy 
doonmoatB.    The  whole  of  the  oorres- 
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the  moat  material  thio^  in  the  whole 
caae,  was  destroyed  ia  order  to  suppress 
the  trath.  I  am  not  speaking  of  the 
Attorney  (General,  but  of  those  miserable 
wretches  with  whom  it  has  been  his 
misfortune  to  have  to  deal.  I 
speaking  of  Le  Caron  and  Houston,  and 
I  say  that  they  were  both  capable  of 
destroying  any  documents.  Houston 
admitted  in  the  box  that  be  had  des- 
troyed one  of  the  most  material 
documents.  The  Home  Office,  or  any 
one  connected  with  it,  ought  not 
to  have  placed  those  documents  in 
the  hands  of  Le  Oaroc  and  Houston, 
and  to  leave  them  to  decide  whioh  docu- 
ments should  see  the  light.  The  proper 
coarse  was  to  have  sent  those  documents 
straight  to  the  Court,  so  that  it  ehonld 
have  the  custody  of  them,  and  in  order 
that  it  might  see  what  the  documents 
were.  I  made  no  reflection  on  the 
Attorney  General,  but  if  he  thinks  it 
neoessary  or  desirable  to  protect  Le 
Garon  or  Honstou  from  reflections,  then 
I  think  he  has  got  a  more  difficult  task 
before  him  than  he  imagines. 

Z^Ur.  LABOTTGHEBE:  If  the  Home 
Secretary  subjects  me  to  the  suggested 
oatechism  regarding  Pigott  I  am  afraid 
I  can  give  him  very  little  information. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  to 
know  really  what  were  Pigott's  motives 
or  how  much  money  he  got  for  doing  his 
dirty  work,  then  he  had  better  apply 
somewhere  nearer  home.  I  moved  a 
nominal  reduction  of  this  Tote  because 
I  thought  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
that  the  Committee  should  concentrate 
its  attention  on  this  subject  a  little 
longer.  I  do  not,  however,  see  the 
necessity  of  putting  the  House  to  the 
trouble  of  a  Division,  and,  therefore,  I 
ask  leave  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 
(Minuterial  eriet  of"  No,  no.") 

Mb.  T.  HEALT:  Before  the  Amend- 
ment is  withdrawn,  I  should  like  to 
point  out  that  the  Attorney  General  has 
made  a  statement  of  a  somewhat  re- 
markable character,  and  one  in  which  I 
Sir  W.  Sarwmrt 


am  sore  has,  most  unfortunately, 
misled  the  House.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gontteman  stated  that  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Buty  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  East  Fife  were 
afforded  access  to  those  documents  and 
made  a  selection. 


^o;  I  beg 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  I  aaid 
nothing  of  the  kind.  I  said  that  after 
Le  Caron  had  given  evidence,  and  when 
the  documents  had  been  pnt  in,  Le 
Caron  offered  that  the  Court  should  see 
the  whole,  and  after  giving  his  evidenoe 
it  was  arranged  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bary  should  go 
through  them  and  communicate  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Fife. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  have  us  understand  that  any 
documents  not  before  Le  Caron  while 
on  the  witness  table  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bury  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Fife  were  allowed  to  go  through.  I 
understand,  however,  from  the  infor- 
mation in  my  possession,  that  this  con- 
veys a  complete  misappreoiation  of  the 
facts.  As  I  am  informed,  Le  Garon  was 
never  given  by  Anderson  at  the  Home 
Office  the  entire  documents  he  denred, 
and  the  documents  which  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bury  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Fife  went  throogh 
were  not  the  whole  of  the  documents, 
bnt  only  documents  entrusted  to  Le 
Caron  by  Anderson.  That  is  not  the 
impression  conveyed  by  the  Attorney 
General.  Ou  the  contraiy,  the  im- 
pression conveyed  by  him  is  that  all  the 
documents  forwarded  by  Le  Caron  to 
Anderson  were  allowed  to  be  seen.  The 
defendants  were  not  allowed  to  have 
access  to  documents.  The  only  docu- 
ments which  they  were  allowed  to  have 
access  to  were  documents  that  had 
been  edited  by  Mr.  Anderson.  And 
that,  forsooth,  is  acting  fairly  and 
squarely!  The  Attorney  General  haa 
made  a  statement  in  the  Hoase  which, 
if  not  corrected,  would  have  left  the 
House  and  the  country  under  an  entize 
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•Mb.  MATTHEWS:  Will  the  hon. 
and  learned  Qeatlflman  allow  me  to 
interrupt  him?  I  do  not  think  it  is  worth 
while  keeping  up  the  ooatroversy  about 
the  letter.  The  letter  is  perfectly  irrela- 
rant  to  the  lubjeot  of  the  diuuBsion; 
but  I  will  read  the  whole  of  it  to  the 
Houee.  It  ia  dated  Anderton'a  Hotel, 
December  5th,  1888,    and  ia    to    thia 


iniBapprehenaion.  I  repeat  that  there 
were  doonmenta  supplied  b;  Le  Caron 
to  Mr.  Anderson  wnioh  Mr.  Anderson 
never  allowed  the  Court  to  get,  and 
which  oounael  for  the  defence  nerer  had 
aooeaato. 
*8tB  B.  WEBSTER :  No ;  neither  had 
oouaael  on  the  other  ude. 

Mb.  T.  H.  HEALT  :  The  eoaneel  for 
the  o&er  side  vaa  the  Attorney  General, 
who  faj^  a-Mend  at  the  Home  OEOoe. 

*SiB  K.  WEB8TEB :  I  riae,  Sir,  to 
ask  whether,  when  I  hare  aaid  that  I 
had  no  acoeaa  to  those  dooamente,  direot 
or  indirect,  it  is  in  order  for  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  to  say  that  I  had 
aooeas  to  them  through  a  friend  at  the 
Home  Office  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  la  it  ri^ht  for 
the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  to  put 
an  interpretation  on  my  words  which 
my  words  do  not  varrant?  What  I 
deeiTe  to  oonrey  is  this,  and  the  distino- 
tion  waa  most  [rfiiloBophioally  taken  by 
Mr.  Boamea.  He  was  asked  whether  he 
had  seen  his  counsel— meaning  the 
Attorney  General.  "No,"  he  repliedi 
"I  did  not;  but  I  saw  Sir  Biohard 
Webster  eereral  tdmea."  That  is  Mr, 
Soamea'sdistiaotion,  and  it  is  a  neat  one. 
I  do  not  say  tor  a  moment  that  oouusel 
engaged  is  the  case  had  any  aoeess  to 
that  teeiduum  of  the  oorrespondenoe  be- 
tween  Le  Oaron  and  the  GoTemment. 

Thb  GHAIBMAN:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  is  noir  getting  very 
.   near  the  rerge  of  disorder. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT:  If  I  have 
overstepped  the  bonnds  of  order.  Sir,  I 
beg  to  express  my  regret  I  will  now 
oome  to  the  object  which  I  had  inrising, 
which  waa  to  ask  the  Home  Secretary 
why  he  did  not  answer  the  few  simple 
questions  that  were  put  to  him.  I  was 
not  BO  tta  wrong  in  asking  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  tor  information,  seeing 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  blun- 
dered unintendonally  into  letting  us 
know  that  there  was  a  second  letter  of 
Pigott'e  which  he  is  ashamed  to  read  to 
the  House. 


•dTitad  Uut  in  order  to  obtain  sn 
order  for  ftnotliar  intcrriew  with  John  Oaif — 

mre  of  what  pund  on  the  ooouion 
of  th«  iatarriiv)— it  hu  baootoo  neoMMuy 
tb»t  I  ilioald  apply  to  yoa  dirsot,  txiA  I  hsrs 
tharafore  to  uk  that  yon  will  bo  good  uon^ 
to  obtun  the  nwsNuy  aathoriiaUaiL  tor  a  for- 
Uiar  vint  at  yont  oonTenianoa,  aad  to  forward 
it    to    this  addrMa.— Toon    bitUoUj,  B. 

Pigott  addreased  the  letter  to  the 
Governor  of  Ohatham  Oonvict  Prison. 
The  Minute  made  by  one  of  the  Dtxeo- 
tore  of  Prisons,  I  do  not  know  his  name, 
is — 

■' The  oonvict  had  a  visit  nnoa  the  Dominenae* 
msnt  of  the  month ;  he  ia  not  entitled  to  another 
Tint.  Yoa  may  inform  tbe  writw  that  the 
oonvict  ia  not  entitled  to  s  vint,  and  yon  have 
no  anthority." 

I  tlioiight  that  the  letter  waa  so  irrele- 
rant  and  insignificant  that  I  did  not  read 
it  before. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEAI.7:  I  think  the 
Tory  Party  must  now  be  grateful  tar 
my  interposition.  I  congratulate  myself 
on  extracting  this  information  from  ib» 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  letter  just 
rrad  refers  to  what  had  passed  at  a  pre- 
tIous  interview.  Will  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  tell  us  what  it  was  that  had 
then  passed ;  and  will  the  Minute  on  the 
subject  of  the  interview  between  Pigott 
and  Daly  be  laid  before  the  House  f 
Again,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
explained  how,  if  Mr.  Anderson  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  HoustoQ,  Mr.  Anderson 
wrote  to  Le  Caron  saying  that  Le  Oaron 
would  be  quite  safe  in  trasting  to 
Houston  as  a  person  who  could  be  relied 
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Mb.  LABOTTCHBBE  :  I  beg  to  with- 
draw the  Amend  meet.  {Criu  a/"No, 
no !"] 

Queetion  put,  and  negadved. 

Original  qneation  again  proposed. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB:  I  beg  to 
move  that  Progrese  be  now  reported. 

Motion  made  and  Question,  "That  the 
Chairman  do  report  Frogrees,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr.  T.  P. 
Of  Connor,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Hoose  resumed. 

Oommittee  report  Frogresa ;  to  ait 
■again  To-morrow. 

BUPPLT. 

Beaolntiona  [19th  March]  reported. 

(1.)  "  That  a  Supplementsiy  anm,  not  ex- 
Moliiig  £9,600,  be  granted  to  Hei  Kbjeity,  to 
defray  the  Cfaarge  which  will  come  in  course  of 

ajnuaat  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  31tt 
y  of  March,  1889,  for  t^aperannn&tioa  and 
Betired  Allowancea  to  Peraone  forrootly  em- 
ployed in  the  Poblic  Servioe,  and  for  Compn*- 
DOnateot  other  Special  AUowanoee  and  Gratiii- 
ties  awarded  by  the  Cammiationeri  of  Her 
Majaaty'B  Tresaary." 

(2.)  "That  a  Supplementanr  tnm,  not  ez- 
oBoding  £7,000,  be  gnnt«d  to  Her  Mtqerty,  to 
defray  the  Chalge  which  will  come  in  coorae  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Sletday 
of  March,  1S69,  in  aid  of  the  Looal  coit  of 
maintainanoe  of  Pauper  Lonatict  in  England 
and  Walea." 

(3.)  "That  a  ram,  not  exceeding  £10,600, 
ba  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
Charge  wbiiJi  will  come  u>  coone  of  payment 
daring  (ha  year  endiog  on  the  31st  day  of 
Uarch,  1889,  for  certain  Adrancea  to  be  made  in 
Aid  of  the  Emigntion  and  Colonisatioa  of 
Crofters  and  Cottars  of  the  Western  Hieblanda 
and  Islands  of  Scotland,  including  jSptoses 
of  AdminiatntUon.' ' 

(4.)  "Thatasum,  not ozceeding£39,TS6,he 
grsnled  to  Her  Msjestj,  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  18S9, 
asa  Orantin  aidof  Completing  the  Adju^tmant 
of  Acoount*  between  the  British  and  Egyptian 


(6.) "That  a  Bapplementaj7>Dm,noteicsed- 
iog  £121),  be  granted  to  HerMajeety,  todefny 
the  Char^  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  yeaitndine  an  the  3Ist  day  of 
March,  1SS9,  for  the  tjalane*  and  Eipenaes  of 
the  Office  of  Land  Begiatiy." 

(6.)  "  That  a  iom,  not  exceeding 
jE10,970  14s.  2d.,  b«  granted  to  Her  M^ifsty, 
to  make  good  Excewes  on  certain  Qrants  for 


Oivil  Serrices,  foitbe  year  ended  on  the  i\A 
day  of  March,  1388,  vis  :— 


OonntyOonrta 10,426  IB 

County  Court  Officers,  io.  Ire- 

Und 336  12 

Olass  IV. 

Qoeen'i  OoU^es,  Ireland    .    .       SOT  3 

Total    .    .    .   £10,970  14 


First  and  second  Besolatitms  agreed  to. 

Third  Beaolution  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made  and  Qnestion  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Oommittee  in  the  sud  Besolution." 

SiK  Q.  OAHPBELL  (Eirkoaldy): 
I  onlj  wish  to  say,  in  reference  to  what 
was  annonnoed  last  night  b;  the  Govern* 
ment  in  relation  to  crofter  emigration, 
that,  having  caref  all;  read  and  digested 
that  statement,  I  have  no  doabt  what- 
ever that,  as  the  result  of  the  mixing 
up  the  question  of  crofter  emigration 
with  the  general  question  of  emigration 
from  congested  districts  of  Great  Bri- 
tain, this  important  and  spe<nal  ques- 
tion, in  which  Scotch  Members  are 
interested,  will  certainly  belost  sight  of. 
It  is  a  problem  not  easy  of  solution.  It 
is  hard  to  say  whether  the  remedy  lies 
in  emigration,  migration,  or  something 
else;  but  it  ia  a  very  difficult  and 
delicate  qaestien,  and  it  has  excited  the 
deepest  interest  In  Scotland.  I  do  hope 
the  Government  will  reooneider  the 
matter,  and  tell  us  that  they  will  direct 
a  special  inquiry  Into  emigration  as 
affecting  the  congested  districts  in  the 
Highlands.  The  matter  was  left  in  an 
uncertain  state  last  night.  The  Oorem- 
mant  will  not  continue  the  remedy  they 
have  been  applying ;  but  at  the  same 
time  there  is  no  prospect,  within  mea- 
surable time,  that  we  shall  have,  as  the 
result  of  inquiry,  the  elucidation  of  this 
special  phase  of  the  subject.  I  do  hope 
the   Government  will   grant  a  apeoul 
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ioquiiy  that  shall  tnolude  mizration, 
and  eraTf  meaiiB  by  which  a^amitted 
distrees  may  be  alleviated.  The  Lord 
Advocate  has  alluded  to  some  of  the 
spooial  difi&culti€B;  but  I  understand 
there  ia  a  deeire  all  over  the  Highlands 
to  ^t  rid  of  sheep  farms,  and  it  is  by 
DO  means  improbable  that  some  means 
might  be  discovered  by  which  the  land 
might  be  rented  by  the  orofter  popula- 
tion, instead  of  oaviog  recourse  to 
•migration  only. 

Me.  E.  0.  MTJNEO  FERGUSON 
(Leith,  &o.) :  I  am  not  one  of  those 
Tho  believe  that  emigration  should 
be  oliecked;  rather  I  think  it  will 
necessary;  bat  I  must  say  a  word  of 
warning  on  the  special  ciroumatanosa 
under  which  the  Oovemment  scheme 
has  been  applied.  It  is  being  applied 
under  droomatances  that  make  it  de- 
cidedly unpopular,  and  I  much  fear  that 
the  question  of  continuing  a  sygtem  of 
State-aided  emigration  may  be  retarded, 
or  may  not  be  so  sucoessfuUy  undertaken 
in  the  future,  because  of  the  scheme 
carried  through  at  great  expense,  and 
whiob,  from  the  number  of  families 
assisted,  has  done  very  little  good  in  the 
distriots  where  applied. 

BeeoIutioD  agreed  to. 

Fourth. Sesolution read  aseoondtime. 

Hotjon  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  agree  wiUi  the 
Oomnuttee  in  the  said  Besolution." 

•Sib  GEOEGB  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
oaldj,  fto.):  I  most  claim  the  indulgenoe 
of  the  House,  llnttrruplunt.']  Hon. 
Members  should  direct  their  displeasure 
a^inst  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
because  this  rote  was  taken  under  cir- 
oumstaDoes  when,  I  believe,  scarcely  a 
Member  of  the  Oommittee  knew  exaotly 
upon  what  he  was  being  called  upon  to 
rote.  It  is  not  fair  that  an  important 
matter  of  this  kind,  involving^  an  impor- 
tant principle  and  considerable  ezpenae, 
■hould  have  been  smuggled  through,  as 
it  was,  after  midnight.  lTnt»rruptioitt.'\ 
Him.  Members  may  or;  "  Oh,  oh ! "  but 
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I  am  entitled  to  speak,  and  feel  it  my 
duty  to  do  BO.  If  the  hour  is  incon- 
veuient  I  am  not  to  blame  for  that.  The 
Gavernment  took  the  unusual  course  of 
putting  down  Beport  subsequent  to  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  and  so  prevented  dis- 
cussion at  an  earlier  hour.  Therefore, 
however  anvilling  I  am  to  detain  hon. 
Members,  I  am  driven  to  it  by  the 
course  the  Government  have  adopted. 
This  is  a  most  important  matter  of 
policy  aa  afiCeoting  the  taxpayers  of  this 
country.  [^InUrruptiotu.']  Hon.  Hem< 
bers  who  iotetxupt  me  will  only  cause 
me  to  detain  the  House  rather  longer. 
This  is  the  only  time  when  I  can  bring 
the  matter  forward.  It  is  proposed 
to  lay  on  the  taxpayers  of  this  country  a 
burden  of  £39,766,  in  round  figures, 
£40,000.  I  am  not  one  of  those  who  have 
joined  in  any  personal  attack  upon  the 
Chaaoellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  relation 
to  his  connection  with  Egyptian  affairs. 
I  rather  thought  that  his  earlier  connec- 
tion with  Egypt,  personal  rather  than 
official,  made  him  rather  more  careful 
that  comparative  j  ustice  should  be  done 
as  between  Egypt  and  the  taxpayers  of 
this  country.  I  am  surprised,  therefore, 
that  in  this  particular  matter,  and  for 
reasons  that  do  not  appear,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  propose  to  put 
this  burden  upon  the  country.  The 
Chancellor  spoke  as  if  this  were  merely 
a  question  of  settlement  of  aoooante, 
but  I  deny  that ;  I  say  it  is  a  gift  to 
the  Egyptian  Exchequer  to  secure  the 
credit  of  the  Egyptian  Government,  and 
enable  them  to  pay  the  bond  holders. 
I  have  been  lately  in  Egypt,  and  I  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  making  inquiries. 
The  money  in  question  —  this  £39,000* 
odd — is  not  merely  a  debt  owing  by  the 
Egyptian  Government,  but  money  on 
deposit  in  the  Egyptian  Caisse,  not 
touched  by  the  Egiyptian  Government 
bat  held  as  deposit,  and  the  question 
DOW  is  whether  the  money  is  to  be  paid 
back  to  its  true  owQOts,  the  tavpayen 
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of  this  ooontiT,  ot  to  be  made  &  piesent 
to  EgTpt.  That  ia  the  qaestion  to  be 
settled  b;  this  Tote.  It  may  be  said  it 
ie  onl;  a  paltry  £40,000,  aod  that  may 
be  a  palb^  sniii  as  oompared  with  the 
milliouB  expended  on  warlike  operations 
in  £gypt  and  the  Soudan,  but  it  is  not 
insigaifioant  when  we  oompare  it  with 
the  money  grudgingly  given  to  the 
assiBtanoB  of  crofters  and  others  who 
have  the  misfortune  to  be  white  and  our 
own  countrymen.  The  (Joveniment  will 
not  attempt  any  sohame  of  migration  for 
fear  of  the  possible  loia  on  adranoes  by 
bad  debta,  on  an  advance  say  of  £100,000 
or  £200,000  for  the  purohase  of  fkrma  and 
stock,  a  loss  that  would  be  less  than  this 
£40,000  that  it  is  now  proposed  to  make 
a  gift  to  the  Egyptian  Qovemmant.  I 
think,  therefore,  I  am  entitled  to  lay  this 
matter  before  the  Honee.  I  have  often 
said  that  we  have  done  great  injuries  to 
Egypt,  and  if  this  were  for  the  benefit  of 
Egypt  I  should  not  be  prepared  to  resist 
it.  If  it  were  left  to  the  Egyptian  people 
I  should  not  resist  it  j  but  in  my  view 
it  ia  a  gift  to  the  bondholders  to  enable 
their  interest  to  be  paid  in  full.  We 
sent  eminent  representatives  on  several 
oooasions  to  look  into  the  finances  of 
Egypt,  Lord  DufFerin,  Lord  Northbrook, 
Sir  Drummond  Wolff,  and  they  all  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  taxpayers  were 
overburdened  and  it  was  impoeaible  to 
tax  them  Airther.  By  continued  effort 
and  after  long  negotiations  the  question 
was  reduced  to  figures,  and  the  Powers 
consented  to  a  redaction  in  the  payment 
on  bonds  for  two  years.  Five  per  cent 
was  deducted  from  the  bonds  due  to 
foreign  holders  for  interest,  and  I  do  not 
know  on  what  principle  ten  percent  was 
deducted  from  the  Suez  Oaual  nayments 
due  to  the  British  OoTemment.  This 
was  done  in  pursuance  of  the  policy 
resulting  from  a  minute  investigation 
of  Egyptian  finance  made  by  a  suc- 
cession of  English  Ministers.  The  pre- 
sent Egyptian  financial  adviser,  Sir 
Si'  fftergt  CmpUa. 
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Edgar  Vinoent,  against  whom  I  say 
nothing,  took  a  different  view;  he 
idopted  the  French  view  as  dis- 
tinguished from  the  English  view.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  Egypt  oonld  pay  her 
bondholders  in  full  if  only  she  were 
made  to  pay,  and  he  proceeded  partly  by 
good  management  and  partly  by  taxa- 
tion to  substantiate  his  opinion.  He 
has  succeeded  by  reorganization  of 
finance  and  management  to  a  consider- 
able extent,  and  partiy  by  taxation. 
The  land  revenue  has  not  been  remitted ; 
the  rcdlway  rates,  which  were  declared 
too  high,  are  increased  j  the  taxes  on 
waterways,  declared  wholly  uigustifi- 
able,  are  also  increased ;  and  a  heavy 
tax  has  been  imposed  on  tobacco.  The 
result  seems  to  me  that  he  has  gone  in 
direction  entirely  contrary  to  tha 
policy  of  the  Oovemment.  Instead  of 
the  m^ney  deducted  from  the  forMgn 
dums  being  devoted  to  the  relief  of 
the  people  of  Egypt,  as  was  intended, 
it  has  gone  into  the  pockets  of 
bondholdere.  The  dedootions  are  being 
paid  back,  but  now  it  is  proposed  that 
our  taxpayers  shall  not  have  the  benefit 
with  others,  that  this  country  shall  not 
get  its  money  back,  it  shall  go  in  ud  of 
the  finances  of  Egypt.  The  truth  of  the 
nutter  is.  Sir  Edgar  Vincent  having 
now  oome  to  a  bad  year,  in  which 
he  has  a  financial  deficit  and  pttt 
to  his  wits'  end  to  find  money  here  and 
there  to  secure  his  financial  eqnilli- 
brium,  has  hit  upon  the  idea  of  applying 
to  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  for  this 
gift  of  £40,000.  Now,  it  does  seem  to 
me  there  is  no  reason  why  the  tax- 
payers of  this  country  should  make 
this  gift,  not  tor  the  benefit  of  the 
people  of  Egypt,  but  to  secure  payment 
in  full  to  the  bondholdere.  If  we  are 
to  pay  it,  there  is  one  thing  I  do 
especially  abject  to,  and  that  is  that 
payment  should  be  made  on  what  seems 
to  me  the  preposterous  pretext  that  it  ia 
I  a  set-off  against  paymeota  of  the  Egyp- 
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tian  GaTemment  in  reipeot  to  the  Nils 
Expedition  of  1882.  We  hare  beard 
maoh  about  this  Nile  Expedition.  This 
couniej  has  undertaken  expeditions  at 
greKt  expenditure  to  relieve  Egyptian 
officers  and  soldiers  cooped  up  in  the 
Soudan.  Having  undertaken  this  Egyp- 
tian object  for  the  benefit  of  Egyptiauf 
we  were  called  upon  to  pay  for  every 
AMdstanw  offered  by  the  Egyptii 
Ctovemment  in  fighting  battles  for 
that  Chtvemment,  treated  almost  as 
hardly  as  the  Imperial  troops  are 
treated  by  our  own  Colonists  when  we  go 
to  fight  Oolonial  battles.  Having  paid 
demands  year  after  year,  the  Egyptian 
GoTemment  now  make  this  posthumous 
olaim,  as  I  may  call  it.  Two  or  three 
years  ago  Her  M^jes^'s  Oovemment, 
having  looked  into  the  matter,  agreed  to 
pay  a  very  la^^  sum — nearly  £300,000 
— to  Egypt  on  account  of  this  Nile  Expe- 
dition, and,  somewhat  irregularly,  paid 
her  from  a  Vote  of  Credit ;  the  Ohaa- 
oallor  of  the  Exchequer  declared  that 
to  be  a  final  settiement;  and  I  think 
it  is  a  breach  of  faith  to  come  now  with 
this  pretext  I  must  express  my  sur- 
prise that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exohe- 
qoer  lends  himself  to  snoh  an  operation. 
If  an  excuse  were  wanted,  there  was 
SnaHn  offered  a  much  better  one.  If 
Soakin  is  British  interest,  or  rather  a 
British  fad,  f  am  bound  to  say  I  might 
have  had  difficulty  in  resisting  a  demand 
on  sooount  of  Snakin.  I  do  not  want  to 
detain  .the  House.  Do  not  let  me  be 
misunderstood.   Irecognize  the  good  the 

S resent  financial  adviser  of  Egypt  has 
one  in  some  respects ;  but  there  is 
the  fact  that  he  nas  ^ne  counter  to 
the  advice  of  the  British  statesmen 
who  have  examined  Egyptian  finance, 
and  I  protest  against  this  Vote. 

The  House  divided :  Ayes,  164 ;  Noes, 
87.— (Division  List  No.  36.) 

Fifth  Besolntion  agreed  to. 

Sixth  Besolution  read  a  secoad  time. 


Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.)  :  I 
think  we  were  treated  in  a  most  unfair 
way  last  night  in  relation  to  this  Vote. 
I  know  it  was  only  pressure  of  public 
duty  that  compelled  the  Cfovemment  to 
do  as  tbey  did,  and  I  do  not  complain  of 
it,  but  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
entire  evening  had  been  given  to  Sootoh 
afiFairs,  and  that  this  Yoto  was  sprung 
upon  us  at  a  late  hour  in  the  morning, 
and  closured  before  anything  like  an 
adequate  debate  had  taken  place  with 
regard  to  it.  As  far  as  we  ue  ooo- 
cemed,  we  should  be  satisfied  if  we  had 
had  anything  like  an  adequate  reply 
from  the  Oovemment.  That  we  did 
not  receive,  but  for  to-day,  as  we  know, 
Sir,  that  you  and  the  officers  of  the 
House  are  anxious  to  get  away,  we  will 
not  continue  our  oppoution  to  the  Vote 
if  the  (Jovemment  will  treat  ns  with  any- 
thing like  fairness.  We  ask  that  we 
may  have  papers  relating  to  this  matter 
placed  on  the  Table — the  oorreapondence 
between  the  Treasury  and  the  Irish  OrO' 
vemment,  and,  if  there  ia  any,  between 
the  magistrates  indnded  in  this  Vote 
and  the  Lord  lieutenant,  and  between 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  and  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  Our  case  is 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
being  a  Uember  of  the  House  of 
Lords  should  have  had  no  knowledge 
whatever  of  the  action  of  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee,  and  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  as  Lord  Chancellor,  should 
have  had  no  knowledge  of  the 
decision  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  be- 
caose  we  are  informed  that  the  Privy 
Council  take  no  action  in  advising  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  but  act  merely  in  rati- 
fication of  the  decisions  of  the  Irish  Law 
Officers.  What  I  want  to  get  at  is,  how 
the  Iiord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  came  to 
be  made  aware  that  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Qovenunent  to  cancel  the 
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appointmsntB  as  Rerident  H^etrates, 
&ad  how  it  waa  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
was  got  to  make  these  men  Juaticee  of 
the  Peace.  I  find  on  referring  to 
anthoritiea  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
before  igauing  the  Gommission  of  the 
Peace  sends  out  a  form  to  be  filled  up, 
and  that  one  of  the  inquiries  in  that 
form  is  as  to  the  amount  of  land  pos- 
sessed by  the  person  about  to  be 
appointed.  That  shovs  that  it  was 
always  supposed  to  be  the  law  that 
Justices  of  the  Peace  should  be  persons 
of  property.  The  Qoverment  have  un- 
made these  men  Besident  Magistrates, 
and,  in  order  to  give  them  a  salary  which 
could  not  be  legally  paid  to  them  as 
Besident  Uag^strates,  they  are  created 
Justices  of  the  Peace  \>y  the  Lord  Oban 
celloT,  who  is  an  Irish  Judge,  and  is 
not  supposed  to  be  in  touch  with  the 
Executive  Ottremment  at  all.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  has  an  office  at  Dublin 
Castle — a  practice  instituted  daring  Earl 
Spencer's  rigima,  I  am  aware — bat  we 
nevertheless  hold  it  to  be  unconstitutional 
that  this  judical  funotionary  should  be 
BO  closely  associated  with  the  Exe- 
cutive. 

•Thb  chief  SECRETAET  foe  IEE. 
LAND  (Or.  A.  J.  Bii^tnt,  Man- 
chester, E.) :  I  should  be  delighted  ii 
any  way  in  mypower  to  meet  the  wishes 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in  this 
matter.  I  think  there  has  been  some 
misapprehension  of  the  relations  of  the 
Lord  ChancelloT  and  the  funcdonariea 
in  question,  whose  duties  are  not  judi- 
cial. That  there  is  any  correspondence 
snoli  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  men- 
tioned I  very  much  doubt ;  but  I  will 
ascertain  in  the  morning,  and  if  ther^is, 
unlesa  there  should  be  some  objection 
which  I  do  not  foresee,  I  shall  be  glad 
to  place  it  on  the  Table. 

Mh.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  am 

at  a  loss  to  know  how  the  functions 

of  these  gentlemen  can  be  described 

if  they  cannot  be  called  judidaL    I 
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would  ask,  amongst  the  oth^  intorma- 
given  to  ns  on  this  subject,  that  we 
should.be  furnished  with  a  Hetum  show- 
ing the  precedents  which  can  be  cited 
tor  attaching  a  salary  out  of  the  public 
purse  to  the  office  of  Justice  of  the 
Peace ;  also  a  Betam  showing  the  quali- 
fications of  these  gentlemen,  and  tbe 
dates  on  which  they  became  Justices  of 
the  Peace  and  ceased  to  be  Beddent 
Magistrates. 

The  CHANCELLOBomhbEXCHE- 
QTJEB  (Mr.  Gosobbb):  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  move  for  these  Betams  I 
will  do  my  beet  to  supply  the  informa- 
tion he  desires. 

Mh.  T.  M.  HEALT:  We  will  rely 
on  the  faith  of  the  Government  and 
accept  that  promise. 

Beeolution  agreed  to. 

UOTION. 


WOHKMBN  (WOOLfflOH  ARSENAL.) 

APPOINTICKNT    OS  SKLEC7T  OOHUTTSt. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  of  Seven 
Members,  Foot  to  be  Dominated  bj  the  Bouse 
(uid  Thme  bj  the  Committee  of  Selection,  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  and  report  on  tbe 
circamatancea  under  which  workmen  sntflFsd 
in  the  Scjral  Arsenal,  Woolwich,  and  other 
Oovemmeiit  eatabliah  meats,  between  the  17th 


The  Saperana nation  Act,  16B9,"  

Saperannnation  Amendment  Act,  1873,"  and 
sabaequent  Amendment  Acts,  and  particolarlv 
whether  it  waa  in  tbe  ymx  1870  or  ktar  that 
they  were  for  the  first  time  informed  that  a 
War  Office(^roiilar  of  the  17th  day  ol  Deoam- 
ber  18AI  had  aMumed  toauspend  "The  Super- 
annuation Act,  ISSg,"  80  f«r  u  these  men  ware 
concerned,  and  as  to  whether  they  are  orought 
<o  be  within  the  beneflta  of  tbe  said  Act  of 
IB73. 


I  be  the    quorum — (CoIohJ 
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ssoont  BXADoro. 

Order   of  tlie  Day  for    tbe    Second 

Beading,  read. 

*Thb  Earl  of  OARNAHVON  :  Mj 
Lords,  when  I  firat  undertook  to  bring 
this  Bnbject  before  your  Lordahips,  I 
wu  in  much  donbt  whether  I  Bnould 
inrite  your  Lordships  to  proceed  in  this 
important  matter  by  Bill  or  by  Beso- 
Intton.  In  iarour  of  a  Beeolntion  there 
wu  the  taat  that  we  should  be  dealing 
with  the  whole  subject  onrselves,  and 
should  be  ezenieing  those  inherent 
jiowers  which  almost  every  Legislative 
Anembly,  so  far  aa  I  am  aware,  is  pos- 
■eased  ot.  On  the  other  hand,  if  we 
proceeded  by  a  Bill,  that  Bill  must  pass 
through  the  ordeal  of  another  puoe, 
where  there  were  certain  risks  attending 
on  it  which  I  need  not  further  specify. 
After  oonsideration  I  decided  to  pro- 
ceed by  a  Bill,  and  I  did  bo  for  two 
reasons — first  of  all,  when  Hot  Ma- 
jesty's Oovermnent  last  year  proposed 
to  deal  with  this  matter  they  did  so  by 
a  Bill,  and  I  bad  every  right  to  suppose 
they  had  considered  tMa  important  quea- 
tica  with  care.  Li  the  second  place,  so 
far  as  my  limited  judgment  went,  on 
looldug  into  the  matter,  it  seemed  to 
me  clear  that  a  Bill  was  the  right,  if  not 
the  only  oourse  open  to  us.  This 
opens,  no  donbt,  what  I  may  call 
a  Constitutional  qneetion ;  and  it  your 
Lordships  will  hear  with  me,  I  will 
endeavour  to  state  the  few  precedents 
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which,  I  heliere,  govern  this  matter,  so 
far  aa  I  have  been  able  to  acquaint 
myself  with  them.  They  are  not  with- 
out eome  hiatorioal  intereat.  There  are, 
aa  far  aa  I  know,  only  two  eaaes  in 
which  this  House  haa  ever  proceeded 
in  great  afiairs  of  the  kind  by  Besotu- 
tion.  The  firat  was  the  case  of  the 
great  Chancellor,  Lord  Bacon ;  the  other, 
only  a  few  years  subsequently,  was 
that  of  the  Earl  of  Middlesex,  the  High 
Treasurer.  Lord  Bacon  was  tried  he- 
fore  the  Honse  of  Lords  and  convicted, 
and  was  fined  £40,000,  and  condemned 
to  imprisonment  during  the  King's 
pleasure.  The  Barl  of  Middlesex  was, 
as  your  Lordahips  will  remember,  ruined 
by  the  Duke  or  Buckingham.  That 
prosecution,  undertaken  against  tite 
strenuous  wish  of  King  James  I.,  gave 
rise  to  one  of  the  anecdotes  of  the  time 
which  has  been  preaerved.  Anyhow,  he 
was  tried,  found  guilty,  fined  me  enor- 
mous sum  for  thoae  dayaof  £90,000,  and 
sentenced  to  a  long  imprisonment.  Bat 
in  both  these  oasea  ^s  Houae  took  a 
further  and  very  important  atep.  They 
came  to  the  resolution  that  each  of  thoao 
offenders — 


"Baforai 
pUce,  or  emplo;rmenl  in  the  Stats  sn^  CommoD- 

weslth ; " 

and,  secondly,  that  they — 

"Should  never  sit  in  Puliameat,   c 
within  the  vecge  ot  this  Court ; " 


In  looking  into  those  oases  I  came  upon 
a  very  singular  passage  written  by  the 
great  Lord  Olareodon  only  a  few  years 
afterwards  with  regard  to  Lord  Bacon's 
case.  Lord  Clarendon,  as  your  Lord- 
ships know,  was  a  great  Constitutional 
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la^n^er,  and,  vritin^  oa  he  did  im- 
mediataly  after  tlia  time,  he  may  be 
fairly  supposed  to  hare  repiesentM  the 
Oonstitutional  Law  of  the  day.  Lord 
CSardendon  says,  with  regard  to  this 
reaolntioD,  that  Lord  Baoon  should  ne?er 
sit  in  Partiament — 

"A  olaitae  of  thii  nature  waa  QeTerbafoni 
foDiid  in  any  jni^meat  of  Partiameot,  and  in 
bntK  not  to  be  inflicted  opon  any  Pear  but  b; 


There  was  a  third  case,  that  of  another 
hieh  functionary,  the  Chauoellor,  Lord 
MaooleBfield.  He  was  tried  for  corrup- 
tion, was  found  guilty,  a  fine  of  £50,000 
was  imposed,  and  he  was  sentenced 
to  imprisonment.  But  it  is  remarkable 
that  on  his  oonviction  it  was  at  first 
proposed  to  visit  him  with  the  poniah- 
ment  of  never  sitting  in  Parhament, 
as  in  the  oases  of  Lord  Baoon  and 
the  Earl  of  Middlesex.  After  delibera- 
tion, howerer,  the  House  came  to  a 
neeatire  oonolnaion,  and  it  was  decided 
to  leave  Lord  Haoolesfield  to  the  punish- 
ment of  fine  and  imprisonment.  Theinfer- 
ence  I  would  draw  is  that  the  House 
took  the  same  view  as  Lord  Olarondon 
did,  and  came  to  the  oondusiou  that  it 
was  b«yond  their  power,  of  themselves, 
to  impose  snoh  an  exdnaion.  Hay  I 
now  trouble  your  Lordabips  with  the 
oasea  where  the  House  of  Lords  has  pro- 
ceeded by  Bill  ?  They  are  very  few ; 
indeed,  there  is  only  one  case  that  I 
know  of,  and  it  Koes  back  to  ancient 
times.  Geo^e  Mevill,  Duke  of  Bed- 
ford in  the  tune  of  Edward  17.,  waa 
disabled  from  attendance  in  this  House 
on  aooount  of  poverty.  The  Act  reoitee 
that  the  Doke  of  Bedford  had  not  a 
livelihood  to  support  and  maintain  the 
state  and  dignity  of  Duke  of  Bedford, 
and  enacts  that  the  making  of  the  aaid 
doke  and  all  his  state  and  dignity  should 
1>e  hereafter  void  and  of  no  effect. 
That  is  a  precedent  of  a  vary  early  time  ; 
bat  perhaps  the  inference  that  may  be 
drawn  &om  it  is  this — that  even  in  Uioae 
disturbed  and  stormy  times  of  English 
history,  it  waa  felt  tliat  if  a  Peer  waa  dis- 
abled &om  hia  Oonatitutional  fonotiona 
for  a  particolar  time,  it  could  only  be 
done  tnrou^h  the  inatrnmentality  of  a 
BiU.  There  was,  however,  one  case 
vhioh  seems  to  me  strictly  applicable  to 
the  question  I  am  now  argaiag.  Tt 
"Was  a  ease  in  the  Irish  House  of  Lords. 
There  was  a  tiord  Strangeford,  who  was 
accused  and  found  gnil^  by  the  House 
7%«  JCarl  of  Cantnut 


a  Peer  of  Parliament  by  the  acceptance 
of  a  bribe.  The  LHsh  House  oi  Lords 
resolved  that  he  should  be  disabled  from 
sitting  in  Parliament  or  making  a  i>ro^, 
and  they  than  adopted  that  which  I 
apprehend  was  the  right  course,  they 
proceeded  by  a  Bill,  wnioh  went  down 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  and  was 
passed  by  the  two  bodies.  I 
ooncludad,  therefore,  my  Lords,  on 
these  precedents,  in  favour  of  pro- 
ceeding by  a  Bill.  There  may,  no 
doubt,  be  dormant  powers  within  your 
Lordships'  jurisdiction  to  exercise 
this  right  of  exclusion,  but  I  think 
you  wiD  agree  that  it  is  the  safest  coarse 
to  proceed  by  Bill,  and  accordingly  I 
have  now  the  honour  to  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  give  a  Second  Beading  to  the 
present  Bill.  Its  provisions  are  very 
simple.  I  propose  that  whenever  any 
Peer  shall  be  proved  in  any  Oonrt  of 
Law  to  be  guilty  of  felony  or  mis- 
demeanour, the  Court  should  make 
a  record  of  the  conviction  and 
sentence,  and  should  forward  the 
same,  and  a  record  of  the  evidence, 
to  the  Lord  Speaker.  I  propose, 
secondly,  that  whenever  in  the  opinion 
of  a  Jndee  of  a  Superior  Court,  any 
Peer  should  proved  to  be  guilty  of  dis- 
creditable conduct  which  appears  to  the 
Court  to  be  inconsistent  with  hia 
character  aa  a  Uemberof  the  House,  the 
Court  should  report  the  fact  with  a 
statement  of  the  evidence  to  the  Lord 
Speaker,  who  should  lay  it  before  the 
House,  and  the  House  should  address 
the  Crown,  and  the  Crown  should  then 
cancel  the  writ  of  summons.  The  Peer 
thereupon  would  be  unable  to  take  part 
in  the  duties  of  the  House  until  a  new 
Writ  waa  tasned  in  his  favour.  These 
are  the  two  courses  which  I  propose  to 
your  Lordships  to  adopt  Your  Lord- 
shipa  will  see  that  in  either  case  it  de- 
pends upon  the  previous  judicial  action 
of  some  Court.  But  I  propose,  further, 
to  give  your  Lordships  on  independent 
action  in  certain  coses.  There  may  be, 
no  doubt,  extreme  coses  where  tiie 
character  and  oonduct  of  the  person  may 
be  matter  of  notoriety,  and  may  oome 
under  your  Lordshipe'  cognizance.  I 
think  it  is  not  fair  to  the  Hoose  to  with- 
hold &om  it  the  power  of  taking  inde- 
pendent action  if  it  should  tbink  fit, 
and,  therefore,  I  hove  introduced  into 
the  fourth  clause  the  words  "  or  other- 
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wise,"  which  oorer  that  independent 
action.  In  such  oases  this  House  tnivht 
ti^a  the  initiative,  and  addnaa  ihe 
<Jrovn.  I  apprehend  there  oan  be 
no  valid  objection  on  the  part  of 
anyone  here  to  such  a  ooarse,  where 
there  is  a  question  of  felony,  and  vhere 
a  JudRB  of  a  Saperior  Court  forwards 
his  opinion  to  this  House.  But  I  have 
heard  in  oonversation  an  objection  to 
the  word  "misdemeanour."  Misde- 
meanour no  doubt  applies  in  certain  oases 
to  ▼ei7  venial  offences,  but  oa  the 
other  hand  "misdemeanour"  is  also  a 
legal  term  which  applies  to  a  multitude 
^offences,  some  of  them  of  the  very 
gravest  nature.  Therefore,  I  do  not 
see  how  it  is  possible  to  omit "  misde- 
meanooT  "  from  the  category  of  offenoes. 
I  do  not  lay  very  great  stress  upon  the 
retention  of  the  words  "  or  otherwise." 
I  thought  it  was  desirable  that  your 
Lordships  should  have  that  power,  and 
aocoTdingly  I  inserted  it.  Tour  Lord- 
ebips  wul  remember  that  this  House 
aUll  keeps  the  matter  entirely  in  its  own 
hands,  and  it  has  the  option  to  proceed 
or  not  as  it  thinks  best  But  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  there  ore  certain  safe- 
guards attached  to  my  proposal,  and 
Uiose  safeguards  are  praotically  tvo. 
First  of  all,  it  is  optional  on  this  House 


the  report  of  a  Judge  or  on  the  reoord 
<rf  a  ooavictioQ,  or  its  own  initiative, 
and  I  cannot  conoeive  for  a  moment 
that  Hue  House  would  ever  proceed 
liglitly  or  indiscreetly  on  sucTi  a  subject; 
and,  secondly,  I  desire  to  point  ont  that 
by  gi  TJng  the  Grown  the  power  to  re- 
issueta  Writ  of  Summons  you  practically 
give  ohe  power  of  reversing  an  act  which 
it  is  onceivable  migbt  have  been  done 
under  fhlae  imfbrmation  and  oonse- 
quently  nnjustly.  In  f^  at  every 
smgle  stage,  there  is  an  opportunity 
either  of  arresting  or  of  amending  a 
fiilse  step  in  this  matter.  Uy  Lords, 
that  is  praotieally  the  whole  Bill,  and  I 
scarcely  know  what  objecdons  can  be 
brought  against  it.  Uy  noble  Friend 
on  the  other  side  astounded  me  the  other 
night  with  two  objections  which  he 
raised  to  the  proposal  I  then  made — 
namely,  that  this  jnigbt  afibot  prejudi- 
cially bankrupts,  and  that  in  former 
times  there  have  been  many  bad  charac- 
ters io  this  Honse,  and  that  the  House 
hasgoneonverywellioroiteotthem  My 
Dobw  Friend  seems  to  have  overlooked 


the  faxA  that  in  the  last  Bankrupti^  Act 
there  is  a  specific  clause  which  does  dis- 
qualify Membns  of  this  House  and  the 
other  House  so  long  as  they  are  in  a 
state  of  bankruptcy,  and  therefore  that 
matter  is  reaUy  oeyoud  our  oontrol  now. 
As  to  the  second  propositioa  that  my 
noble  Friend  laid  down,  it  is  really  too 
remarkable.  He  said  that  in  former 
times  there  had  beat  ^soreditable  and 
unworthy  Members  of  this  Assembly. 
I  recognize  the  fact  that  unhappily  there 
have  been  unworthy  and  discreditable 
persons  Members  of  this  Assembly ;  but 
we  are  living,  not  in  the  IBtb  centn^, 
but  in  the  end  of  the  19th,  and  in  the 
full  glare  of  a  publicity  which  none  of 
your  Lordships  can  aSbrd  or  will  desirv 
to  disregard.  No  inititutiDu  in  the 
present  day,  unless  it  can  command 
public  respect,  has  any  chance,  and,  I 
believe,  has  any  real  right  to  stand. 
But  then  I  see  that  a  noble  Earl  on  the 
other  side  proposes  to  silence  my 
"BSS.  altogether  by  a  proposal  that 
it  is  inexpedient  to  proceed  with 
any  Bill  affecting  the  privileges  of 
Members  of  this  House  woich  does  not 
deal  with  the  question  of  the  amendment 
of  its  constitution.    Now,  in  the  first 

iilaoe,  I  take  exception  to  the  phraseo- 
ogy  of  that  amendment.  This  is  a  much 
larger  matter  than  merely  one  affecting 
your  Lordships'  privileges.  Thoie  pri- 
vileges are  very  great,  and  they  deserve 
to  be  chnished ;  tint  at  the  same  time 
that  is  comparatively  asmall  matter.  The 
important  considerations  are,  the  pon- 
tion  yon  hold  in  the  country,  and  your 
power  to  execute  the  great  trusts  confided 
to  you.  I  venture  to  statothat  when  the 
noble  Earl,  as  he  does,  links  together 
these  two  qnestiDnB — a  Bill  for  removing 
a  great  scandal,  whenever  that  soando! 
arises,  and  a  Bill  for  the  Oonstitutionol 
reconstruction  of  this  House — he  mixes 
up  two  things  which  have,  oompara- 
bvely  speaking,  very  little  in  common. 
In  uie  last  few  years  we  have  had 
several  Bills  before  us  fbr  the  Consti* 
tutional  reoonstruotion  of  this  House; 
and,  it  may  be,  many  years  will 
pass  before  any  of  those  Bills  are 
consummated.  On  the  other  hand, 
a  Bill  for  the  removal  of  a  great  scan- 
dal— as  undoubtedly  it  is  a  great  scandal 
that  any  one  should  sit  and  vote  and 
take  part  in  this  House  who  has  for- 
feitea  all  claim  to  public  respect—  stands 
on  a  wholly  different  footing,  and,  I 
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nuuntain,  oftnnot  be  dsferred  by  one 
atngle  twelvemonth.  I  put  it  to  your 
Loradiips  that  the  purging  of  this 
Hooee  of  unworthy  Meiaben  ought  to 
and  must  preoede  any  abstraot  sobemee 
of  Oonsdtntional  theory.  I  do  not  know 
what  the  Doble  Lord's  views  may  be  as 
to  the  recoDBtruotion  of  your  Lordahips' 
House ;  but  if  be  suooeedB  in  stopping 
this  Bill  to-night  he  will  find  it  hud  to 
make  any  one  out-of-doors  believe  that 
he  reauy  is  influesood  by  a  great 
anxiety  for  Constitatiooal  symmetry. 
It  will  be  said — vei;  unturly,  bnt 
it  will  be  said— that  this  Amendment 
ip  a  mere  excuse  for  Inaction,  and 
that,  under  cover  of.  a  Parliamentair 
enbterfuge,  wo  postpone  to  the  Oreeh 
Kalends  the  removal  of  a  great  scandal. 
I  thankfully  admit  that  the  oases  with 
which  this  Bill  can  have  to  deal  are, 
happily,  most  few,  and  that,  suoh  as 
they  are,  thi^  are  groealy  exasperated 
eveiy  week  in  scandalous  publications 
which  go  through  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  oountrr.  I  do  not  think 
that  numbers  are  to  be  accepted  as  any 
measure  or  oiiterion  in  this  case;  but 
be  they  many  or  be  they  few,  be  it 
eren  one  single  case,  it  seems  to  me 
wholly  indefensible  that  anyone  who  has 
be«i  tainted  by  a  public  judicial  oonvio- 
tion  should  sit  here  to  make  the  laws, 
to  pronounce  on  publio  policy,  and  to 
administer  the  justice  of  toe  Empire.  I 
believe  we  are  the  only  great  legislative 
assembly  that  is  without  this  power. 
Xhe  Souse  of  Oommonsbas  the  right,  and 
has  frequently  exeroised  it.  ■  The  old 
BtMoaa  Senate,  which  gave  the  pattern 
^nd  the  idea  of  so  many  Legislative 
Assemblies,  had  and  exercised  the  right 
with  no  sparing  hand.  Thore  is  not  a 
dub,  not  an  associatioo,  that  does  not 
exercise  this  power.  And  shall  we  be 
told  that  we  alone  are  so  immaoulato 
that  we  need  no  suoh  measure ;  shall  we 
be  told  that  we  are  so  disabled  and  tied 
up  and  crippled  in  our  legislative 
functions  that  we  alone  are  to  submit  to 
this  intolerable  burden  ?  In  the  age  in 
which  we  live,  when  practical  utility  is 
slmoat  Bccspted  as  the  only  standard, 
the  House  of  Lords  is  a  very  remarkable 
institution  ;  it  is  unique.  Fur  nearly  a 
century  the  clearest  thinkers  have  noticed 
the  curious  contrast  of  hereditary  right 
to  sit  here  and  the  practical  work  which 
has  been  achieved.  Mr.  Pitt,  even  in  his 
day,  before  the  House  of  Commons  was 
n»  £arl  of  Carnarvon 


reformed,  ventured  to  give  a  short  lif» 
to  the  House  of  Lords.  Lord  Maoaulay  - 
more  than  a  generation  afterwards  re- 
peated the  same  prediction.  In  the 
opinion  of  those  two  eminent  men  this 
House  seemed  doomed  to  a  short  exist- 
ence ;  it  seemed  to  be  inoompatible  and 
inconsistent  with  the  new  ideas  that 
were  springing  up  at  the  end  of  the 
last  and  the  beginning  of  this  oentury; 
and  yet,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  this  House 
exists,  and  it  exists  in  honour  and  la 
public  respect.  And  why  ?  What  is  it 
that  has  enable  it  to  sustain  itself  so 
long  f  This  House  has  had  genius,  high 
learning,  great  honour,  accomplished 
elo<^uenoe,  and  a  great  fund  of  adminis- 
trative capacity,  and  where  it  has 
not  inherited  it  has  welcomed  within 
its  ranks  eminence  of  every  kind ; 
but  the  found  aliens  of  this  Hous^ 
I  believe,  have  *been  laid  yet  deeper  in 
the  individual  character  of  its  Members. 
Stainless  conduct,  high  moral  qualities, 
the  desire  for  the  good  of  others,  wholly 
irrespective  of  suf  or  of  party — these 
have  been  the  foundations  and  the 
pillars  of  this  great  institution.  If  I 
wanted  an  illustration,  loan  think  of  no 
one  who  rendered  such  deep  services  to 
this  House,  who  so  conciliated  public 
respect,  who  laid  as  regards  this  House  ao 
deeply  the  foundations  of  English  respeot 
for  old  Institutions  aa  the  late  Lord 
Shafteabuiy.  My  Lords,  it  is  tbeae 
traditions  to  which  I  now  appeal. 
I  entreat  your  Lordships  to  be  true 
to  them,  and  not  to  ^low  any  doubts, 
or  scruples,  or  timid  counsels  to  mar 
the  uuaniuiity  of  the  vote  to  which  I 
now  venture  to  invite  you. 
•Taa  Eiai.  of  FUvE  :  My  Lords,  in 
rising  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stands  in  my  name,  I  should  like,  first 
of  all,  to  say  that  I  yield  to  no  one  in 
my  desire  to  see  this  House  purged  of 
any  Member  whose  presence  nere  may 
be  considered  undesirable;  but,  with  all 
respect  to  the  great  experience  and  abili- 
ties of  the  noble  Earl  who  has  intrO' 
duced  this  Bill,  I  do  not  think  that  he 
has  chosen  the  best  course  to  attain  his 
object.  I  gather  that  the  noble  Earl  does 
not  wish  to  raise  any  of  the  large  ques- 
tions connected  with  what  is  called  the 
reform  of  the  House  of  Lords ;  bnt  doM 
the  noble  Earl  really  suppose  that  if  be 
were  fortunate  enough  to  obtain  your 
Lordships'  approval  for  this  Bill,  it 
would  receive  the  same  delicate  treat- 
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matt  in  another  and  stonnier  Asaembly  ? 
The  Seeond  deading  of  this  BiU  would 
proride  b  nilendid  opportunity,  indeed  a 
gloriona  field-day,  for  thoee  MBinbarB  of 
tbe  other  House  to  whtmi  abuse  and 
misrepresentalion  of  jour  Lordshi|ia' 
HouM  is  an  eTsr  oongenial  topio. 
While  oordially  admitting  the  theo- 
retioal  eziatenoe  of  the  anomaliee 
whieh  die  noble  Earl  has  pointed 
-out,  I  cannot  see  the  advantage 
of  oonrting  disousaion  elsewhere  on 
all  the  la^e  queetiona  involved  in  the 
«onBtitntion  of  this  House,  if  we  were 
only  g(nng  to  obtain  the  infinitesimal 
result  of  excluding  from  the  House  one 
•or  two  Uembers  who  in  point  of  faat 
never  attend.  I  hare  always  desired  to 
«ee  a  lai^  and  well- considered  measure 
for  the  reform  of  this  House  introduced  ; 
and  five  years  ago  I  was  one  of  a  small 
body  of  Peers  who  supported  the  late 
Secntary  for  Foreign  Affairs  when  he 
raised  the  whole  question  in  a  speech 
-of  great  interest  and  singular  brilliancy. 
But  it  now  ooenrs  to  me  that  the 
'majority  of  the  noble  Lords  who  now 
«t  on  the  front  Bench  below  me 
-divided  the  House  against  my  nobis 
Friend,  their  late  OoUeague,  although 
they  are  now  held  up  to  us  misguided 
liiberal  Unionists  as  the  quintessence  of 
true  liberalism.  Since  then  I  have 
Ten  often  thought  this  question  over, 
and  I  become  every  day  more  convinced 
that  the  real  solution  of  the  diffionlty 
lies  in  adopting  a  system  of  delegation 
AS  a  basis  of  reform.  In  any  system  of 
del^ation  that  may  be  adopted,  those 
who  are  called  black  sheep  would  not 
be  elected ;  and  you  would  also  get  rid 
oi  the  anoinaly  of  Peers  who  very  rarely 
attended,  or  of  young  Peers,  almost  fresh 
Aom  sohool,  coming  down  and  being 
«ble  to  defeat  ueShl  and  important 
meanires.  My  Lords,  I  feel  that  tbis  is 
not  a  fitting  opportunity  for  me  to  ven- 
inre  to  inflict  upon  yonr  Lordships  any 
detailed  aeheme  of  robrm,  but  whatever 
other  atep  may  be  deemed  advisable, 
I  am  eonvinoed  that  legislative 
Bowen  should  be  deli^ated  by  your 
Lordships  to  a  certain  number  of 
.jour  hody;  and  I  cannot  believe 
duit  it  would  pass  the  wit  of  man 
4o  devise  aome  simple  mode  of 
carrying  this  eat  without  interfering 
with  the  rights  of  actual  sitting  Hem- 
bera.  I  know  that  nltimately  the  dele- 
:Cated  liembers  would  make  too  small  a 


'  body,  and.  therefore,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  add  other  and  more  popular  ele- 
ments ;  but  I  think  that  some  system 
of  delegation  should  form  the  ba^ 
of  any  reform  that  was  undertaken.  I 
have  always  deplored  the  fact  that  the 
oldest  and  wisest  Uembets  of  the  House 
have  always  seemed  to  wish  to  avoid 
this  qnestioa;  and  that,  while  men 
of  all  parties  in  the  oouotry.  are 
agreed  that  reform  should  be  effected 
in  this  House,  nothing  whatever  has 
been  done.  The  noble  Marquess  at 
the  head  of  the  Oovemment  told  us  the 
other  evening  that  nothing  would  be 
done,  although  last  Session  he  admitted 
the  necessity  of  legislation  by  intro- 
ducing two  very  important  Bills  on  the 
subject.  We  have  been  very  frequently 
told  that  the  best  mode  of  treating  this 
question  is  to  leave  it  severely  alone; 
and  of  course  we  all  know  by  heart  that 
oolleotiou  of  sapient  phrases  which  have 
been  grouped  round  the  memory  of  the 
late  Lord  Melbourne.  For  my  own 
part,  it  has  never  seemed  to  me  that 
all  these  specious  pleas  for  getting  rid 
of  every  difficulty  ^y  delay  constitute 
the  highest  form  of  stales manship. 
The  question  of  the  reform  of  this 
House  has  been  discussed  on  every 
platform,  both  Conservative  and 
Liberal ;  last  year  it  formed  one  of  the 
principal  topics  in  the  addreea  to  biscon- 
stituents  of  the  present  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  ;  and  we  all  remembto 
that  remarkable  manifesto  in  favonr  of 
reform  which  was  signed  by  the  heits 
to  peerages  sittins  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.  Lideed,  everyone  in  the 
country  is  in  favour  of  the  moderate  le- 
form  of  this  House,  except  our  enemies 
outside.  We  have  been  told — and  no 
doubt  shall  be  told  again— that  the  diffi- 
culties of  getting  measures  through  the 
House  of  Commons  are  so  gnat  that 
nothing  can  be  done.  But  I  fail  to  sea 
why  that  Honse  should  require  weeks 
to  disooas  a  measure  which  does  net 
directly  affect  ito  own  constitution ;  bit 
my  point  is  that  it  is  but  timely  wi»- 
dom,  regardless  of  what  may  ooour  ih 
another  place,  to  put  on  reoord  some 
measure  to  remove  the  inoonaistenoiafe 
and  anomalies  for  which  we  are  so  pw* 
sistentiy  blamed,  and  throw  on  the 
other  House  the  responsibility  of  not 
not  paeung  it.  Now  I  am  sure  yoar 
Lordships  all  sympathize  with  the  noble 
Eari's  desire  to  improve  the  oompoai- 
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tiOB  of  this  House ;  bnt  I  cannot  aeo 
the  advantage  of  raudng  the  whole  ques- 
tion on  each  a  fragmentarj  measure  as 
this,  because  this  Bill  will  raise  all 
those  laiver  qnestioiiB  connected  with 
jour  Lorushlps'  House  when  it  arrires 
in  the  House  of  Oommons,  and  it  will 
afford  out  enenues  there  a  sort  of  foot- 
ball for  their  surplus  energies,  and,  after 
all  said  and  done,  no  TeaTpTOgress  will 
be  made.  There  is  a  oonsideTable  sec- 
tion of  the  public  outside  who  have  a 
Seat  and  smoere  reneration  for  iJiis 
oase,  and  who  would  like  to  see  it 
placed  in  a  stronger  and  more  defennble 
position.  But  tAey  do  not  follow  veiy 
closely  the  debates  of  Parliament  and 
the  Maborate  pleas  put  forward  for 
delay ;  and  it  wUl  seem  to  them  that  this 
Bill  is  really  all  that  is  going  to  be 
done.  Naturally,  they  wiU  begin  to 
wonder  whether  your  Lordships  are 
seriously  in  earnest  in  this  matter, 
and  will  at  last  cease  to  look 
for  any  reform  whatever.  Althoagh 
I  am  one  of  those  who  have  been 
anxiously  desirous  of  seeing  this  great 
Oonstitntional  question  taken  up  by  a 
responsible  Govemoient — and  I  am 
sanguine  enough  to  believe  that  if  it 
were  only  eDerKetioally  taken  np  it  might 
be  successfuUy  acoomplished — yet  I 
think  that  a  man  must  have  very 
strangely  read  the  lessons  of  history  if 
he  is  not  prepared  to  admit  that  this 
House  has  played  no  mean  part  in  the 
development  of  the  liberties  of  the 
British  people ;  and  if  only  the  altered 
dronmBtancei  are  now  boldly  faced,  I 
believe  that  the  future  has  in  store  for 
your  Lordships'  House  a  part  equally 
Qseful  and  as  illustrious. 

Euu.  OOWPER:  My  Lords,  I  hope 
I  may  be  allowed  to  second  the  Amend- 
ment.    Both  sides  of  this  House  seem 
to    be    so    thoroughly    eonvinced   that 
■omething  ought  to  be  done,  that  I  eon- 
*~—  **■"*  '  *~  diffident  in  holding  to  the 
lis  partioular  matter  may 
I  believe  that  we  fill  a 
tion  in  the  estimation  of 
irtioulaity  with  respect  to 
nd  uprightness.    A  great 
t,  is  said  about  us,  very 
0  meetings  and  elsewhere, 
at  the  clamour  as  to  our 
;ood  repute  is  utterly  un- 
ise  who  wish   to   destroy 
«  that  argument,  but  as 
random  they  may  very 
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well  be  treated  with  nlent  oontempt- 
Yonr  Lordships  have  been  warned  about 
the  olamouT  out-of-doors  if  this  BiU 
does  not  pass.  I  am  in  &vout  of  re- 
medying every&ing  which  is  shown  b> 
need  it ;  but  I  tMnk  your  Lordship* 
ought  not  to  be  undulr  inflaenoed  by 
cbuiour  ont-ot-doors.  Uy  noble  Fkiena 
said  that,  after  all,  we  hold  it  in  oar 
own  hands,  and  that  we  need  not  exercise 
the  powers  given  by  the  BiU  unless  w» 
choose.  But  this  BiU  will  pnt  us  in  a  very 
different  position  with  regard  to  the 
"  black  sheep  "  than  we  are  now  in.  Ai 
present  we  are  not  responsible  for  the 
one  or  two  noble  Lords  who  may  eststr 
but  whom  we  do  not  see  here,  whose 
conduct  is  reprehennble.  It  is  not  your 
Lordships'  fiault  that  they  belong  to  this 
House ;  but  if  we  pass  this  Bill  we  shall 
be  rseponsible  for  them.  We  oannofc 
afford  to  allow  the  BiU  to  remain  a 
dead  letter ;  we  must  pnt  it  into  practiott 
at  oooe.  It  wiU  be  your  Loraships*' 
fault  if,  in  future,  anyone  posseaong  m 
bad  character  is  allowed  to  ezenase  nia 
privile^roB  as  a  Peer.  If  we  l^iiriato- 
m  this  matter  we  most  legislata 
thoroughly,  otherwise  we  diaU  be  tu^ 
oused  either  <^  olomMness  in  drawing 
the  Bill,  or  of  hypocrisy  in  appearing  to 
do  what  we  do  not  wish  to  do.  Cei- 
tainly,  at  first  sight,  the  BiU  does  not 
seem  calculated  to  remedy  the  imper- 
feotions  oomplained  of,  bnt  there  are  the- 
words  "or  otherwise,"  towhich  attention 
has  been  called.  Without  these  words- 
the  BiU  would  bo  c^  littie  use,  beoausfr 
it  would  only  enable  us  to  get  rid  of 
those  Peers  who  had  been  convicted  be- 
fore a  Court  of  Justice.  It  would  nofe 
enable  us  to  get  rid  of  a  man  who  had 
been  tamed  off  every  racecourse  in  the- 
kingdom.  Nor  would  it  permit  ns  to- 
deal  with  a  man  who  might  have  neg- 
lected eveiy  duty  pertaming  to  his- 
station  as  a  landowner,  or  otherwise. 
The  name  of  such  a  man  might  be  need 
in  evwy  speech  ihroughoat  ^e  oountry 
in  which  ttte  House  of  Lords  was  men- 
tioned, to  point  a  moral  or  adorn  a  tale ;. 
but  without  those  words  we  shoold  not 
be  able  to  touch  him,  iij  noble  Friend 
has  alluded  to  the  examue  set  by  tha- 
Boman  Senate.  If  your  Lordships  con- 
sider that  this  Ho«ue  is  such  an  Angea» 
stable  that  it  wants  thoronghly  daana- 
ing,  you  wiU  be  driven  to  adopting 
soniething  very  like  a  Oensorship ;  and 
the    questioa    is,     "  Who   is  to  b» 
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th«  OnunF"  The  noble  Lotd  has 
not  told  the  Boose  Iiov  the  Bill 
ifl  intended  to  be  voil^ed.  la  thia 
power  to  be  pat  in  the  hands  of  the  Lord 
Ohanoelln  ?  If  m^  noble  end  learned 
VUeod  is  villing  to  inonr  enoh  a  reep<m- 
sibili^i  I  do  not  enrj  him.  When  a 
noble  Jjwd  ia  oonvioted  of  miedemeanonr 
or  felony,  or  deolaied  by  a  Jndge  to  be 
fi^^  (H  ooodnot  nnirorthy  of  a  gentle- 
man, and  when  hit  name  is  pat  on  the 
Table  of  the  Hooae,  whb  is  to  take  np 
the  matter  and  oarry  it  through  ?  Who 
ia  to  pat  the  machinery  in  motion  t  Is 
it  to  be  the  Oovenimentf  I  cannot 
■atagine  anything  so  invidions  for  a 
Gommment  to  nndertake,  beoaose  the 
FMr  in  qneation  mnst  either  be  one  of 
their  own  sopporters  or  an  opponent.  It 
wonld  be  jtut  as  unwise  to  intrust  a 
Goremment  to  pat  thia  maohinery  in 
motion  as  it  would  be  to  leare  Election 
Petitions  to  be  tried  by  the  House  of 
Ooaunous.  Perhaps  my  noble  Friend 
wonld  propose  that  there  shoold  be  a 
Oommittee  of  Oeneorehip ;  but  would  he 
care  to  be  Ohairman  of  such  aCommittee  ? 
I  doubt  it  Tory  much  indeed,  and  I  think 
n^  noble  Friend  woold  find  rery  few  of 
yonr  Lordships  willing  to  help  him  in 
the  disagreeable  work  of  examming  into 
the  moraJs  of  brother  Paera,  with  a  view 
to  expulsion  from  the  Hooee.  There 
are  far  more  pressing  mattera  which 
ought  to  be  taken  ap — anoh,  for  inatanod, 
as  the  brinpng  of  the  House  into  har- 
mony with  tne  aiMrit  of  the  times  by  the 
introduotion  of  Life  Faera.  There  ia 
also  the  ^neetion  aa  to  whether  we  oan- 
not  elimmate  by  some  means  not  only 
the  nnprinci^ed  and  disreputable  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  but  also  those  who 
are  ineffldent  and  Lnoompetent,  and 
who,  if  they  pot  tbemselTes  prominently 
forward,  woiud  do  ns  evesy  bit  aa  mnoh 
liarm  aa  those  Uembers  of  oar  body  at 
whom  thia  Bill  aims. 
•Loai>  BTTZ  GEBALD:  My  Lorda, 
aa  no  noble  Lord  on  either  aide  of 
the  Hooae  seems  inclined  to  rise  to  oon- 
tinoe  the  debate,  I  will  juat  make  one 
or  two  observations,  although  the 
matter  under  disonsdon  ia  not  one 
partienlarly  within  my  prorinoe.  Hy 
Lords,  I  am  not  aware  that  any  pro- 
rioion  exists  in  the  constitution  of  thia 
Hooae  nnder  which  any  Peer  can  be 
de^Tod  of  his  rights  aa  a  Peer — nor 
can  he  Ttdontanly  renonnoe  them. 
Tbare  ondoubtedly  exists  ontside  this 


latpower  a) 
be  Taatad  in  tne  hands  of  tb»  Bonse  by 
which  a  ddinquent  Peer  maybe  d^rired 
of  hia  ri^t  to  ait  and  vote.  In  support 
of  that  view  I  may  dte  as  my  witness 
the  noble  Lord  (the  Eari  of  Kosebeiy). 
He  has  been  a  Ten  active  promoter  of 
thia  reform,  and  I  may  refer  to  two 
apeaohes  of  his,  one  dating  so  far  baok 
as  the  year  1884,  and  the  other  made 
last  year.  I  have  had  sent  me  from 
Mid  Lothian  a  print  of  a  speech 
delivered  in  this  Bonse  on  the  19th  of 
Hanh,  IBBB,  on  "TheBeform  of  the 
House  of  Li»ds."  In  one  passage  the 
noble  Earl  says  ; — 

"I  woold  do  nothing  to  impAirtha  indepaod- 
enoa  of  the  Boom  of  Loidi  i  bnt  KiaMtliiiig, 
tnral;.  It  would  not  be  impoaible  fortiis  Hooae 
of  Lord*  itwlf  to  do— wmathiiig  to  purify  ituU 
from  tlioae  blacb  iheepwbooan  now  diignoeit 
witli  Impimitj." 

In  a  further  pcwtion  of  this  print  the 
noble  Lord  is  represented  to  have  used 
this  remarkable  language.  Referring 
to  the  hereditary  pnnd^e,  he  says— 

"Bat  it  doe*  not  marelj  milce  nnwilllng 
legiilaton  -it  kin  make*  unflt  l^iaUtorc  I 
hsTB  qooted  to  70U  whftt  Sir  Miohwl  Hick* 
Be«ch  bM  wid  on  the  lobject.  It  ii  not  a 
ptuticalu'ly  kgreeftble  one  to  dwell  upon  ;  bat 
I  think  wo  mr ""  "  *"" 


■hoald  ntharbe  inclined  to  My  lean  bate 
peroentage  in  ui  htceditsryLegiilanre  Owmber, 
DeitU^eor  (mall,  iiatUogfoaoaniiatadaut. 
What  yon  nquin  inan  '  "  '"  '  —-■-•-"— 
Chambar,  by  the  men  t 


heredituj    rirtae,    hereditur    wisdom,    »n4 
hereditary  diaontion." 

Again,  he  says — 

"If  a  Peer  ihonld  happen  to  be  a  knave  or  a 
fool,  people  ostaide  do  not  graatly  blame  him, 
bnt  at  <Hiee  begin  to  talk  oTthe  oonititution  of 
the  hereditary  Chunbei  in  which  he  dte :  and 
they  e»y  that — 'Una  nnwoithy  man  \»  able 
at  thia  moment  to  go  down  and  kits  a  rote 
eqtul  to  ttiat  of  any  noble  Loid  on  the  Minii- 
tarialBendi.'" 

And  further  on  the  noble  Lord  says — 

"  Now,  would  the  raere  addition  of  IJf e  Peen, 
whatever  the  number,  have  the  effeot  of  aooom- 
plithing  what  ia  one  of  the  prindpal  objeoti  of 
all  reform — namely,  the  exoluiion  ofnnworthy 
Hemban  from  yoar  Honaa  f" 
I  do  not  think  anything  I  coold  dte  oould 
more  strongly  juatiiy  the  neoeed^  for 
some  measure  of  thia  kind.  Tour  Lord- 
ships must  bear  in  mind  that  at  present 
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ytia  are  poverieoa  io  deal  in  any  way 
witii  the  oaaes  of  d^nqnsnt  Peen  Bar  - 
peittapa,  by  the  eumbronfl  prooess  of  ii 
peaohment  Somehow  or  other,  there 
has  ^rown  an  idea  ont-of-doors  that 
fliere  are  a  nnmber  of  these 
who  do  come  down  on  partioular  oooa- 
sions  and  interfere  with  legislatire 
work.  I  may  add  to  the  extraots  I 
hare  read  From  the  apeeoh  of  the  noble 
Lord  that  wa  must  not  for^  this — that 
the  brig;htest  jewel  in  the  Peerage  is 
that  power  which  is  intmsted  to  your 
Lorduiipe  to  saperlntend  and  enforce 
the  administration  of  justice,  not  only  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  bat  also  through- 
out the  wide  dominions  of  our  Empress 
Queen.  The  noble  Lord  who  introduced 
tiiis  measure  oited  sereral  precedents, 
and  I  must  say  that  in  two  of  the  cases 
tiiat  he  quoted  this  House  appears  to  me 
to  hare  exceeded  it«  powers  when  it 
presumed  to  enforce  the  exclusion  of  the 
Peers  from  the  House,  ooupled  with  the 
declaration  that  they  should  be  for  ever 
incapable  of  serving  the  Crown.  There 
is  no  such  power  by  law,  and  I  say  that 
there  is  not  in  this  House  any  power 
to  expel  a  Member  for  misconduct, 
or  any  power  to  punish  him  for  mia- 
conduct  save  on  impeachment,  or  any 
power  whatever  to  take  from  him  the 
privileges  of  Peerage.  Now  this  Bill 
proposes  to  give  the  House  the  power 
which  it  does  not  now  possess  of  dealing 
with  unworthy  Peers  who  have  been 
oonvioted  of  felony,  or  misdemeanour; 
or  of  gross  misconduct,  on  the  Report 
of  a  Judge  of  one  of  the  Superior 
Oburts.  Such  Beport  would  come  be- 
fore your  Lordships,  and  I  appre- 
hend the  ordinary  course  would  be 
lo  refer  the  matter  to  a  Committee 
of  Privileges,  and,  finally,  it  would  be 
before  the  House  again  on  a  Motion  to 
act  on  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  by 
addreeaingtheCrown.  Theobjectof  that 
Address  would  be  to  place  in  the  hands 
of  the  Crown  a  power  whioh  the  Crown 
does  not  possess  at  present — power  to 
su^end  the  Writ  by  whioh,  and  by 
whinh  alone,  a  Peer  of  Parliament  sits 
in  &de  House.  In  the  case  of  the  Lord 
Orey  of  Bntbyn  it  wss  held  that — 

"No  Peer  osd  eiUagaish  hia  honour;  Otat 
it  desoeodi  to  his  dMoeodants;  that  even  a 
nurender  to  the  King  is  void — a  Peer  eaimot 

This  Bill  simply  gives  your  Lordships 
a  power  whioh  yon  have  not  at  present. 
ZtrdKUOtnU 
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I  need  hardly  remind  your  Lordabipa 
that  this  Kll  differs  very  little  frAm  the 
BiU  which  was  before  us  last  SeiBian. 
The  noble  Lord  (the  Earl  of  Bosebwy), 
in  the  speech  from  which  I  have  quoted, 
calls  attention  to  the  fact  that  on  the 
occasion  of  previous  disonssions  some 
of  your  Lordships  have  admitted  the 
necessity  for  some  steps  in  this  direotioa. 
The  noble  Lord  says — 

"  I  remember  that  two  of  ray  coUeagoes  in 
the  Government  of  1B85  expreesed  themMdvai 
itronglf  in  favour  of  ending  thi*  HoMe ; 
one  u  the  Government  o(  188S  eipceSMd 
himself  to  the  aune  effect,  and  I  vaa  left 
aliafwt  alone  on  that  aide  of  the  question, 
pleading  to  ft  somewhat  liatlesa  countrj'  the 
adrant^;ea  of  a  Beoond  Chamber." 

As  to  the  argument  that  this  is  part  of 
a  larger  quention — the  remodelling  of 
the  whole  constitution  of  this  House — 
I  look  upon  this  question  of  power  to 
purge  the  House  of  unworthy  Members 
as  quite  apart  from  any  such  question, 
I  am  not  opposed  to  some  more  general 
reform  of  this  House ;  but  the  question 
now  is  whether  you  are,  or  are  not, 
to  have  the  power  of  dealing  with 
delinquent  Members.  I  am  strongly 
of  opinion  that  you  should  hare  that 
power,  and  accordingly  I  snpport  the 
Second  Beading  of  this  measure. 

Loan  £SH^ :  My  Lords,  I  think 
it  my  duty  to  submit  to  your  Lordships 
how  strange  and  dangerous  and  imprac- 
able  this  Sill  is.  I  think  it  is  strange, 
because  it  places  the  first  step  towards 
the  depriving  a  Peer  of  his  duties  and 
privileges  in  the  power  of  a  Court 
outside  of  this  House.  It  seems  to  me 
exceedingly  strange  that  that  power 
should  be  given  to  a  Court  ontaide  this 
House,  and  that  it  should  not  give  the 
same  power  to  the  same  Court  under  the 
same  circumstances  with  regard  to  the 
other  House.  But  I  desire  to  point  out 
to  your  Lordships  that,  in  my  opinion, 
this  Bill  is  also  impracticable  and 
dangerous.     In  the  first  place  it  says — 

Whenever  a  Peer  of  Parliament  disll  have 
been  found  guiltfi  in  any  Ooutt  of  oompatait 
jurisdiction  in  the  United  Kingdom,  of  anj 

felon  J  or  misdemeanonr." 

What  Court  does  that  include  ?  It  tn< 
eludes,  in  England,  Ireland,  or  Sootland, 
eveiy  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  any 
Recorder's  Court,  any  Court  at  the 
Assizes  where  a  single  Judge  is  sittfl%, 
and  it  requires  any  one  of  those  Ooulta 
—for  they  are  all "  Courts  of  eompetaat 
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r«gaxd  to  the  Blignteat  miademeonoitr,  at 
aooB  to  send  a  Keport  to  your  Lordahipe' 
Eonse^wbat  for  f — ^in  order  to  foona  a 
Motion  that  a  Peer  of  Parliament  may 
be  depriTOd  of  hie  rights,  and  prevented 
from  performing  hia  dntiee.  Bat,  when 
a  Peer  haa  been  eo  Donvioted,  however 
alight  the  oEfeaoe,  this  House  will  be 
Ixmnd,!  ahoaldthink,  to  take  the  matter 
into  ite  ooosideralioti,  and  upon  this 
Houae  will  be  thrown  the  duty  of  eon- 
sideriBg  whether  the  felony  or  miede- 
fmaaaour  is  of  euoh  a  kind  as  will  satisfy 
ittiiat  the  Peer  "has  been  guilty  of  dis- 
oreditable  conduct  inoonustent  with  hia 
position  aa  auoh  Peer."  It  is  not  said 
that  any  Peer  who  is  found  guilty  of  a 
falony  or  miBdemeanonr  is  to  be  exoladed 
from  the  Honae ;  but  the  House  haa  to 
oonaider  whether  the  felony  or  misde- 
meanour eommitted  is  euoh  a  felony  or 
oaiademeanour  asisinoonsisteBt  with  the 
poaition  of  a  Peer.  Now,  with  regard  to 
the  third  eeotion,  it  seeme  to  me  to  be 
more  diffloult  and  more  impraotioable. 
Itia— 

"  Wherein  any  pToceediDebefore &ay  Supe- 
rior Court  in  any  part  of  the  IlDited  Kingdom, 
a  Peer  of  I^rliament  is  proved  to  the  Batiafao- 
tion  of  Um  Oonrt  to  have  been  guilty  of  any 
discreditable  conduct  vbioh  appean  to  the  Coart 
-to  be  inoDDiiitent  with  hia  chuact«r  aa  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  of  Loidn,  the  Court  shall  report 
the  fact,"  Ac. 

Under  that  eeotion,  where  a  Peer  ia 
caDed  aa  a  witnesa  in  aome  very  trivial 
diflpate  between  parties,  and  ia  orosa- 
euunined  as  to  credit,  and,  in  answer  to 
«ome  queetion,  he  statea  aomething 
whloh,  in  the  opinion  of  some  Judee, 
will  entitle  that  Judge  to  oonaider  hie 
oondnot  inoonsiatent  with  the  oharaoter 
ct  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
then  that  Jndge  ia  to  so  into  an 
inquiry,  and  consideT  whether  he  will 
raport  to  this  House.  It  will  put  a 
new  danger  upon  Peers  of  Parlia- 
ment allowing  taemaelree  to  be  called 
as  witnesses.  And  what  ia  to  become 
of  the  parties  ?  What  is  the  Jndge  to 
doP  la  it  posaibla  that,  upon  a  mere 
aOKWm  of  the  Peer  himself,  or  upon  the 
more  allegation  by  some  other  witneaa, 
whi^  appears  to  indicate  discreditable 
fionduot  on  the  part  of  the  Peer,  the 
pazliea  to  the  cause — neither  of  whom 
jnay  have  anything  to  do  with  the  Peer- 
age— arc  to  atand  by  ^rtiilst  the  Judge 
determines  that  question  f      The  sec- 


tion aaya,  "  proved  to  the  aatisfaetioa  of 
the  Oourt."  How  c^  anoh  a  thing  be 
[ffoved  to  the  aatisfaation  of  the  Oonrt, 
nnleas  the  Peer  whose  oondnot  is  im- 
pngned  is  called,  and  piopoeea  a  nnm- 
ber  of  other  wilneeaea  ?  Even  if  the  ease 
arises  upon  an  answer  of  the  Peer  him- 
self, one  would  think  that  he  must  be 
allowed  to  diaouas  the  question,  so  im- 
portant to  him,  whether  his  oondnet  is 
or  not  oonsiatent  with  hia  oharaoter  aa  a 
Member  of  this  House?  Is  the  Judge 
to  atop  the  cause  in  the  preaenoe  of  the 
partiea,  to  allow  the  Peer  to  nominate 
ooiinael  to  defend  him,  and  try  out  this 
iasue  as  to  the  conduct  of  ue  Peer? 
Then,  to  go  a  step  further,  by  what 
standard  is  the  Judge  to  determine  this 
question?  Oan  anybody  tell  me  by 
what  mle  of  law,  or  by  what  rule  of 
conduct,  a  Jndge  ia  to  determine 
whether  a  thing  is  not  simply  dis- 
oreditabie,  bat  "inconsistent  with  the 
ohaiaoter  of  a  Uember  of  the  House  of 
Lords."  I  confess  that,  for  my  part,  I 
have  no  idea  what  that  standard  is. 
Then,  in  the  next  section,  there  are  the 
words  "or  otherwise,"  by  which  the 
noble  Lord  intends  to  give  this  House 
power  of  independent  action.  But 
how  ia  the  matter  to  be  determined? 
Is  tiie  incriminated  Peer  to  be 
called  to  the  Bar  of  the  House, 
and  counsel  to  be  heard  to  show  cause 
why  his  conduct  should  not  he  oon- 
sidered  diaoreditable ;  or  are  you  to 
invite  a  Peer  who  is  accused  of  each  an- 
worthy  conduct  that  you  think  yon  oan- 
not  ait  with  bim  to  ait  and  diaouas  with 
you  whether  or  not  the  oaae  against  him 
ia  eatablished  ?  It  really  eeems  to  me 
thatasamatter  of  praotioal  utility  there 
ia  no  meana  of  carrying  thia  Bill  into 
effeot.     There  is  another  point.      8a^- 

Sising  that  a  Judge  reports  to  this 
ouae  that  the  conduct  of  a  Peer  ia  in 
hia  opinion  discreditable,  and  that  this 
House,  upon  going  into  the  matter,  holds 
that  the  Peer  ia  gniltleea  of  diaoredit- 
able conduct ;  what  will  be  the  portion 
of  that  Peer  ?  He  will  have  a  Bc^Mrt 
made  agunst  him  by  a  judicial  au- 
thority, and  in  his  favour  he  will  simply 
have  a  Besolndon  of  thia  House  that  the 
conduct  in  queation  waa  not  auch  aa  to 
be  inoonaistent  with  hia  character  as  a 
Member  of  this  House.  I  can  see  so 
way  of  amending  the  Bill;  I  matt, 
therefore,  vote  againtt  it  at  thia 
stage. 
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Tisoouirr  HIDLETON:  After  the 
anawer  that  my  nob!«  Friend  reoeived 
the  other  day  from  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  Her  Uajeety's  Government, 
I  am  not  surprieed  that  he  has  taken  it 
upon  himself  to  introdnoe  this  meosnre, 
upon  the  principle  that  *'h&If  a  loat  is 
better  than  no  bread."  Although  this 
measure  may  be  called  a  small  one,  it  is 
by  no  means  an  inngnifioant  one ; 
beoanse,  although  the  number  of  Peers 
affected  by  it  may  be  extremely  small, 
on  the  other  hand  the  mere  exiatenee  of 
sneh  Peers  is  magnified  in  pablioatioDB 
which  rarely  reodi  the  eye*  of  any  of 
your  Lordshipe,  and  in  wnich  the  pn>- 
oeedings  which  this  Bill  seeks  to  deal 
withare  stated  to  represent  the  ordinary 
morals  of  UemberB  of  your  Lordships' 
House.  I  think  the  time  has  come  when 
an  attempt  should  be  made  to  do  tor  the 
British  Peerage  what,  by  means  of 
Bepresentative  Peers,  is  done  for  Soot- 
Ifmd  and  Ireland.  In  the  ease  of  Ire- 
land, the  Irish  Peers  have  the  power  of 
electing  certain  of  their  number  to  be 
BepreseutatiTe  Peers  for  life ;  and  in  the 
case  of  Scotland,  Peers  are  elected  at 
the  oommenoement  of  each  Parliament. 
Thne  have  been  well-known  oases  in 
which  the  deeire  vf  Irishand  Scotch  Peers 
to  be  elected  Bepreeentative  Peers  was 
posistently  ignored,  and  similarly  there 
ought  to  be  some  means  by  which 
British  Peers  might,  either  permanently 
or  tompcrarily,  remove  nndeeirable 
Uembers.  I  recognize  in  this  Bill  an 
honest  attempt  to  grapple  with  a  diffi- 
cult qaestion,  and  I  hope  that  for  the 
sake  of  the  principle  underlying  it  the 
House  will  read  the  Bill  a  seoond  time, 
and  reaerre  all  criticiBm  of  ite  details  for 
the  next  stage  in  Committee. 
•Thb  Ea^l  of  DERBY:  1  must 
oonfess  that  when  I  first  came  into  the 
House  to-night  I  felt  considerable  doubt 
as  to  the  course  I  should  take,  because  I 
believe  we  all  sympathise  with  the 
olgect  of  the  noble  £arl  who  has  moved 
the  Seoond  Beading  of  this  Bill.  But 
the  more  we  look  into  the  subject,  the 
more  we  feel  the  extreme  difficulty  of 
the  grave  and  complicated  questions 
whi^  are  involved.  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  I  do  not  altogether  agree  with  the 
(winion  that  has  been  expressed  more 
than  onoe  to-night,  that  it  is  not  desir- 
able that  we  should  deal  with  questions 
afiEsotingtbe  reform  or  the  oonstructiott 
of  this  Honse  nnleie  we  ore  prepared 
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to  deal  with  them  is  a  large  and  oom- 
prehenuve  manner;  for  1  am  afraid 
tbat  if  we  are  to  wait  fbr  a  oomprehen- 
sive  scheme  of  reconstruction  we  may 
have  to  wait  a  long  while.  Half  a  loaf 
isbetterthan  no  bread;  andifwaareto 
have  practical  reforms,  these  will  pro- 
bably best  be  effected  by  dealing  with 
separate  parts  of  the  subject,  not  in 
any  one  oompreheneive  scheme,  but  in  a 
varie^  of  separate  measures.  Nor 
should  I  be  reetroined  by  the  poasibility 
that  whatever  we  do  here  oar  labours 
will  be  nnsuooeBsful.  An  attempt  to 
remedy  an  acknowledged  defect  can 
only  be  to  our  credit,  even  though  it 
should  foil  by  no  fault  of  onra. 
Bat  I  think  were  is  a  great  deal 
of  foroe  in  the  argument  of  th4 
noble  Earl  below  the  Gangway  (the 
Earl  of  Fife),  that  it  is  not  desirable 
to  open  up,  by  a  small  measure  such  aa 
this,  the  whole  qaestion  of  the  constitu- 
tion and  character  of  this  House  in  an- 
other place,  where  it  is  not  very  likely 
to  meet  with  partieularly  friendly  criti- 
cism, for  the  sake  of  the  very  email  re- 
sult which  is  all  that  can  be  noped  for 
from  this  measure  In  the  seoond  place, 
the  more  I  look  at  this  measure,  tho 
,  more  I  am  convinced  that  the  object  we 
have  in  view^ — 'namely,  the  exclusion 
from  this  House  of  Uembers  of  disre- 
putable character — would  not  be  at- 
tained by  it  in  any  appreciable  degree. 
The  words  ef  the  2ud  clause  are 
such  that  it  is  easy  to  imagine — not  to 
refer  to  any  actual  cases — individuals' 
who  might  bear  notoriously  bad  oharac- 
ters,  and  be  unfit  to  take  part  in  the 
deliberations  of  this  House,  or  even 
to  be  admitted  to  respectable  sooielj, 
and  who  yet  would  not  oom» 
within  the  categories  mentioned  in 
the  Bill— namely,  of  persons  found 
guilty  of  felony  or  misdemeanour.  The- 
Bill  wonld  not  cover  many  case*  that 
required  to  be  dealt  with,  and  would 
oover  many  oaaes  that  were  not  intended 
to  be  deiUt  with.  There  are  a  great 
many  technical  offences  which  are  con- 
stituted misdemeanonrs,  but  which  do 
not  involve  any  moral  delinquenoy.  The 
non-repair  of  a  rood  is,  I  believe,  under 
certain  oircumstanoeB  a  misdemeonoor  ^ 
a  person  who  allows  his  chimney 
to  emit  smoke  so  as  to  be  a  nuisance 
to  the  neighbourhood  is  also  guilty  of 
a  misdemeanour,  and  numerous  case» 
of  a  similar  character  may  be  adduced. 
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X  do  not  beUero  that  thia  lal^eot  can  be 
■deqnataly  dealt  with  by  attempta  to 
ez<dnda  uLdiTidaally  and  by  name  those 
vho  axe  oaiuiderea  to  be  unfit,  but  I 
think  rather  that  the  method  ahonld  be 
by  giving  to  some  body  the  power  of 
onoice  among  the  whole  namber  of 
Peers.  In  many  oases,  though  there 
ma^  be  nothing  {iroved  against  a  Peer 
whieh  would  justify  his  exdurion  from 
le^slotiTe  fonotions,  he  may,  upon  moral 
O*  intelleotnal  grounds,  be  quite  unfitted 
for  the  duties  of  a  legislator.  In 
nich  a  cose  it  would  be  soarcely  possible 
to  ezdnde  him  directly ;  you  will  not 
alter  your  object  by  shotting  out 
a  limited  number  of  persons,  but 
rather  by  selecting  &om  the  whole  body 
of  Peers  such  as  should  exeroiee  the 
ri^ht  of  legislation.  Again,  a  measure 
ofthis  kind  ought,  I  think,  if  it  goes  to 
the  House  of  Commons  at  all,  to  be 
bat&ed  by  a  general  oonsensus  of 
cnpinion  in  this  House.  It  is  quite  dear 
that  there  is  no  general  agreement  in 
this  House  upon  this  Bill,  and  if  we  are 
divided  among  ourselTes  we  cannot 
axpeot  that  our  opinions  would  have 
pn^>er  weight  and  authority  when  they 
came  to  be  considered  by  the  other 
&>a8e.  I  hope,  therefore,  that  my 
Doble  Friend  will  be  satisfied  with  the 
dieoussion  he  has  raised,  and  withdraw 
the  BUI,  which,  in  its  present  form, 
would  not  be  likely  to  pass  in  another 
place,  and  which,  if  he  perusts  with  it, 
will  place  noble  Lords  in  the  dilemma 
of  havine  either  to  vote  against  a 
measnre  uie  object  of  which  we  approve, 
or  to  vote  tor  a  measnre  which  we 
do  not  believe  will  effect  its  purpoae. 
*TnK  MABonxBS  or  SALISBUBT : 
I  OMifbsa  I  am  in  the  same  position  as 
tiie  noble  Lord  who  hasjust  sat  down. 
I  came  down  to  this  House  with  a  dis- 


Twy  oarefnily  to  the  debate  which  has 
taken  place ;  and  without  wishing  in  any 
way  to  express  any  hostile  opinion  as 
to  the  aims  and  objects  of  my  noble 
niand,  with  whichl.endrely  sjrmpathize, 
I  must  say  that  I  agjee  with  toe  view 
of  the  noble  Earl  who  has  sat  down, 
diat  it  would  be  better  that  this  Bill 
ilionid  not  be  proceeded  with.  I  do 
not  fed  able  altogether  to  agree  with  the 
mopositioo  of  the  noble  Earl  below  the 
Oangway  (the  Earl  of  Fife)  that  we 
nnat   never  deal   with   thia    question 


except  in  conjunction  with  the  question 
of  me  Koneral  ooDstitatioQ  of  ihia 
Honse.  I  think  that  would  be  too  wide- 
a  doctrine.  I  ahoold  prefer,  if  the  noble 
Earl  saw  his  way,  that  he  ahuuld 
withdraw  hia  amendment  and  allow 
us  to  divide  on  "the  Previous  Ques- 
tion." This  seems  eminently  an  occasion 
for  the  "Previous  Question,"  when  w» 
do  not  wish  to  express  ourselves  against 
the  principle  of  the  Bill;  butowmi^to 
many  circumstances  of  the  time  and  the 
peculiar  structure  of  the  Bill — which  has 
been  rather  knocked  to  pieces  in  the- 
course  of  the  criticiams  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  behind  me  (Lord  Esher) 
— we  do  not  think  it  deeirable  to  carry 
the  BiUto  a  Second  Beading.  Andlfeel 
this  all  the  more  beoanae  I  think  there 
IB  something  shadowy  and  unreal  in 
the  operation  we  are  going  through. 
My  noble  Friend  has  used  again  those 
worda  "great  scandal,"  and  "in- 
tolerable  evil,"  but  I  think  that 
these  words  go  very  far  beyond  the 
realities  of  the  case.      I  have  asked 

r*n  and  arain  for  a  list  of  "  the  block 
p"  and  I  have  never  got  it,  and  lanv 
gettmg  very  sceptical  as  to  their  exist- 
ence. I  am  quite  certain  that  we  sliall 
not  get  at  the  blssk  sheep  by  thia  Bill 
except  by  a  very  liberal  uae  of  these 
worda  "or  otherwise."  It  ia  not  the- 
other  provinona  of  the  Bill  that  will 
exclude  black  aheep,  unless  you  add  aa 
Interpretation  Clause,  and  recognize 
the  Jockey  Club  as  "  a  Court  of  compe- 
tent jurisdiction."  Otherwise  I  do  not- 
think  the  Bill  will  have  any  effect  at  all. 
It  is  impossible  to  say  that  the  grievance' 
at  which  it  aims  is  a  practical  grievance. 
I  only  know  familiarly  Peers  who  are 
in  the  habit  of  coming  to  this  House.  I 
utterly  deny  there  are  any  black  sheep 
among  them.  Whether  there  are  among-, 
the  Peers  who  never  come  to  this  House 
any  to  whom  that  description  may  attach 
I  do  not  know  ;  but  the  grievance,  in  so^ 
far  as  it  is  not  an  idle  and  imo^ary 
grievance,  really  refers  to  the  history 
and  the  experience  of  past  times,  and 
ums  at  dealing  rather  with  a  fotdish 
outcry  than  with  any  praolical 
state  of  things.  At  the  same  time,  I 
think  it  is  an  anomaly,  and  an  anomaly 
which,  at  a  proper  time,  and  nnder  suit- 
able oircumstanoee,  I  should  be  very 
glad  to  see  removed,  that  we  do  not 
posaesB  the  some  power  in  this  matter 
as  the  House  of  Commons.    I  believa- 
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Hui  tlLe  beat  solution  of  the  qaeation 
ironld  be  that  ve  should  pUoe  ouiselvee, 
«s  far  as  we  oan  do  in  TMeienoe  to  this 
measoze,  pieoisclj  in  the  same  position 
as  (he  House  ot  Oommona — nainaly, 
that  va  shonld  have  the  power  of  ex- 
pelling; Members,  subject  to  having 
them  put  back  here  by  the  authority 
that  snids  us  here.  Just  as,  in  the  case 
•vt  the  House  of  Oommons,  if  a  Member 
is  expelled,  he  can  be  put  back  by  his 
«onstatuenbi,  so  in  the  House  of  Ixirds, 
<if  a  Peer  is  expelled,  there  should  be 
power  ia  the  (ftowQ  to  put  him  back 
faere.  But  I  do  not  believe  that  we  are 
aiming  at  an  urgent  grievanoe,  and  so  I 
■do  not  ask  your  Lordships  to  prooeed 
with  the  Bill  now.  I  oonfese,  though  I 
^o  not  agree  with  his  doctrine  in  aU  its 
entirety,  I  was  very  much  stmok  by  the 
Argument  of  the  noble  Lord  who  mored 
the  Amendmsnt.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
desirable,  except  for  some  adequate 
reason,  to  subject  the  oonstitution  of 
this  House  to  the  dissecting-knife  of  the 
House  of  Oommons.  The  House  of 
Commons  have  blunt  methods  of  their 
own  of  expressing  their  friendly  senti- 
ments, which  might  interfere  with  the 
food  feeling  between  the  two  Houses. 
.B  we  showed  last  year,  we  are  rather 
-disposed  to  deal  with  this  question  as  aa 
adjunct  to  the  general  question  of  the 
-constitution of  theHouse;  wehave never 
elevated  it  into  such  importance  that 
we  should  wish  to  deal  with  it  alone. 
With  regard  to  the  general  constitution 
of  this  House,  I  have  only  to  say  that 
we  hear  many  proposals  for  abstract  and 
Teiy  few  for  concrete  reform.  The 
noble  Earl,  I  think,  denounced  Lord 
Melbourne  for  one  of  his  observations — 
"  Let  well  alone."  If  I  mistake  not, 
Ihere  was  another  obserration  of  Lord 
Helboome'a  whidi  is  very  applicable  in 
ih«  preeent  ease,  and  that  was  tiiat 
things  were  never  in  so  much  danger  as 
when  people  said  that  something  must 
be  done.  Now  we  have  got  this  ques- 
tion rather  in  the  position  of  "  aometning 
must  be  done."  Definite  plans  have  not 
been  very  often  laid  before  us,  and, 
when  they  have  been  laid  before  us,  I  do 
not  think  they  have  attracted  much  sup- 
port from  any  side  of  the  House.  F{tr 
myMlf,  I  see  my  wa^  no  further  than  tiie 
imporlaooe  of  giving  to  the  Grown, 
under  certain  oonditions,  the  power  of 
intradnoiiig  Life  Peers  into  the  House. 
I  believe  that  would  be  a  very  ooaaider- 
l%e  Marfmu  of  SmIMhth 
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able  impToremest  to  the  constitution  of 
the  House  and  the  conduct  of  our  ia- 
bates,  and  I  should  be  very  gfaul  indeed 
if  1  saw  any  chance  <A  this  bang  oaniad 
into  eObot  Bat  in  the  present  state  <ii' 
Parliamentary  Busineas  and  the  di^oai- 
tion  with  respect  to  the  fwwarding  of  it 
which  is  being  manifested  by  those  who 
hold  the  forces  of  obstruction  in  their 
hands,  I  cannothonestiy  say  that  I  seeaay 
prospect  of  bringing  such  an  attempt  to 
a  saoceestul  contusion,  and  therefcne  I 
do  not  think  it  is  desirable  we  should 
enter  upon  a  controversy  so  fraught 
vith  diffiiralty.  Under  the  dnmmstanoea 
I  have  only  to  repeat  that  I  think  the 
beet  way  to  deal  with  this  Bill  is  not  to 
read  it  a  seoond  time,  though  I  should  be 
very  glad  to  be  spared  the  neoeesi^  of 
appearing  to  reoord  my  vote  against  the 
principle  it  contains. 

Lord  HEESOHELL:  My  Lords,  I 
should  not  have  troubled  your  Lordships 
with  any  observations  but  for  what  has 
fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  who  moved 
the  Amendment  and  from  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite.  I  quite  agree  witii 
what  has  been  said  as  to  the  dalioaey 
and  difficult  of  dealing  with  this  sut^ 
jeot,  though  I  cannot  quite  assent  to  the 
view  that  it  |iuTportB  to  deal  with  aa 
entirely  imaginary  and  unsuhstaatial 
grievance.  Undoubtedly,  there  is  a  j;ood 
deal  of  ill-founded  and  unjust  oribcim 
with  regard  to  this  House ;  but,  esr- 
tainly,  when  we  find  that  under  tha 
existing  practice  an  individual  whom 
conduct  and  character  may  be  of  the 
most  discreditable  and  even  criminal 
description  is,  nevertheless,  aa  potent  in 
this  House,  by  recording  his  vote,  as  the 
most  honourable  Member  of  it,  I  think 
that  state  of  things  can  hardly  be  called 
an  imaginary  evil.  If  it  be  posuble, 
without  introducing  greater  evils, 
we  all  desirfl  to  get  rid  of  any  wall- 
founded  subject  of  criticism,  l^ere- 
fore,  I  think  the  noble  Lord  opposite, 
especially  considering  what  was  done  in 
tbjs  matter  during  last  Seeoioii,  was  wril 
justified  in  bringing  this  measure  before 
your  Lordshipe'  notioe.  I  ^ree  that  if 
you  are  to  get  rid  of  what  your  Load- 
ships  wish  to  see  excluded,  it  oan  only  be 
done  by  del^ation  or  selection.  Nor 
should  I  be  hostile  to  this  measure  ob 
the  ground  that  it  might  provoke  on- 
friendly  criticism  in  the  House  of  Osm- 
mons.  No  doubt  there  have  bean 
criticisms,   and  there  are  likdy  to  be 
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oritioismB,  whioh  many  of  ns  coaaider 
exceed  the  boanda  of  justice;  but  if  ve 
are  not  strong  enough  to  stand  well- 
foanded  oriticism  elsewhere,  we  muBt  he 
in  a  weak  and  unstable  condition,  and  I 
ahoald  he  sorry  to  admit  that  we  could 
not  stand  the  oritioisin  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  Vy  speoi&l  ohieot 
in  rifling  was  this— that  it  haa  been  laid 
down  aa  dear  and  nnquestionable  that 
jour  Lordships'  Honae  oas  no  power  of 
expelling  Hemben  in  cases  in  which 
it  would  be  open  to  the  other  Hoaae  to 
do  ao.  I  am  not  going  to  laj  down  the 
oonteat;  of  Uiat  proposidon ;  it  would 
require  mare  oonsideration  and  more 
examination  than  I  have  given  to  the 
matter  to  justify  me  in  doing  so ;  but  I 
feel  bound  to  saj  that  I  am  not  satisfied 
that  that  power  does  not  exist.  The 
niwer  of  expeUing  for  grave  offences  in 
tbe  Honse  of  (Simmons  rests  on  no 
Statute;  It  is  inherent  in  the  Assembly. 
True,  Members  of  the  House  of  Oommons 
are  chosen  by  oonstituendea  in  obedienoe 
to  a  Writ  isaued  by  the  Grown,  while 
your  Lordships'  House  is  sammnned  to- 
gether by  Writ  of  Summons,  but  at  the 
moment  I  am  not  prepared  to  admit  that 
that  distinction  in  any  way  shows  that 
this  Honse  has  not  inherent  in  it,  just  as 
the  House  of  Oommons  has  inherent  in 
it  under  similar  cironmstanoesi  the 
power  of  expelling  Members  who  bring 
disgraoe  and  discndit  upon  it.  It  may 
be  worthy  of  your  Lorduiipa'  considera- 
tion whether  we  might  not  inquire  how 
far  that  power  does  exist  in  this  House 
which  is  possessed  by  the  Honse  of 
Oommons;  but  I  felt  bound  to  make 
these  obserratiouB  to  your  Lordships 
after  what  was  said  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord. 

TEmEAKLoi-BOSEBEBY:  Uy  Lords, 
I  oonfees  that  I  am  in  the  same  position 
of  perplex!^  as  a  oonsiderahle  number 
of  those  who  have  already  addressed 
your  Lordships.  I  nmpathite  warmly 
with  the  object  my  noble  Friend  opponte 
(the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  has  at  neart, 
and  I  sympathise  at  least  equally  warmly 
with  my  noble  Friend  beoind  me  (the 
Earl  of  Fife)  in  the  Sesolution  he  has 
put  forward.  Nor  have  I  heard  any 
trumpet  give  a  very  certain  sound  in 
this  debate  except  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Earl  who  brought  forward  the 
Bill.  More  especially  has  been  my  con- 
funon  increased  by  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Marquess  who  leads  this  House. 


He  is  going  to  oppose  the  Second  Bead- 
ing ;  hut  it  will  require  a  miorosoopio- 
examinatioa  of  the  Bill  of  the  noble 
Earl  to  discover  what  are  the  essential 
differences  between  that  Bill  and  the- 
Bill  which  the  noble  Uarqueas  laid  on 
the  Table  last  year.  Let  ue  take  another 
point.  The  noble  Marquess  does  not 
approve  the  oontentioQ  of  the  noble  Karl 
beuind  me  that  this  is  not  a  subject 
which  ought  to  be  dealt  with  separately  p 
but  again  last  year  the  noble  Marquess 
presented  twin  Bills,  one  of  which  bore 
a  remarkable  resemblance  to  the  Bill  ot 
the  noble  Earl,  and  the  other  of  which 
dealt  with  the  constitution  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House.  When,  owing  to  unto- 
ward drcumstanoes  in  another  place, 
one  of  those  Bills  was  withdrawn,  thfr 
noble  Earl  made  a  sped^  appeal  to  the- 
noble  Marquess  that  the  second  innocent 
might  at  least  be  saved  &om  the  mas- 
sacre; but  the  noble  Marquess  sternly 
said  that  he  wguld  not  d^  with  the 
question  of  hlaok  sheep  apart  from  the 

iuestion  of  the  constitution  of  your 
lordsbips'  House,  It  does  put  a  umple 
and  innocent  and  confiding  and  per- 
plexed Peer  like  myself  in  an  awkward 
position  whm  he  finds  his  natural  guide 
and  pastor  in  a  position  of  difficulty. 
Then  there  was  another  speech  which 
did  not  tsnd  to  assist  me.  The 
Master  of  the  Bolls  pointed  out,  by 
a  series  of  detailed  instances,  how 
very  dangerous  this  Bill  might 
be  to  any  of  your  Lordships  who  went 
into  a  witness-box.  The  contention,  as 
I  undentood  it,  was  this — that  your 
Lordships  might  make  a  slip  in  the  ao- 
onracyoi  your  evidence,  and  might,  after 
leaving  the  Court,  find  the  doors  of  this 
House  eternally  dosed  against  you. 
My  fear  is  the  reverse.  My  fear  is  not 
that  it  will  operate  so  extensively  or  so 
injuriously  as  tbe  Master  of  the  Bolls 
suggests ;  my  fesr  is  that  it  will  scarcely 
have  any  operation  at  all.  The  noble 
Visconat  has  made  some  very  sound 
remarks  on  the  prindple  of  delegation. 
He  said  that  by  delegation  we  could  get 
rid  of  this  evil,  and  by  delegation  alone. 
He  illustrated  this  by  the  case  of  the 
Scottish  and  Irish  Peerages,  and  he  said 
that  it  worked  well  in  those  cases,  and 
that  in  both  instances  it  had  operated  to 
remove  unworthy  Peers  from  sitting  in 
this  House.  I  can  understand  how  that 
can  be  in  the  case  of  the  Scotch  Peers ; 
but  how  that  can  be  in  the  case  of  the 
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Irish  7wTa«e,  where  the  Peers  ore  sd- 
mitted  for  lile,  is  an  odditioDal  per- 
plexity to  the  many  others  which  harass 
me  at  this  momeDt.  As  regards  the 
general  queBtion,  I  believe  that  re- 
formers ID  this  Honse  are  divided  into 
-three  distinct  oategories.  There  are  those 
who  wish  the  atmost  possible  reform; 
there  are  those  who  wish  for  the  least  pos- 
sible reform  ;  and,  iil  the  third  place,  there 
are  those  who  wish  for  no  reform  at  all. 
I  shall  do  the  noble  Earl  who  introduced 
the  BillDoinjastioeinpattinghiminthe 
«eoond  oloss.  It  has  oeen  m;  melan- 
choly experience  to  see  the  noble  Uar- 
quees  begin  in  the  first  class  and 
giadually  descend  through  the  aeooiid 
into  the  third.  I  thmk  my  noble 
Trieod  behiod  me  [the  Earl  of  Fife) 
is,  like  myself,  an  ardent  and  con- 
Tinced  Member  of  the  first  class. 
When  we  come  to  consider  how  ardent 
and  eonvinoed  reformers  ore  to 
benefited  by  this  Bill,  we  find  oniBelves 
in  a  position  of  some  oonaiderable  difi- 
txilty.  Those  Peers  on  whom  a  Judge 
shall  have  prononaced  a  sentence,  or  as 
to  whom  a  Judge  shall  have  to  report 
.as  provided  in  the  Bill,  are  Peers  who 
'Can  never  in  those  circumstances  attend 
the  Sittings  of  this  House,  fbr  in  these 
days  so  gross  a  public  scandal  would  be 
-  practicaUy  impossible.  Therefore,  if  you 
pass  this  Bill,  you  might  in  a  ease  of  a 
-veiy  flagrant  nature  move  on  Address  to 
the  Grown  and  keep  ont  a  Peer, 
whose  entry  a^ain  into  this  Honse 
wonld  be  praotioally  impossible;  bat 
does  it  reatly  touch  the  matter  at  issue 
going  beyond  that  ?  Is  the  object  which 
our  reformers  have  at  heart  simply 
keep  out  the  black  sheep,  the  Peers 
.guilty  of  flagrant  felonies  and  misde- 
meananrs  7  It  is  nothing  of  the  kind. 
There  are  a  great  many  oflences 
— scarcely  offences  at  all  in  the 
•ye  of  the  law — which  unfit  a  Peer 
to  sit  here  or  legislate  here.  There 
are  offences  for  which  a  Peer  would  be 
axpelled  by  the  committee  of  a  dab  at 
a  moment  s  notice  which  do  not  come 
under  the  operation  of  this  Bill,  which 
would  be  almost  more  repulsive  to  your 
liordships  than  anyoffences  that  do  come 
under  the  Bill.  When  we  come  to  deal 
with  the  action  that  should  be  taken,  we 
find  what  our  difBcnlties  are.  Some  pro- 
pose a  Censor.  I  once  took  the  liberty 
of  saggesting  that  we  should  have  a 
Oensor,  and  that  if  we  did  have  a  Oenscr 
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he  should  be  the  noble  Duke,  whom  I 
do  not  see  present  (the  Duke  of  Argyll), 


who  is  weU  qudified  to  perform  those 
functions ;  but  that,  again,  is  not  a  prac- 
tical sug^stion.  Well,  can  we  nave 
expurgation  by  ballot  ?  That,  a^ain, 
would  seem  a  natural  way  to  get  nd  of 
those  Peers  who  are  undesirable ;  but 
who  would  be  the  Peers  to  be  got  rid 
of?  I  amsorry  to  saythatfrom  allthat 
I  have  seen  of  the  proceedings  of  this 
HoosB  for  the  last  two  years  I  am  led 
to  believe  that  the  first  ballot  would  be 
not  against  the  black  sheep,  but  against 
myself  and  my  noble  Friends  who  sit  on 
the  &ont  Opposition  Bench.  Then,  whan 
we  come  to  the  definition  of  black  sheep, 
there  is  a  difficulty  there  again.  If  ^ 
WU&id  LawBon  were  asked  to  define 
the  black  sheep  he  would  define  them 
as  the  men  who  took  too  much  wine,  and 
I  believe  the  definition  which  would  be 

fiven  by  the  strict  teetotaller  of  the 
lackest  sheep  of  all  would  be  the  mode- 
rate drinker.  I  have  seen  a  Oatechism 
framed  by  members  of  the  Ohuroh  of 
England  which  lays  it  down  as  almost  a 
mortal  sin  to  enter  Dissenting  places  of 
worship.  The  noble  Marquess  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Wiltshire  pointed  out 
on  the  last  ocoasiDn  on  which  we  dis- 
cussed  this  Bill  that  any  person  who 
had  been  twice  on  a  raoeoourse  should 
be  unfit  to  sit  in  this  House.  When 
you  come  to  your  category  of  offences 
and  the  persons  committing  them  yoo 
find  an  insuperable  difficulty  which  can 
have  only  one  issue.  The  real  difficult 
in  your  path  has  been  ignored  this 
evening.  The  diffionlW  is  the  heredi- 
tary condition  of  this  Mouse.  I  do  not 
wi^  to  speak  offensively,  but  these  are 
the  only  words  by  which  I  can  describe 
what  I  mean.  TiuM  House  is  not  an  or- 
dinary Legislative  Body  such  as  exists 
elsewhere  m  the  universe.  It  is  a  legis- 
lative caste,  constanUy  recruited,  I 
grant,  constantly  renewed  by  the  exer- 
tions of  the  noble  Marquess  and  those 
who  have  preceded  him  in  office,  but  still 
a  legislative  caste ;  and  the  measures 
whicnareBufflcienttodealvithanelectiTe 
body  are  not  sufficient  to  deal  with  a 
hereditary  body.  My  Lords,  the  pain- 
ful truth  is  this— to  put  it  as  decorously 
as  I  can — that  a  person  of  very  indiffer- 
ent character  who  comes  to  a  LegislatiTe 
Body  by  the  process  of  popular  election 
has  a  safer  position  than  a  person  of  un- 
impeachable character  who  oomes  to  a 
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HouM  by  hereditaiT  dMorat.  Oar  duty, 
iberefore,  is  aaingiilarlj  oomplioated  one. 
We  have  not  merely  to  tue  the  atepa 
which  the  Hoobo  of  Oommou  may  take, 
and  vhioh  we  are  told  we  have  not  the 
power  to  take,  bat  we  haTs  to  keep  ab- 
Bolutely  pure,  uns^tted,  and  nntamted, 
iroe  from  ain  pombill^  of  nupidon  of 
taint,  the  hereditary  oonatitatioii  of 
this  Asaembly.  The  Bill  of  my  noble 
Friend  will  not  do  that,  nor,  indeed,  is 
it  poeaible.  Hia  posidos,  which  is 
the  rererse  of  the  parable,  is  this — that 
he  is  oonstructing  an  elaborate  crane  to 
remove  a  large  single  beam,  whereas 
what  we  are  sofiFering  &om  is  an  innu- 
tnerable  multitude  of  motes.  There  are 
three  ooarses  open  to  us.  There  is  the 
«oar8a  open  of  Toting  for  my  noble 
Friend  opposite;  there  is  the  oonrse 
open  of  TOting  for  my  noble  Friend 
below  the  Gangway  (the  Earl  of  Fife), 
bat  I  not  feel  inclined  to  adopt 
-either.  I  feel  in  the  position  of  a 
man  who  says,  "Any  port  in  a  storm." 
And  the  port  I  select  on  this  occasion 
woold  be  the  inquiry  by  Select  Com- 
mittee which  has  been  auKgested  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Hersohell) 
to  aaoertain  it  we  have  or  have  not  the 
power  poBseseed  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. If  we  hare,  it  will  render  the 
Bill  of  my  noble  Friend  anneceasaiy, 
whereas  if  we  have  not  the  power  we 
aiay  oome  then  to  the  reconsideration 
of  the  subject  with  renewed  freshness 
and  Titality. 

Easi,  GEAWVILLE :  My  Lords,  I 
«m  sure  we  shall  all  agree  that  mai^  of 
the  adamants  used  by  the  noble  Earl 
who  introduced  this  Bill  are  weighty 
And  excellent  arguments  which  cannot 
be  oontradioted.  I  fear,  on  the  other 
hand,  that  the  noble  E^rl  who  moved  the 
Amendmeut  very  ooarteoasly  adminiB- 
tered  a  mild  reproof  to  some  Peers  older 
than  himself  for  the  oourse  they  have 
taken  in  this  matter ;  bat  I  cannot  help 
-thinkiDg  that  his  principal  argament — 
to  the  effect  that  the  reform  of  the 
Hoase  of  Lorde  is  rery  desirable  and 
•o  important  that  it  should  be  introdaued 
■and  pushed  forward  in  the  most  effec- 
tual manner,  and  that  it  ia  ii^ured  in- 
stead of  advanced  by  petty  deuing  with 
the  question — is  very  much  the  policy, 
right  or  wrong,  wluoh,  owing  to  the 
«ver-cautaon  oi  <^  age,  has  been  the 
policy  of  some  of  the  older  Peers  upon 
-whom   he  animadverted.     Now,  with 


regard  to  the  Bill  itself,  argnments  have 
been  addressed  to  your  Xordshipa  in 
favour  of  and  against  the  Bill ;  and  I 
think  that,  as  not  infrequently  happens, 
the  speoches  of  the  learned  Lords  in  this 
House  have  to-night  had  more  practical 
importanoe  than  thoeeof  lay  Lords.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite  me 
(Lord  Esher)  advanced  oritioisms,  some 
of  them  of  a  startling  character,  others 
with  respect  merely  to  minor  details 
of  the  Bill.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  below  me  (Lord  Fitz  Qerald),  while 
arguing  strongly  in  favour  of  the  Bill, 
laid  dovrn  positively  the  doctrine  that 
there  is  no  power  in  this  House  to  get 
rid  of  its  delinquent  Members.  Now, 
any  ohiUr  dietum  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  must  have  great  weight, 
but  it  is  notable  that  he  gave  no  reasons 
or  argument  in  support  of  his  proposi- 
tion. He  was  foUowed  by  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  the  late  Lord 
ChanoelloT,  who,  without  laying  down 
positively  and  dogmatioally  any  pro- 
position upon  the  subject,  pointed 
ant  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  is  exoeed- 
iogly  open  to  doubt  whether  thia  Asaem- 
bly, like  all  similar  bodies,  had  not  such 
a  power  inherent  in  itself.  My  Lords, 
I  think  that,  especially  after  what  has 
fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  who  has  just 
sat  down,  who  so  justly  has  taken  the 
lead  with  regard  to  the  reform  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  my  noble  Friend 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  will 
see  that  any  Bill  for  the  reform  of  your 
Lordships'  House  ought  to  go  down  to 
another  plaoe  with  very  great  authority 
and  very  great  support  from  this  House. 
It  is  said  that  the  House  of  Commons, 
if  this  Bill  went  down  to  it,  would  take 
advantage  of  that  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  constitution  of  this  House. 
I  have  no  right  to  speak  for  any  of  the 
Conservative  Tarty  in  the  other  House ; 
but  I  have  no  doubt  that  there  is  a  oon- 
siderable  portion  of  that  Party  in  the 
other  House  who  do  not  like  Ute  prin- 
ciple of  reforming  this  House,  because 
they  think  that  if  such  a  reform  were 
once  begun,  it  would  tend  ultimately  to 
destroy  an  institution  which  they  wish  to 
perserve.  On  the  other  hand,  there  are 
in  the  other  House  honourable  Friends 
of  mine  on  the  same  political  side  as 
myself  who  would  be  no  party  to  any 
measures  that  wonld  strenguien  the 
House  of  Lords.  I  think,  after  the 
difference  of  opinion  there   has    been 
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asumg  noUa  and  learned  Lords  aa  to 
what  OOT  power  is  ia  this  matter,  that  the 
■iig^eation  that  we  Bhould  inquire  before 
we  act  is  one  which  It  is  impossible  to 
redat.  Therefore,  while  Btrongl;  agree- 
ing with  the  noble  Sari  (the  Earl  of 
O^narron)  in  wishing  to  get  rid  of  what 
is  a  blot  on  this  House,  however  small, 
I  ventare  to  express  the  hope  that  the 
noble  Earl  will  assent  to  the  ooitrM  sug- 
gested by  the  noble  Marquess  ;  and,  as 
there  are  many  of  ne  who  would  not 
have  it  supposed  that  in  the  vote  we  are 
about  to  give  we  are  voting  for  the  re- 
tention of  black  sheep  In  this  Honse,  I 
wonld  ask  my  nobis  Friend  whether  he 
cannot  consent  to  the  proposal  of  the 
noble  Harqness,  and  let  us  vote  upon 
the  previooB  qnestiou  ? 

Thi  EiBL  OF  OABNABVON:  My 
Lords,  I  feel  myself  in  some  difficulty 
after  ^e  appeals  whii^  have  been  made 
to  me.  I  freely  confess  that  I  should 
infinitely  prefer  the  action  of  the  Ch>- 
vemment  on  this  question,  which  is  one 
far  more  befitting  the  Government  to 
deal  with  than  any  private  Hembw.  It 
fdils  within  thor  proviuoe,  and  they  are 
more  competent  to  speak  in  tones  of 
anthority  in  regard  to  it  both  here  and 
in  another  place.  My  noble  Friend  at 
the  bead  of  the  Government,  however, 
must  remember  that  when  I  first  mooted 
this  queetioD  in  this  Honse,  he  gave  me 
a  distinot  invitation  to  take  it  up ;  and 
therefore  I  could  not  quite  antioipate, 
without  any  notiee,  that  there  had  been 
a  change  of  purpose  on  my  noble 
Friend's  part.  My  noble  Friend  ob- 
jeat«d  to  tois  Bill,  and  even  went  so  far 
as  to  describe  the  ev9  which  moat  of  us 
acknowledged  as  an  ideal  one.  If  that 
is  so,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  why 
my  noble  Friend  introduced  the  Bill  m. 
last  year,  which  was  framed  on  precisely 
the  same  lines  as  those  on  which  the 

Siresent  Bill  is  moulded.  The  chief  dif- 
erence  between  the  two  Bills  was  that  I 
have  introduced  into  the  present  Bill 
the  two  magical  words  "or  otherwise," 
which  gives  this  House  the  initiative. 
At  the  same  time,  I  now  find  myself  in 
a  very  great  difficulty.  Having  carried 
the  qne»ti<m  np  to  tlus  particuGLr  point, 
and  naving  proceeded  on  the  assump- 
tion that  I  should  receive  the  support  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  based  on 
their  own  action  last  year,  and  on  the 
fact  that  I  had  received  no  intimation  of 
change  of  mind  on  their  part,  I  think 
Barl&ramilk 


I  was  warranted  in  sapposing  that  I 
should  not  have  met  with  that  objeoUon 
at  the  last  moment.  I  should  be  qaite 
content,  if  the  House  wonld  asree  to 
the  Second  Beading,  to  allow  ua  Bill 
to  go  to  a  Select  Oommittee,  and  would 
aooept  the  dedrion  of  the  Hoose  upon 
it  oheerfnlly.  But  I  feel  that  I  ought 
not  to  be  asked  at  the  last  moment  to 
withdraw  tbe  measure  altogether. 

The  Amendment  of  the  Earl  of  Fife 
was,  by  leave  of  the  House,  withdrawn. 
Then,  the  original  question  being  stated, 
the  previous  question  was  put,  "  whether 
this  qnestiou  be  now  put ; "  Contents 
14;  Not-Oontents  73. 

Thx  Eaxl  of  fiOSBBERT:  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  noble  Marquess 
whether  the  Government  will  consent  to 
the  appointment  of  such  a  Oommittee 
as  that  suggested  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lor5  (Lord  Hersohell)  ?  I  have 
just  voted  for  the  Second  Beading,  and 
so  produced  an  appearance  of  dissidence 
from  my  noble  Friends,  because  I 
ttionght  that  the  Bill  should  be  read  a 
second  time,  in  order  to  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Oommittee. 

Eabl  OABOQAN  :  I  understood  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  to  suf^est  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  on  the 
general  question— not  upon  this  Bill 
simply. 

Eabl  GBANYILLE  :  The  point  is 
that,  if  the  view  of  the  nolue  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Herschell)  be  correct, 
there  will  be  no  necessity  for  any  mea- 
sure of  this  kind. 

The  lord  OHANCELLOE  :  I  did 
not  understand  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  to  express  a  definite  opinion.  All 
he  said  was  that  he  had  considerable 
doubt  as  to  the  aoouraoy  of  the  view  put 
forward  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Fitz  Gerald)  as  to  the  uon-exist- 
enoe  of  the  power  of  dealing  with  delin- 
quent Members. 

The  Mabquebs  of  SAU8BUBY: 
All  I  can  say  is  that  if  any  Committee 
were  appointed  it  could  certainly  not  be 
upon  this  Bill,  which  ia  now  absolutely 
dead ;  but  if  a  proposal  is  made  to  ap- 
point a  Oommittee  such  as  I  understood 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  onpoeite 
(Lord  Herschell)  to  suggest,  tne  Go- 
vernment will  oarefully  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  such  an  appointment. 

House  adioomed  at  Beven  o'clock, 

tiU  To-monow.R  qurter  paat 

Tod  o'clock. 
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NBW  WBIT. 
For  mddleHez  (Enfield  Division),  in 
tiie  room  of  the  Bi^ht  Honourable 
Williaia  Plajdell  Boaverie,  commonly 
«alled  ^•ooont  FolkeBtone,  now  Earl  of 
Sadnor,  called  np  to  the  House  of  Peers. 

Q  UEBTI0N8. 


PAB0EL8  AND  REQISTBEED  LETTERS. 
Mb.  BABTLEY  (Islington,  NO  asked 
ibe  Postmaster  General  vhen  the  sobeme 
for  the  oolleotioD  of  trade  obargea  on  the 
deliveiy  of  parcels  and  registered  letters 
irill  be  earned  oat  P 
*Thi  postmaster  general  (Mr. 
Baikxs,  UiUTeTsity  of  Cambridge)  :  I 
have  submitted  my  proposals  on  this 
subject  to  the  Treasury,  and  am  now 
awaiting  a  decision. 

THE  BOtJUTY  SYSTEM. 

Mb.    watt   (Glasgow,   Oamlaohie) 

asked  the  Under  Seoretory  of  Stato  for 

the  Colonies    whether    he  oould  state 


Her  Majesty's  West  Indian  Colonies 
through  the  adoption  of  the  boun^ 
^stom  hy  other  countries,  and  the  con- 
•equent  loes  of  trade  to  Great  Britain ; 
and,  whether,  having  regard  to  the  un- 
certainty existing  peading  the  ratifica- 
tion of  the  Convention  by  Parliament, 
he  conld  name  a  probable  dato  by  which 
the  Bill  will  be  submitted  7 

TBI  UNDER  8E0RETABY  ot 
STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
Di  VfatMA,  liverpool,  Toxtoth) :  I  re- 
gret that  I  hare  no  statistics  which 
would  enable  me  to  gire  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber the  information  asked  for  in  the 
first  part  of  his  question;  as  to  the 
second  part  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question,  t  must  refer  him  to  the 
answer  given  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
tile  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  on  the 
same  subject  a  few  days  since. 

FUHB'  PBIOEa 

Mb.  duff  (Banffshire)  asked  the 
Lord  AdTOoate  if,  ander  the  existing 
Statutes  regarding  the  striking  of  fiatr 
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prices,  it  was  oompetent  for  the  Sheriff 
of  the  ooun^  to  aooept  affidavits  made 
and  oonntorsigned  by  a  Justice  of  tlu 
Peace,  and  so  abato  the  great  ineon- 
vanience  of  compelling  personal  atteod- 
anoe  at  the  county  towns  when  the 
fiors'  Piiecs  are  struck ;  and,  if  the 
Shaiff  has  not  got  the  power,  would  he 
amend  the  law  in  the  direction  in- 
dicated? 

•Thb  lord  ADTOOATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Bobbbtsoh,  Bute) :  According  to 
practice,  witnesses  personally  attend  at 
the  Fiars'  Court  in  all  the  counties  ex- 
ae|>t  A^yllshire,  in  which  county  the 
endenoe  is  taken  on  commission  by 
Sheriff  Substitutes  or  Justices  of  the 
Peace.  I  think,  however,  that,  under 
the  existing  law,  it  would  be  competent 
for  any  Sheriff  to  accept  affidavits, 
although  it  is  obvious  that  the  weightto 
be  given  to  evidence  untested  by  exami- 
nation in  Court  would,  in  each  case,  be 
for  the  Sheriff  and  Jury  to  determine. 

RAILWAY    RATES. 

Sael  COMPTON  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Bamsley)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of' Trade  whether  HerM^esty's 
Government  have  received  certain  reso- 
lutions passed  at  a  meeting  held  by  the 
London  Railway  and  Canal  Charges 
Assooiatian,  and  of  Affiliated  Associa- 
tions, protesting  against  the  "increase 
of  maximum  otutrges  "  proposed  bv  the 
chief  Railway  Companies  in  the  olasai* 
fication  and  sehedufes  of  rates  deposited 
with  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  aooordaaoe 
with  Section  24  of  "The  Railway  and 
Canal  Traffic  Act,  1888,"  and  against  the 
"  excessive  and  unfair  "  terminal  cba^ea 
which  the  Railway  Companies  propose 
to  add  to  their  maximum  rates;  whether 
the  case  quoted  by  the  chairman  of  that 
meeting  is  correct— that,  in  one  sohedule, 
where  the  distance  is  four  miles  — 

"  The  prMent  nte  charged  for  coal  was  li.  s 
ton,  whioh  «M  >lsa  the  nudmani  t^  and  tliB 
nsw  nuudmnm  ntta  propoied,  inalndiiig  tsrmi- 
nslB,  wu  6a.  Sd.  p«r  ton." 
What  answer  has  been  returned  to  the 
above-mentioned  protests;  and,  what 
time  would  be  allowed  for  further  pro- 
teat  to  be  sent  in  1 

SiK  E.  BIBEBECE  (Norfolk,  E.) 
also  asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  if  he  is  now  prepared  to  state 
whether  he  will  extend  the  time  within 
which,  under  the  Rules  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  objections  may  be  sent  in  to  the 
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Olassificationa  of  Herclianduie  snd 
Schedules  of  Haximum  Bates  sub- 
mitted b;  Boilway  Oompaoies  under 
Section  34  of  "  Xhe  Bulway  and  Canal 
Trafflo  Act,  18B8"? 
*Thx  PBESIDENT  of  thx  BOARD 
ofTBADE  (SirUioBABi,  Hickb-Bkaoh, 
BriBtoI,  W.) :  I  presume  the  noble  Lord 
refers  to  the  Railwaj  and  Oanal  Traders' 
Association,  from  vhom  I  have  received 
copies  of  Besolutioiis  objecting'  to  the 
proposed  classifications  and  schedules  of 
the  chief  Bailway  Companies,  in  whiub 
the  phrases  quoted  are  osed.  I  have, 
however,  not  seen  the  observations  of 
the  Chairman.  The  Besolutions  are 
under  consideration,  and  the  Ezeoative 
of  the  Association  have  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  explaining  their  views  upon 
them.  With  regard  to  the  last  para- 
graph of  the  question,  and  a  similar 
question  vrhich  stands  in  the  name  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  £aat 
Norfolk,  and  which  at  mj  request  he 
has  postponed  for  some  days,  I  ma;  say 
that  I  have  been  reluctant  to  extend  the 
time  allowed  for  sending  in  objections  to 
the  proposed  new  olaaeifioation  and 
rates,  beoauae  any  such  extension  will 
make  itquite  impossible  that  the  matter 
can  be  settled  this  year.  But  I  have 
found  so  general  a  desire  for  an  exten- 
sion of  time  among  traders  and  agricul- 
turists in  all  parte  of  the  country  that, 
feeling  the  importance  of  full  considera- 
tion of  a  matter  which  has  to  be  settled 
once  for  all,  I  have  decided  to  extend 
the  time  for  eight  weeks— namely,  to 
June  3rd. 

Ub.  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlachie): 
I  beg  to  ask  if  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  can  give  any  idea  as  to 
the  coats  an  individual  trader  might 
incur  in  lodging  obieotions  and  taking 
procedure,  as  provided  by  the  B^way 
and  Canal  Traffic  Act,  1B8B,  to  protect 
his  interests;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
the  unanimous  opinion  expressed  at  all 
the  meetings  held  throughout  the 
country,  the  Glovernment  will  now  agree 
to  extend  the  time  for  lodging  objec- 
tions, which  was  fixed  by  the  Act  to 
expire  on  April  9  next,  toJunB9Deit? 
•Bra  UIUHAEL  HIOKS- BEACH: 
As  far  as  the  Board  of  Trade  are  con- 
cerned, no  ousts  need  be  incurred  by 
any  person  making  objections  with 
which  they  are  empowered  to  deal.  It 
is  obviously  impossible  to  give  any  idea 
as  to  the  costs  which  may  be  incurred 
Sir  E.  Mrtieek 


by  persons  lodging  objections  with  the 
Bail  way  Oommieaionera. 

THE  POLICB. 
Hr.  BBADLAnOH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  wa» 
aware  that,  on  the  21et  January,  Alfred 
Smith,  of  4,  Emerald  Street,  being 
aroused  by  cries  of  "  murder,"  came  out 
of  his  house,  and  found  Police  Constable 
Kendal  beating  a  young  man ;  whether 
Alfred  Smith,  to  prevent  serious  result, 
took  away  the  policeman's  tmnoheon ; 
whether,  on  29th  January,  Al&«d  Smith 
was  for  this  fined  12b.  and  costs  by  Hr. 
Taughan,  on  a  charge  of  ofastmotina^ 
the  constable;  whether  Alfred  Smith 
was  further  summoned,  on  7th  Feb- 
ruary, for  detaining  the  tmnoheon,  and 
wheUier  such  summons  was,  after  care- 
ful hearing,  dismissed  by  Sir  J.  Ingham, 
the  truncheon  having  been  shown  tO' 
have  been  laid  on  the  doorstep ;  whether 
Alfred  Smith  was  now  sued  in  the 
County  Court  by  the  Beceiver  General 
of  the  Metropolitan  Police  for  £1  Ss., 
as  the  actual  value  of  such  truncheon ; 
whether  he  would  state  the  price  per 
truncheon  really  paid  by  the  Govern- 
ment; and  whether  these  repeated  pro- 
ceedings had  been  taken  with  bis 
consent  ? 

Thk  SEOEETABT  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthxws,  Birmingham,  E.J :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Police 
that  he  has  no  knowledge  of  the 
fact  stated  in  the  first  paragraph.  A 
man  assaulted  P.  C.  Kendal  and  another 
constable,  and  has  been  fined  by  the 
Magistrates  for  these  assaults.  Smith 
took  away  the  policeman's  truncheon, 
and  was  fined  as  stated  in  the  third 
paragraph.  The  Chief  Commissioner 
IS  not  aware  that  the  truncheon  was  laid 
on  the  doorstep.  The  summons  men- 
tioned in  the  fourth  paragraph  was  dis- 
missed on  the  7th  February,  the  learned 
Magistrate  remarking — 

That  be  did  lo  becsnM  the  police  wen 
unable  to  prove  that  the  trcocheoa  was  in  the 
poNewion  of  Smith  when  the  ■ammoDi  was 
applied  for,  and  that  the  proper  ooans  was  to- 
me Smith  in  the  Ooontj  Court." 

Aooordingly  Smith  has  now  been  sued 
in  the  County  Court  for  the  value  of  th& 
truneheon — namely,  2b.,  and  for  £l 
damages  for  illegal  detention  of  the 
same.    The  price  of  the  truncheon  was- 
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2s.  The  Bsnotifm  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  was  not  asked  for,  nor  was  it 
neoeesary  with  reference  to  an;  of  these 
proceedings,  which  were  all  taken  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  law. 

ASHT  STORES  AT  WEEDON. 
Mb.  HANBUBS'  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  what  was 
the  quantity  of  the  Tarione  email  arms 
and  tenta  in  the  warehouse  of  the 
Ooremment  Army  Stores  at  Weedon 
recently  destroyed  by  fire ;  what  was 
the  quantity  saved ;  and,  whether, 
judging  from  previous  stocktakings, 
and  the  fact  that  it  was  full  in  nearly 
every  department,  there  was  between 
£90,000  and  £  120,000  worth  of  aovera- 
ment  property  ia  the  building  ? 

•The  SEOEETABY  pob  WAR  (Mr. 
£.  Stareofe,  Lincolnshire,  HoiDcaHtle) : 
At  the  time  of  the  fire  the  Weedon  ware- 
house contained  about  £130,000  worth 
of  stores,  consisting  mainly  of  tents, 
swords,  and  lances.  About  £62,000 
worth  of  these  were  destroyed. 

EIOHMOND  PEI80N,  DUBUK. 

Us.  HANBURT  asked  tbe  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  what  precautions  were 
taken,  ^nd  what  alteratioua  were  made 
in  the  sanitary  arrangements  of  Rich- 
mond Prison,  Dublin,  between  the  time 
when  it  was  disused  as  a  prison  and  the 
time  when  it  was  first  occupieil  by 
troops,  when  it  was  so  disused  by 
prisoners  and  when  it  was  first  used  by 
tioopsf 
*ii%.  E.  STANHOPE  said:  TheBioh- 
mond  Prison  waa  vacated  by  prisoners 
on  the  31st  of  Uarch,  1888,  and  occu- 
pied as  Wellington  Barracks  by  troops 
on  the  28th  of  September  following. 
During  the  intervening  half-year  all 
watetwiloseta  and  drains  connected  with 
them  were  removed  from  the  interior 
of  the  building  and  replaced  by  earth- 
closets  outside.  Windows  were  en- 
laj^^,  and  additional  provision  made 
for  ablution  and  cooking.  The  sanitary 
arrangements  were  concurred  ia  by  the 
medical  authorities.  These  works  having 
been  carried  out,  I  authorized  the  use 
of  tbe  buildings  as  a  barrack  for  tem- 
porary porposes. 

Mr.  T.  M,  HEALT  asked  whether, 
when  those  barracks  were  taken  over 
by  the  military  autiiorities,  any  sum 
was  pud  to  the  Oivil  Service  ? 
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•Mu.   E.    STANHOPE;    No,  Sir;   I 
believe  not. 


THB  MACCLESFIELD  8ATINQ8  BASK. 
Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green, 
N.E.)  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  tbe  report  of  tbe  trial  of  the 
actuary  or  clerk  who  embezzled  the 
funds  of  the  Macclesfield  Savings  Bank, 
at  which  trial  the  Judge,  ia  passing  sen- 
tence, severely  commented  upon  the 
carelessness  and  negligence  of  the  trus- 
tees  and  managers ;  and,  whether,  under 
the  oiroumetances,  the  Government  will 
order  an  inquiry  under  the  Act  of  1BB7  ? 
*Thb  OHANOELLOE  of  thbEXOHE. 
QUER  (Mr.  Gubohkn,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Before  the  hon. 
Member's  question  appeared  on  the 
Paper,  the  Treasury  had  received  a 
report  from  the  National  Debt  Oommis- 
sioners  calling  attention  to  the  defalca- 
tions at  the  Macclesfield  Savings  Bank, 
and  recommending  that  an  inquir; 
should  be  held  under  the  Act  of  1867. 
The  Treasury  are  of  opinion  that  an 
investigation  is  called  for  by  the  cir- 
cumstuoes,  and  the  Treasury  Solicitor 
will  be  instructed  to  make  an  applica- 
tion to  the  High  Oourt  to  appoint  a 
Commissioner  to  hold  a  local  inquiry,  as 
was  done  in  the  case  of  the  Oudiff 
Bank. 

CAPTAIN  SBOBAVE,  &H. 
UB.MAONEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
what  inquiries  were  made  as  to  the 
antecedents  of  Hr.  Segrave,  and  his 
competence  to  fill  a  judicial  office,  on  hia 
appointment  as  a  Kesident  Magistrate 
in  October  1886  ;  were  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment aware  that  Mr.  Segrave  had 
three  times  failed  to  obtain  by  examina- 
tion a  Commission  in  tbe  Army,  and 
that  on  two  of  these  three  occasions 
he  had  failed  to  pass  a  qualify- 
ing examination ;  and,  were  the 
Government  awaru  that  in  September 
1BB6  Mr.  Segrave's  services  in  the  Cape 
Forces  had  been  dispensed  with,  as 
appears  by  the  Cap»  OaaetU,  he  having 
been  previously  placed  under  arrest  for 
the  embezzlement  of  money  belonging 
to  soldiers  under  his  command? 
•Sir  M.  HIOKS-BEAOH  :  I  am  ob- 
liged to  the  hon-  Member  for  asking 
me  this  question,  as  it  gives  me  an 
0  2  ,  , 
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Opportunity  of  statJug  that  any  respon- 
sibility rests  with  me,  and  not  at  all 
with  the  present  Chief  8e<iretary  for 
Ireland.  I  can  only  epeak  as  to  the 
oiroumatanoefi  of  that  appointment  from 
my  recollection  of  a  matter  which  took 
place  two  and  a  half  years  ago,  but  I 
am  qnite  sure  that  I  gave  very  great 
perBOOol  attontion  to  tiie  inquiry  ioto 
the  testimonials  which  most  have  been 
TOodnced  by  Oaptain  Segrave,  both  by 
letter  and  oral,  and  I  referred  the  testi- 
monials to  the  Lord  Chancellor  for  his 
ooneideration  with  regard  to  thejudioial 
qnalifioatione  of  Captain  Segrave.  Of 
ootuse  the  pointe  referred  to  in  the 
aeoond  and  third  paragraphs  of  the  hon. 
Member's  qneetion  were  not  in  any  way 
brought  under  my  notice.  On  the  oon- 
traiy,  Oaptain  Segrave  was  reoom- 
mended  to  me  as  a  Roman  Catholio 
gentleman,  whose  claims  to  such  an 
appointment  bod  been  favourably  looked 
upon  by  Lord  Aberdeen,  and  whose 
record  of  service  at  the  Cape  was  a  good 
one.  If  the  statements  in  the  second 
and  third  paragraphs  are  true,  it  is 
obvious  that  I  was  aeoeived. 

Mh.  MAC  N£ILL  asked  whether  the 
testimonials  were  genuine? 
•Sir  M.  HIOKS-BEAOH;  Yes,  Sir, 
they  were  perfectly  genuine. 

Ua.  MAC  NMLL :  No  forgeries  F 

Ma.  8PEAKEB :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  sexton  asked  whether  the 
papers,  including  the  testimonials  and 
correspondence,  connected  with  this  ap- 
pointment would  be  laid  on  the  Table  ? 
•Sta  M.  HIOKS-BEAOH:  I  have 
already  stated  that  I  only  apeak  from 
recollection.  My  difficulty  is  that  testi- 
monials are  never,  as  I  believe  consi- 
dered as  official  documents.  They  remain 
with  the  Chief  Secretary,  to  whom  they 
may  be  addressed,  and  I  have  been  un- 
able, after  careful  search,  to  lay  my 
hand  on  those  documents. 

Mb.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottinghomshire, 
Hushdiffe)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  on  what  date 
a  oommunication  was  first  sent  by  the 
O>lonial  Office  to  the  Qovemment  of 
Cape  Colony  respecting  the  charges 
made  in  this  House  on  I9th  December, 
1S88,  against  Captain  Segrave,  B.M., 
and  the  date  on  which  any  reply  was 
received  &om  the  Government  of  Gape 
<3olony  ? 

Barok  HENSY  di  WOBMS  :  The 
iirst  oommunication  made  by  the  Golo- 
U.  SieifB»aeh 
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nial  Office  tothe  Cape  Government  was 
sent  by  the  mail  on  the  4th  of  January, 
that  being  the  first  mail  which  left  after 
the  29tb  of  December,  on  which  day 
the  Secretory  of  State  was  requested  by 
the  Irish  Office  to  make  inquiry  into  the 
allegations  made  against  Captain  8e- 

Srave.  Not  reoeiviDg  a  reply  from,  the 
ape  Government,  the  Secretary  of  State, 
at  the  request  of  the  Irish  Office,  tele- 
graphed on  the  16th,  and  again  on  the 
19th,  and  yesterday  the  following  reply 
was  n 


"0«pe  Town,  March  19th.-B«fsTriag  to 
^our  telegnm  of  the  16th  of  March,  Hinitten 
mfoim  methatLieutsnuitSegnTe  wMin  Jnly, 
1885,  dismiaaed  from  the  Capelnlantry  fotgro** 
neglect  and  breach  of  tnut." 

An  hon.  Meicbbb  :  "  Bemember  Mit- 
ohelstown  \ " 

8iB  W.  HABOOTJRT  (Derby) :  In  the 
absence  of  the  Chief  Secretanr,  I  will 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  fceasury 
the  question  which  I  asked  the  other 
night,  whether  in  this  Tote  on  Aoooant 
is  included  the  salary  of  Mr.  Segrave, 
who,  J  believe,  wss  the  magistrate  at 
Mitchelstown. 

*Thb  FIEST  lord  oy  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand); 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Seore- 
taiT  will  be  in  his  place  in  a  few  minutes, 
and  will  be  able  to  answer  the  question 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

THE  OUTRAGE  ON  MR.  AND  MISS 
ORBAGH. 
Mn.  COX  (Clare,  E.),  asked  the  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  whether  the 
police  had  made  any  arrests  in  connec- 
tion with  the  outrage  on  Mr.  and  Miss 
Creagh,  near  Quin,  on  Sunday,  lOtb 
inst. ;  whether  it  was  a  fact  that  the 
entire  police  force  of  the  district,  nnm- 
bering  eight  oonstableo,  were,  at  the 
time  the  outrage  was  perpetrated,  sta- 
tioned at  the  gates  of  Olooney  Catholic 
Church,  within  lees  than  one  mile  of 
the  scene  of  the  outrage— and,  if  so, 
would  he  inform  the  Honse  with  what 
object  tiie  police  were  posted  there; 
whether  his  attention  hod  been  directed 
to  tfie  letter  of  the  Sev.  D.  A,  Hogan, 
CO.,  Honorary  Secretary  Quin  anil 
Olooney  National  Lea^e,  in  the  .fVnc- 
man'i  Joumai  of  ISth  mst.,  denouncing 
the  outrage  on  behalf  of  bis  parish- 
ioners; and  whether,  in  view  of  this 
statement,  the  police  had  reason  to  be- 
lieve   that  the  outrage   was  agrarian. 
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W«  ths  right  hon.  Qentlwun  swu« 
that  Ml  indignatum  meeting  had  been 
held  ia  the  pariah  to  denooitee  the  oat- 
rage  upon  tola  gentleoian  1 

Tsa  BOZJOITOB  OENE&AL  nw 
ntELAND  (Ur.  ICiODn,  UiuTenity 
o{  OobUn) :  The  Oonatabiilary  Aatho- 
ritiea  report  that  so  far  no  arraats 
hare  been  made  ia  oonneetion  with 
the  firing  upon  Ur.  and  Uih 
Oreagh.  It  ia  not  the  fact  that  the 
^tire  pc^oe  fbroe  of  the  district  iraa 
eogaged  as  alleged  in  the  woond  para- 
grapa.  The  men  of  one  station  atten- 
ded Olooney  Ohapel  aa  nsoal,  and  after 
Divine  Sendee  remained  a  short  time,  as 
pboarda  had  been  potted  announdng 
diat  a  ooUeotion  vonld  be  made  in  aid  of 
the  Indemnity  Fund  bj  the  loeal  branch 
<d  the  National  IiMgae,  irhioh  was  sap- 
pcwaed  as  an  illegal  aaeociation.  dooney 
Qhapd  is  not  leaa  than  one  mile  as 
alleged,  bnt  it  is  two  miles  from  the 
•oane  of  the  outrage.  I  naderstand  that 
the  letter  referred  to  did  appear  in  the 
newspaper.  The  poliee  hare  reason  to 
balisre  that  the  outrage  waa  agrarian. 
Ae  a  matter  of  fact,  utis  haa  been  the 
third  oecasioa  on  which  Mr.  Oreagh  waa 
firedataiooeheeTiatedatenantin  1871. 

THE  BOBEHTTOWN  BOARD  SOHOOL. 
Ha.  WOODHEAD  (York,  W.B., 
Span  Valla;)  asked  the  Vioe  PreoideDt 
of  the  Oonunittee  of  Oonncil  on  Edooa- 
tion  whether  the  inapeotor  of  schools  for 
the  diatriot  had  on  two  aaooesaire  years 
reported  that  the  Board  Bohool  at 
Boberttown,  liversedge,  Yorkshire, 
doea  not  afford  anffioient  aooommoda- 
tion  ior  the  children  in  attendance,  and 
whether  the  Board  has  been  threatened 
with  a  withdrawal  of  the  grant  if  the 
aooonunodatioD  ba  not  increased ;  whe- 
ther the  plans  prepared  for  the  enlarge- 
ment of  the  building,  with  a  view  to 
obtaining  a  loan,  were  aubmitted  to  the 
Bdnoation  Department  in  September 
laat,  and  prorisionally  approved  bj 
them ;  whether  the  plans  have  since 
been  returned  to  the  Board,  with  an  in- 
timation that,  unless  the  additional  ao- 
oommodation  proposed  to  be  made  were 
redneed  by  26  plaoes,  the  sanotton  of 
the  Department  would  be  withheld ; 
whether  the  Board  thereupon  asoer- 
tained,  and  reported  to  the  Depart- 
ment, that  the  proposed  redaction  would 
effect  a  saving  of  only  £1B,  and  would 
also  occasion  serious  iooonTsnience  aa 


regard*  tha  mixed  department  and, 
therefore,  asked  the  Department  to.  re- 
ooosider  its  otrjeotion  to  the  propgn^d 
plana;  whetiier  it  waa  in  eonseqaOBoe 
of  the  repraeentations  of  the  Tioar  of 
Boberttown  that  the  Department  has 
withdrawn  its  approval  of  the  pUna. 
and  continued  to  insist  <m  the  propoMd 
redaction  of  aooom'modation ;  and  whe- 
ther, in  riew  of  the  fact  that  tba  in- 
habitants  have,  in  pablio  meeting, 
expreesed  their  approval  of  tha  Boaid^s 
^ans,  and  of  the  proooeed  expendi- 
ture, the  Department  will,  for  the  aalu 
of  a  saving  of  only  £1B,  involving  the 
Bocrifioe  of  26  plaoea,  continue  to  lavat 
on  an  alteration  of  the  plans  before 
sanetioning  a  loan  ? 

The  vioe  PBESIDENT  oi  thb 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hast-Dyxm,  Kent^ 
Dartford):  The  £uts  aa  stated  in  the 
first  three  paragraphs  are  oorreut.  The 
Department  ara  not  prepared  to  admit 
that  26  plaoes  would  ooit  only  £18  W 
that  the  reduction  would  cause  incon- 
venience. The  redaction  of  the  plaoea 
was  caused  not  by  the  representations  of 
the  Vicar,  but  by  the  fact  that  the 
school,  ineludinK  uie  enlargement  now 
saoctiooed,  would  supply  sufficient  ao- 
oommodation.  The  last  paragraph 
rests  upon  a  misapprehension.  The 
Depsrtment  have  no  power  to  eano- 
tion  a  loan  for  building  on  the  se- 
curity of  the  Bates,  nnleea,  to  use  tha 
words  of  the  Statute,  they  are 
satisfied  that  the  amount  of  aooommodA- 
tion  is  required  for  the  educational 
wants  of  the  District.  The  Department 
ore  not  satisfied  of  this,  and  therefore 
they  cannot  alter  their  decision.  But 
the  Bohool  Board  are  themselvae  at 
liberty,  without  the  sanction  of  tha  De- 
partment, to  spend  what  they  please  out 
of  the  Bates. 

CATHOUO  UAQISTBATES. 
Ha.  LANB  (Cork  County,  E.)  aaked 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  whe- 
ther it  was  a  fact  that  there  was  no 
Oatholio  Uagistrate  resident  in  the 
Pet^  Sessions  of  Castlemartyr ;  ap9n 
what  erounda  did  Lord  Bandon  iw»ai- 
mend  Meesrs.  Oreen  and  Dring  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  to  be  lately  ai^inted 
to  TooancieB  on  the  Bench  in  this 
district;  is  Ur.  Green  an  Englishfaau, 
baring  no  property  in  the  district ;  does 
Ifr.  Dring  own  any  property  in  the 
district;  were  the  names  of  some  suit- 
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able  Oatholio  ^ntlemen  sabmitted  to 
Lord  Bandon  for  those  Taoandee ;  and 
vhetiier,  aa  there  wu  not  a  aingle 
Oathotio '  UagiBtrate  in  the  contigtious 
Fatty  Sessione  Distriota  of  Youghal  and 
OasdemartyT,  be  would  reoommend  the 
Lord  Ohanaellor  to  farourablj'  oanaider 
8  direct  memorial  from  each  of  those 
4iatriots? 

Hb.  UADDEN  :  I  am  informed  that 
in  18H1  a  fioomn  Oatholio  gentleman 
who  resided  in  Caatlemartyr  was 
appointed  to  the  OommiMion  of  the 
f  eace  for  County  Oork.  This  gentleman 
now  resides  temporarily  elsewhere,  but 
daring  the  last  two  years  he  has  at- 
tended Petty  Bessions  on  several  occa- 
sioDB.  Messrs.  (])reen  and  Dring  were  in 
1881  reoommeoded  for  the  Oommission 
r)i  the  Peace  by  Lord  Bandon,  on  th( 
ground  that  they  were  fit  and  propei 
peraonB  to  be  appointed.  I  have  no 
information  as  to  whether  Hr.  Oreen 
was  or  was  not  an  Eng;Ushmaii,  but  the 
fact  of  bis  being  an  E&glishman  would 
be  no  disqualification.  Ur.  Qreen 
resides  in  the  diatriot,  and  is  possassed 
in  right  of  his  wife  of  landed  property 
there.  Ur.  Dring  is  the  only  son  and 
heir  of  a  gentleman  80  years  of  age,  and 

SiBsessed  of  an  estate  in  the  (Hstriot. 
r.  Dring  acts  as  his  father's  agent  and 
manager.  I  have  no  information  as  to 
whether   the   names   of  any   Oathotio 

gentlemen  were  submitted  to  the  Lord 
hanoellor,  but  the  desire  of  Lord 
Bandon  is  simply  to  secure  the  appoint- 
ment of  fit  and  proper  persons. 

THE  PONSONBY  ESTATE. 

Hb.  LANE  asked  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  whether  the  Cork  Qrand 
Jury  bad  given  the  Land  Corporation 
£l?6  for  the  alleged  malicious  burning 
of  some  mud-built  hou8os  on  the  Pon- 
sonby  Estate,  the  amount  to  be  levied 
off  the  parish  of  Ctonpriest;  whether  he 
would  inform  the  House  why  oompensa- 
tion  was  granted  to  this  asaooia^n  and 
not  to  the  owner  of  the  property ;  was 
the  house  oooapied  at  the  time  of  the 
burning  by  emsrgenor  men  and  police ; 
and  did  one  of  the  policemen  claim  and 
reoeire  a  sum  of  £22  lOs.  from  the 
Grand  Jiiiy  fur  money  which  he  alleges 
be  loet  in  the  fire  ? 

Hb.  UADDEN :  I  understand  that  the 
Cork  Qrand  Jury  have  given  the  Land  Cor- 
poration £i  175  for  the  burning  of  houses 
on  the  Fonsonby  Estate,  the  amount  to 
Mr.Lmt 


be  levied  off  the  pariah  of  Olonprieat, 
and  that  no  oompensation  ooiud  be 
granted  to  the  owner  of  the  land,  as  he 
made  no  applioation.  The  Land  Gor- 
poratioQ  were  at  the  time  in  oconpatioa 
of  the  houses  in  guestian.  The  house 
was  occupied  by  pulioe  and  emergency 
men  at  the  time  it  was  burned;  one  of 
the  polioemen  claimed  and  received 
£•12  10  from  the  Grand  Jury  for  a  watch 
and  money  which  he  lost  in  the  fire, 

Ma.  LANE;  Were  the  Land  Oorpora- 
tiou  asked  if  they  were  the  owners  or 
tenants  of  the  property  ur  hod  any 
interest,  and  did  they  dedine  to 
answer  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN  :  I  have  no  reaun  to 
believe  that  there  was  anything  illegal 
la  the  tranaactioD. 

Mb  OOX:  la  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  aware  of  the  ertent  to  whieh 
the  Land  Corporation  was  interested  in 
the  matter. 

Mb.  MADDEN :  No. 

FAIE  BESTS. 
Mb.  LALOB  (Queen's  County,  Leix) 
asked  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  in  the  Abbeylaiz 
Union  many  hundreds  of  originating 
nutioes  to  fix  fair  rents,  which  were 
served  in  September  and  October  1B87 
under  the  Act  of  that  year,  have  not  yet 
been  heard,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
many  landlords  are  still  exacting  the 
old  rents  can  he  say  when  the  Sub- 
Oommisuoners  will  sit  in  that  Union  to 
hear  these  oases? 

*Ma.  MADDBN :  The  Land  Ooaunia- 
sioners  inform  me  thataSab-Commissioa 
sat  in  the  Abheyleix  Union  in  September 
last,  at  which  sitting  nearly  one  onndred 
of  the  cases  in  which  notices  were  re- 
ceived from  22nd  August,  1887,  were  dis- 
paaed  of.  The  totu  number  of  oases 
unheard  In  the  Uuion  at  the  present 
date,  including  those  not  disposed  of  at 
that  sitting,  is  352.  Tbs  Commissionen 
are  at  present  unable  to  fix  the  date  of 
the  next  sitting,  having  regard  to  the 
claims  of  other  districts. 

CYPfiUS  AND  THE  TDBKISH  TRIBtTTB, 
OoLonxL  BBIDGEMAN  (Bolton) 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exohe- 
quer  whether,  baring  regard  to  the 
statement  he  made  in  tiie  House  on  the 
2^th  November,  1888,  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government,  during  the  pre- 
sent Session,  to  make  any  arrangement 
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for  the  oommntatioii  of   the   Tailcuh 


CHEQUER:  I  am  not  in  a  positioD  to 
add  anything  to  the  statement  whioh  I 
made  on  the  26th  of  November,  to  vhioh 
the  faon.  Uember  refers.  Diplomatic  as 
irell  as  finanoial  oonsideratioiiB  are  in- 
volrod  whioh  sorroand  the  question 
with  a  rarietj  of  diffioalties. 

THE  LORD  OHAKCELLOH  OF  IRELAND. 
Ma.  JOHN  ELLIS  asked  the  SolioitoT 
Oeneral  for  Ireland  how  often  the  Lord 
Ohanoetlor  had  sat  in  the  Liah  Oonrt  of 
A{q»eal  within  the  past  12  months  in 
«aaes  in  which  DinsioiiRl  or  Resident 
ICo^ettates  were  parties ;  whether  the 
decisian  of  the  Appeal  Oonrt  in  each 
«ase  was  in  farour  of  the  maoiBtratie ; 
and  was  there  any  precedent  in  England 
ibr  a  Uember  of  the  Oabinet  sitting  as 
Lord  Ohanoellor  in  the  Oourt  of  Appeal 
in  cases  of  like  nature  ? 

«Mb.  UADDEN  :  The  Lord  ChanceUor 
of  Ireland  is,  nnder  the  Judicature  Act, 
the  statutable  Preeident  of  the  Oonrt 
of  Appeal.  This  Oourt  has  no  jurisdio- 
tioD  in  criminal  cases,  and  can  only 
liear  oases  oonrersant  with  oivil 
rights.  The  Lord  Ohaaoellor,  like  aU 
tuB  Predecessors,  has  fulfilled  his  duty 
bj  sittiDg  in  the  Oonrt  in  all  oases 
whioh  come  before  it.  It  would  not,  I 
submit,  be  proper  to  make  inquiries  of 
the  nature  suggested  in  the  first  and 
second  poragrspos  of  the  question.  The 
natnre  and  result  of  the  oasea  whioh 
oome  before  the  Oonrt  can  be  ascer- 
tained by  any  person  who  desires  it  by 
means  of  the  reports  which  ordinari^ 
appear  in  the  public  Press.  As  regards 
-the  last  paragraph,  I  have  to  state  that 
the  Lord  Ohanoellor  of  England  inTari- 
ablj  presides  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
-widioat  regard  to  who  may  be  the 
MrtisB  to  the  eases  whioh  oome  before 
aim,  and  (when  his  other  dnties  permit) 
in  the  nivy  Oonnml  and  Oonrt  of 
AppeaL 

THE  KCRDEB  OP  INSPECTOB  MABTLN. 
Us.  JOHN  ELLIS  asked  the  Solid- 
ior  General  for  Ireland  what  number  of 
persons  arrested  by  the  oonstabnlaiy  in 
the  Chreedw*  dismot  for  alleged  oom- 
^iotW  tir  the  mordsr  of  District  Inepeo- 
ior  luitin  hare  nnoe  been  redeaaed ;  in 
bow  ninaj  of  the  oases  was  the  arrest 
Bade  by  wnmat;   and   against  how 


many  of  them  hod  there  been  infonno- 
tioo  sworn  ? 
*Ms.  UADDEN:  The  Oonstsbuhuy 
authorities  report  that  44  persons  hare 
been  arrested  in  connection  with  the  mar- 
derof  DistriotlnspeotorUartin.  Twentj- 
tbree  of  these  were  subsequently  re- 
leased, of  whom,  however,  two  have 
been  re-orrested  on  further  eridenee. 
None  of  the  arrests  were  made  by  war- 
rant or  on  sworn  information,  but  on 
private  information  received  by  the 
potioe. 

DtlBLIN  BABBAOKS. 
Mb.  MIJKPHT(Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
when  the  Beport  on  the  Sanitary  Oon- 
dition  of  Dublin  Barracks,  recently  laid 
upon  the  Table,  will  be  accessible  to 
Members  ? 

*Ma.  E.  STANHOPE:  There  were 
several  large  plans  connected  with  this 
report  whioh  delayed  its  completion: 
but  he  (Ur.  Stanhope)  hoped  it  would 
be  out  before  many  days. 

BBSDLT  FEES. 
Mb.  WILLIAM  OOBBET  (Wioklow, 
E.)  asked  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land if  it  was  a  fact  that  the  Oommis- 
si oners  of  National  Education  had 
refused  to  pay  result  foes  to  Mr.  James 
Byan,  of  Troopeiatown  National  School, 
Bathdrum,  county  Wioklow,  for  giving 
instmotionin  agriculture,  onthegronna 
that  such  instruction  was  given  both 
within  and  out  of  the  ordinary  school 
hours  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  steps  will  be 
taken  to  award  the  fees  for  the  work 
aotnally  done  f 
*Mk.  UADDEN :  The  Oommissionsrs 
of  National  Education  inform  me  that  it 
is  a  fact  that  result  fees  have  been  r^ 
Kised  is  the  case  in  question,  on  the 
ground  that  the  instruction  had  been 
given,  contrary  to  role,  partly  outside 
of  sohool  hours.  The  Oommissioners 
have  no  power  to  award  any  result 
fees  under  the  ciroamstanoes. 

EXOISE  DUTY. 
Mn.  OAINE  (Barrow)  asked  tbe 
Undw  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (l),if 
it  was  trae  that  there  is  a  large  brewery 
established  at  Foona  by  Messrs.  Ueakin 
and  Oo.,  and  that  under  a  Government 
Beeolntion,  No.  34,  5th  January,  1B8S, 
the  malt  liquor  brewed  in  this  finn  is 


jo^CjOOgle 


S79  ArfiMMtttorr  I OOUICONS} 

namptod  from  the  pajment  ot  aaj  Ex- 
cise Duty,  and  that,  under  OoTersment 
Bsaolntion,  Ko.  1,6SS,  ihidKanh  1BB6, 
a  whcdesala  lioenoe  was  granted  to 
ICeasre.  Heakm  and  Oo.  for  the  sale  of 
their  malt  liqnora  in  Bombay  for  a  fee 
of  fiOrapees;  (2),  if  it  vastmetiiatthere 
ue  in  all  68  otlier  wholesale  licences  in 
the  town  and  island  of  Bombay  charged 
-" —  vaiyiDg  trom  100  to  1,000  rupees 


Exdse  Da^,  and  obtain  a 

i: ^jj     exceptionally 

:],  were  tne  malt 


{«),  why  was  it  that  Messrs.  Meakin  and 
Oc.  pay  no  Exdse  ~ 
wholeule  licence  .. 
favourable  teims;  U] 
liquors  brewed  by  Mewrs.  Meakin  and 
Oo.  the  same  as  thoae  desoribed  as 
"  GK)veniment  porter,  of  11  per  cent 
rtrangth,  and  QoTemment  ale,  11*7  per 
Mnt  strength,  of  proof  ipirit,"  on  page 
13  of  the  Beport  of  the  Bombay  A&ari 
Gommisaion,  1885;  if  not,  can  he  state 
what  isthe  alcoholic  strength  of  Meakin's 
beer  and  porter ;  (5  j,  was  aoy  other  firn 
of  brewers  in  India  exempted  from  thi 
payment  of  Esoiae  Dnty ;  (6),whether  his 
attention  had  been  called  to  the  state- 
ment on  the  same  page  of  the  Beport, 
that  the  tax  on  toady  was  6  mpees  on 
40  gallons  in  1 885,  and  that  itsafcoholio 
strengtb  increases  r,  per  cent  in  24  hours, 
and  is  he  aware  that  large  quantities 
of  toddy  are  oonsnmed  freshly  drawn 
from  the  tree,  in  which  state  it  is  entirely 
free  from  alcohol ;  (7],  was  he  aware 
that  the  Duty  on  imported  malt  liquors 
is  only  one  anna  per  gallon,  while  that 
oh  toddy,  whether  alcoholic  or  not,  is  an 
average  of  two  annas  per  gallon ;  (8), 
was  he  aware  that  there  is  a  widespread 
feelinff  of  discontent  all  over  the  Bombay 
Presiaency  with  regard  to  these  in- 
equalities of  taxation,  which  found  ex- 
pression in  the  evidence  given  before  the 
above-mentioned  Commission,  and  that 
the  Beport  of  the  Commiasion  reoom- 
mendfi  an  asaimUation  of  the  Duties  on 
malt  liquors  and  toddy ;  and  (9),  was  it 
the  inten  tion  of  the  Bombay  Qovemment 
to  carry  out  this  recommendation  by  rais- 
ing the  Duty  on  imported,  and  the  Exdse 
on  matt  liquors  manufactured  within 
their  jurisdiction  F 
•The  under  8E0EETART  of 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  Johk  Qobbt, 
Oiatbam):  (IJ  (2)  (3)  and  (5).  No 
esomtioiul  favour  is  shown  to  Messrs. 
Maahn  and  Oo.  Malt  liquor  is  not 
•haiged  with  Bxdse  Duty  in  Bombay, 
DOT,  so  far  aa  the  Seoretwy  of  State  is 
■•ware,  in  any  other  Province  of  India. 
JUr.  Cain* 
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MeeSTB.  Meakin's  wholesale  lioence  i* 
for  malt  liqitor  only.  The  lieenoea  with 
which  theirs  is  compared  are  for  wines^ 
beers,  and  spirits.  C^)  The  Beeretaiy 
of  ^  State  cannot  ideat^  the  baet  aM 
spirits  mentioned  as  Mesara.  H«akin'sy 
nor  does  he  know  tlte  piecise  alooholio- 
Btrength  of  their  liquor.  (S)  (7)  and  (8> 
The  Beoretaiy  of  State  is  aware  <A  ui» 
facts  stated.  (9)  The  Seeretazy  of 
State  has  not  been  informed  by  the 
Governor  of  Binnbay  wbether  it  is  their 
intention  to  raise  the  duty,  and  estab- 
lish an  exdse,  on  malt  Uqsov. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question, 
*8iB  J.  (K)B8T  said  the  Seovtary  of 

State   was    not   able    to  identify  th» 

partionlar  ale  and  pwtev  mentiooed  is 

the  report. 
Mb.  OAINE:  DonottheOoveniment 

buy  their  ale  and  porter  from  Messrs. 

Heakin  and  Oo.  ? 
*8iB  J.  GOB8T :  I  must  have  notice  of 

that  qnestion. 


Ma.  FINKEBTON  (Oalwav)  asked 
Postmaster  Oeneral    if  he  oonid 


state  whether  the  Submarine  Company's 
employes  would  be  placed  upon  tho- 
permanent  establishment  or  not  when 
that  Company's  t^graphs  were  taken 
over  by  the  Qovemmeut  f 
♦Me.  BAIKES:  In  reply  to  th» 
honourable  Member,  I  have  to  state- 
that  most  of  the  Submarine  Telegraph 
Company's  employes  will  be  [uaoed 
upon  the  permanent  establislMnentwhea 
that  Company's  telegraphs  are  trans- 
ferred to  the  Post  Office. 


FABLIAMENTAin  PBDITINll. 
B.  OUNINQHAME  GBAHAM 
(Lanarkshire,  N.W.)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  how  it  happeaedl 
that  the  printing  of  the  Hoose  was  dono- 
on  Buoh  terms  as  to  be  ahnost  beyond 
the  endurance  of  man;,  and,  if  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  could  see  their 
way  to  introduce  an  Eight  Hours'  Clause- 
into  all  contracts  for  printing  done  for 
the  House  F 

Thb  SECBETABT  to  thk  TBEA- 
SITBT  (Mr.  Jaoxsok,  Leeds,  N.) :  I  pra- 
Bume  that  thehon.  Member  refers  not  to 
the  printing  of  the  Votee  and  Prooeedi  nge,. 
bat  totheprintiagof  BeportaandPapeia. 
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Tkis  10  done  imdM-  a  ««atnu)t  wbieli, 
in  M)o»dmiioe  with  direatii»ia  giTen  ^y 
BewdntioiiB  paoswl  b;  the  Honn  of 
ObmiBOiuin  18B3  on  the  racomiBeiida* 
Hob  ci  a  joint  Seteot  Oommittee  of  both 
Hotuea,  was  Babmitted  to  oompetition 
in  1 886.  There  is  aLwaje  great  iveaanre 
at  the  opouBgofthft  8«Mion8  of  Farlia- 
nwnt,  owing  to  the  amoont  of  printing 
requiied  for  Aeoonnta  and  Papers,  and 
•medalljF  for  the  Efltimates.  1  do  not 
think  that  bo  long  ae  the  Bystem  of 
nudong  oonlxaets  by  open  oompetitioa 
is  maintained,  the  OoremnteBt  can 
interfere  between  oontraotora  and  their 
imkmmx,  either  hj  insisting  en  an 
rigfet   honn'    rule,   or   in    any   other 

Mr.  HOWELL  asked  whether  the 
hoU'  Gtontleman  admitted  that  the  vork 
was  done  under  intolerable  oircam- 
stances? 

Hk.  JAOKSON  did  not  aduut  that. 
In  the  answer  which  he  gave  the  other 
dl^  he  said  that  the  priaten  had  been 
working  under  great  pressure,  and 
alnioat  to  the  utmost  of  thcu  endurance. 
Se  believed  that  to  have  been  the  fact, 
bat  fiom,  cimumBtanoes  over  whioh  he 
h«d  no  control,  he  did  not  think  it 
oould    be  remedied   under  the  present 


THE  mLAND  EEVENTTE. 
MR.PI0K£B8GILL(Bethnal  areen, 
8,W.)  asked  the  Ghanoellor  of  the 
Bxoheqner  whether  it  is  proposed  to 
abotieh  the  office  of  OoIIector  of  Inland 
Berenue  at  Great  Winchester  Street, 
in  ih»  City  of  London,  and  to  transfer 
the  main  portion  of  his  duties  to  the 
ofltee  of  theKeceiver  General  at  Somerset 
House ;  if  so,  what  increase  of  staff  will 
be  neceesary  in  the  latter  ofHce;  is  it 
intended  to  raise  the  salary  of  the 
Beourer  General;  will  any  offioen  be 
retired  oa  pensions  as  a  oonseqaeace  of 
ttieabolition;if  so,  how  many,  and  what 
idB  be  the  total  annual  charge  for  their 
pensions ;  what  is  the  net  saving,  if  any, 
irkioh  will  be  effected  by  tlie  change ; 
what  is  the  amount  of  Excise  and 
Income  Tax  now  eoUeoted  annually  at 
Oreat  Winchester  Street;  and,  have 
npresentationa  reached  him  that  great 
inoouTenienoe  wiU  be  caused  to  persona 
in  the  City  and  East  End  who  hava 
Ubsito  transacted'  their  busineas  at  that 
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Bevenue  for  tranaferring  a  part  of  the 
work  at  preeent  done  in  ttie  oAce  of 
Uie  Oolleotor  of  Inland  Berenue,  at 
Oreat  Winchester  Street,  to  the  Becoiver 
General.  The  schema  involvea  w  in- 
orease  of  staff,  thoogh  it  may  involve  a 
transfer  from  one  office  to  the  other.  No 
qaestion  haa  been  raiaed  of  inoreaaing' 
me  salary  of  the  Beceiver  Qeneral.  If 
the  eoheme  is  adopted,  no  officers  wtlt 
be  retired  on  pensions  in  consequence  ot 
it.  It  ia  impoaaible  aa  yet  to  aay  what 
wonldbstheamountof thesaviog;  but, 
of  oouTse.  the  scheme  will  only  be  adopted 
if  it  leada  to  eoonomy.  The  amount  of 
Excise  and  Income  Tax  collected  at  the 
(^oe  in  question  was  about  £2,800,00&' 
for  the  year  ending  the  Slat  of  Decem- 
ber. No  repreaentationa  have  been 
made  to  me  that  inconvenience  will  be 
eauaed  by  the  propoaed  scheme.  There 
will  still  be  an  office  in  Great  Winchester 
Street,  and  an  official  authorized  to- 
reoeive  taxes,  though  part  of  the  work 
now  done  in  the  office  might  be  trans* 
ferred  to  the  Beceiver  (General. 

TEADB  WAGES. 
Me.  jambs  ROWLANDS  (Fins- 
bniy,  E.)  asked  the  Postmaster  Generat 
whether  his  attention  had  been  drawn 
to  the  case  of  George  Hotson,  Harry 
Johnaon,  Qeo^e  Graves,  and  Samuel 
Andrews,  recently  employed  in  tb» 
leather  department  of  the  Postal  Ti)le< 
graph  Stores  in  Qlonceater  Bead,  Be- 
gent'a  Park,  who  received  notice  to- 
leave  their  employment  in  oonaeqnence 
of  having  notified  to  Mr.  Montgomery, 
the  yard  foreman,  that  tbey  ware  work- 
ing under  the  minimum  wage  of  their 
trade ;  whether  it  was  a  fact  that  the 
wagea  reeeived  by  them  at  the  time  was 
36s.  and  26s.  for  54  hours'  labour  per 
week;  whether  Henry  Hunt,  who  waa^ 
prepanng  the  work  for  them  at  the 
time,  and  expresHed  hia  aympalhy  with 
their  otgect,  had  since  received  notice  to 
leave ;  whether  it  was  a  fact  that  Mr.. 
Uootgomery,  the  yard  foreman,  is  in 
receipt  of  a  Government  pension  of  £1 
perweek,  and  a  weekly  salary  of  £SI03. 
as  yard  f<»emao  ;  and  whether  he  would 
see  that  in  future  the  workmen,  em- 
ploysd  in  thia  department  are  paid  the- 
minimum  rate  of  wage  of  the  tTad»- 
sooiety  of  38s.  per  week  F 
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*Mb.  RATKRS  :  Two  of  the  four  men 
-first  mentioned  b;  the  hon.  Member, 
vit.,  Hotson  and  Johnson,  were  taken 
over  from  the  late  contractor's  servioe, 
at  tiieir  own  reqneBt,  at  their  exiatinK 
wages  of  2Sa.  a  week.  Within  a  we^ 
they  applied  for  26fi.  a  week,  and  were 
.informed  that  anj  inorease  must  depend 
upon  their  skill  and  industry.  They 
then  Ta8i8:ned.  OrareB,  who  had  been 
employed  for  abontthreemonths  at  wages 
of  26a.  a  week,  also  resigned.  Andrews' 
servioes  were  discontinued  beoansa  he 
Jiad  not  prOTod  a  aatisfaotory  work- 
man. The  hours  of  labour  assigned  to 
all  these  men,  who  are  leather  stitchers, 
were  54  a  week.  It  is  balieved  that  the 
regular  trade  wages  for  this  class  of 
work  are  25s.  a  week,  and  a  large  num- 
ber of  men  have  applied  for  employment 
at  this  rate.  As  regards  Hunt,  who  did 
superior  work,  and  reaeired  wages  of 
-3Ua.  a  week,  I  find  that  he  had  given 
much  diEsatiafaotiou  by  his  late  attend- 
danoe,  and  his  servioee  were,  therefore, 
dispensed  with.  Mr.  Montgomery,  the 
yard  foreman,  has  an  army  pension  of 
I9a.  4id.  a  week,  and  is  in  the 
receipt  of  a  salary  from  the  Post 
Office  of  £160  a  year.  As  regards 
the  last  question,  I  beg  to  say 
that,  while  it  will  always  be  my 
intention  to  pay  fair  wages  for  work 
-done,  it  would  not  be  oonaistent  with 
my  public  inty  to  pledge  myself  to  pay 
«ny  particular  rate  of  wages  to  work- 
men employed  in  the  Post  Office 
FaaUwiee. 

IBELAND— PBISON  DISCIPLINE. 
Mn.  JOHN  O'OONNOE  (Tipperary, 
J3.)  asked  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  whether  he  was  able  to  state  to 
ihe  Houae  the  names  of  the  Gentlemen 
whom  he  is  going  to  appoint  to  inveati- 
gate  the  rulea  of  prison  discipline,  with 
a  Tiew  to  their  modification  in  certain 
oases;  and,  whether,  pending  their 
Beport,  he  would  see  that  no  prisoner 
in  Ireland  unde^^ing  a  sentence  for 
offences  against  Qia  CMminal  Law  and 
Prooedure  Act  will  be  punished  by 
Military  oonfinemeot  or  bread  and  water 
diet  for  the  non-perfbrmance  of  menial 
offices,  or  for  refusing  to  take  exerdse 
with  oriminale  found  irniltT  under  other 
Aotaf 

*lliB.  MADDEN :  I  am  not  yet  in  a  posi- 
tion to  make  any  statement  on  behalf  of 
tbe  Qovenunent  on  the  subject  of  this 


question ;  but  I  majr  sa^  the  Oorerm- 
ment  are  in  oommunication  with  repto- 
sentatives  of  die  T!i"gl'"h,  Sootoh,  and 
Irish  prison  departments  with  the  view 
of  forming  an  opinion'  on  t^e  points 
raised  in  the  speech  of  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary on  Wednesday.  With  regard  to 
the  second  paragraph  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bet's  question,  it  is  not  the  view  of  the 
Iriah  Oovemment  that  Grimes  Aot 
prisonera,  as  such,  are  entitled  to  any 
relaxation  of  prison  rules. 

Ma.  O'COnNOE:  Will  the  inquiry 
be  oonduoted  entirely  by  writing,  or  will 
evidenoe  he  taken  f 

*Mb.  MADD£N  :  I  am  unable  to  give 
an  anawsr  to  the  question,  but  the  whole 
matter  will  receive  careful  consideration. 
I  am  not  able  to  say  yet  what  the  course 
of  procedure  will  be. 

Me.  O'OONNOB  ;  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  no  change  will  be  made  in 
the  condition  of  th.e  prisoners  in  Ireland 
pending  the  result  of  the  inquiry? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  I  have  not  stated 
that  no  change  will  be  made  pending 
inquiry. 

Ma.  SEXTON:  Have  the  Qovom- 
ment  yet  resolved  to  apply  Section  II 
of  the  Aot  of  1887  to  the  whole  of  the 
inquiry  including  the  treatment  of  Mr. 
William  O'Brien  P 
«Mb.  madden  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  kindly  give  me  notioe  of  tbe 
question. 

THE  POST  OFFICE. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOB  asked  the 
Postmaster  General  why  the  allowanoe 
for  risk  money  to  the  officers  of  Uie 
travelling  poet  offix»B  in  Ireland  when 
dealing  with  registered  letters,  which 
the  Postmaster  General  stated,  on  the 
4th  December,  1888,  he  had  granted, 
was  not  yet  paid,  and  if  ha  intends  pay- 
ing back  money  for  the  two  years  AC 
has  had  it  under  consideration  r 

•Mb.  EAIKE8 :  The  reason  of  the 
delay  to  which  the  hon.  Member  refen 
is  that,  in  order  to  introduce  imiformify 
of  treatment,  inquiry  has  to  be  made 
into  the  work  of  every  travelling  sor- 
ter in  the  United  Kingdom.  But  I  can 
promise  that,  before  long,  payment 
shall  begin  to  be  made  and  that  whm 
made  it  shall  date  on,  and  from,  the  1st 
of  Deoembw  last. 

BAST  AFBIQA. 

Ma.  JAMES  MACLEAN  (Oldham) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  Stato  £» 
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Foreign  Aff&ira  if  any  memorial  has 
been  reoeived  from  British- Indian  enb- 
jecte  of  the  Queen  in  East  Africa  pra7- 
iog  that  they  may  be  oompeusated  for 
loBsee  caused  by  the  disturbsnoee  in  the 
Oerman  Protectorate;  and,  if  so,  what 
action  the  Foreign  Office  has  taken 
thereupon;  and,  if  it  is  proposed  to  lay 
whatever  oorrespondenoe  bas  passed 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  under  8E0RETABY  of 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  J.  FBBQUBBOif,  Manchester,  N.E.)  : 
A  Uemorial  from  British-Indians  in 
fiast  AfUoa  was  reoeired  by 
■on  the  12th  of  October,  praying 
Hiyesly's  GoTemmsut  to  take  early 
meaaurea  to  stay  further  loss  upon  their 
trade  and  destruction  to  their  property. 
It  contained  no  request  for  oompeusa- 
lion.  Thereisnc  correspondence  onthe 
subject  which  could  userally  be  laid. 

Ms.  BRADLAUOH :  Oannot  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  say  whether  in  view 
of  the  admitted  loss  to  British  subjects 
the  Gk>vemment  are  making  any  inquiry 
to  OBOertain  if  any  course  can  be  taken 
to  protect  them  ? 

Sib  J.  FERGUSSON:  No,  Sir. 
-What  Her  Majeetj''8  Government  do  is  to 
warn  British  subjects  on  the  coast  of  any 
pending  event  which  may  render  their 
residence  there  dangerous,  but  they  can- 
not possibly  ^uard  them  against  acts  of 
var  with  which  tbey  have  nothing  to  do. 

AEMT  AND  NAVY  MEDIOAL 
OFFICERS, 
Hb.  BEXTON  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Boyal  Colleges  of  Physicians 
and  Burgeons  of  England  are  severally 
represented  on  the  Committee  of  Inquiry 
as  to  the  pay,  status,  and  conditions  of 
aervioe  of  Hedical  Officers  of  the  Army 
and  Navy,  but  that  neither  the  Royal 
College  of  Sui^eons  in  Ireland  nor  the 
Royal  College  of  Physicians  in  Ireland 
have  been  accorded  any  representation 
<m  the  Committee  ;  whether  the  Presi- 
dent and  Council  cf  the  Royal  College 
■of  Surgeons  in  Ireland  have  requested 
to  be  allowed  to  nominate  a  member  to 
eerve  on  the  Committee,  and  have  re- 
proBMited  that  the  College  reoeived  its 
«luTter  for  the  purpose  of  providing  a 
fluffident  number  of  properly  educated 
surgeons  for  the  service  of  the  Army ; 
that  it  haa  fully  carried  out  that  function, 
and  that  the  omieains  to  provide  repre- 


sentation for  the  College  on  the  Com- 
mittee is  felt  as  a  slur  upon  the  College, 
and  threatens  injury  to  the  interest  of 
the  several  medical  schools  of  Ireland ; 
and  that  they  wish  to  be  represented 
when  the  important  questions  come  to 
be  decided  by  the  Committee  which  will 
aCFect  the  interests  of  the  Army  Medical 
Officers  who  have  been  ednoated  and 
qualified  in  Ireland ;  and,  whether, 
having  regard  to  this  state  of  faots,  he 
will  allow  to  the  two  Irish  Colleges  the 
same  representation  which  has  been 
given  unasked  to  the  two  corresponding 
English  instdtutions  ? 

Ha.  MURPHT  also  asked,  whether 
representatives  of  the  Royal  Colleges  of 
Surgeons  and  Fhysioians  of  England 
are  severally  appointed  to  the  Committee 
of  Inquiry  into  the  pay,  status,  and 
conditioi^  of  servioe  of  the  Medical 
OffioersoftheArmyandNavy;  whether 
the  Council  of  the  Royal  College  of 
Sui^eons,  Ireland,  have  applied  that  a 
representative  from  that  Oollege  should 
also  be  appointed  to  the  Committee ; 
whether  a  very  large  proportion,  if  not 
a  msjorify,  of  the  Medical  Officers  of 
the  Army  were  educated  in  the  Irish 
schools;  whether  representations  have 
reached  him  that  a  refusal  to  comply 
with  the  request  of  the  Reyal  College 
of  Surgeons,  Ireland,  will  be  considered 
as  a  slur  upon  the  position  of  the  Irish 
as  compared  with  the  English  Colleges, 
to  whom  representation  on  the  Com- 
mittee was  conceded  unasked ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  inequality  will  be  removed  by 
appointing  at  least  one  representative 
m>m  the  medical  profession  in  Ireland  7 

Ma.  SEXTON:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  said  that  each  of  the 
two  English  Colleges  has  a  representa- 
tive on  the  Commission  while  no  Irish 
Oollege  has  any.  Is  there  any  person 
on  it  who  is  a  direct  representative  (A 
any  interest  in  Ireland  F 
*Ua.  E.  STANHOPE! :  One  Member 
is  appointed  by  the  Royal  College  of 
Surgeons  in  England,  and  the  other  by 
the  Royal  Oollege  of  Surgeons  in  Ire- 
land. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman    has    not     answered     the 

Iuestion  at  all.  Is  there  any  one  on 
le  Commission  who  directly  represents 
any  Irish  interest  ? 
•Me.  B.  STANHOPE:  In  reply  to 
another  question  I  propose  to  give  all 
the  names. 
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prerent  tbsir  re-istrodaotioa  &oia  those 
oounbriee,    and  from  Uunoe  to   Qraat 
BriUin  ? 
tbb  vice  OHAUBERLAIN  (VU- 

oount  LnnsHAM,  Lewiaham^ :  In  aooord- 
once  with  the  fourth  paragraph  of  the 
fifth  sohedulfl  to  the  OatUe  Diseaaea 
Aot  of  1II7S,  the  Prir;   Oounoil  hare 

Bksaed  the  order  referred  to  admittiog^ 
atch  cattle  and  sheep  without  being 
subject  to  Blaoghter  at  the  port  of 
landing.  The  Netherlanda  Qorernmeiit 
have  satisfied  the  Priv?  Oounoil  that 
pleoro-pneumonia  and  toot  and  mouth 
diaease  do  not  exist  in  that  countiy.  The 
last  case  of  the  former  was  reported  in 
1887  (a  solitary  case),  aad  of  the  latter 
io  1885.  These  diseases  are  reported  to 
exist  in  Belgium  and  Germany  ;  but  th» 
importation  and  transit  of  aaimala 
from  other  oountries  are  prohibited  b; 
tiie  Netherlands  Oovemment. 

STAFF  PATMA8TERS. 
8iB  EDWARD  WATKIN  (Hythe) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
why  Chief  Paymasters  are,  under  som» 
alteration  of  rule,  how  to  serre  fire 
instead  of  three  years  in  unhealthy 
climates  such  as  Hong  Kong,  and  Staff 
Paymasters  only  four  years  in  fine 
climates  like  Ceylon  and  Singapore  f 
*Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  By  a  regula- 
tion issued  last  year  the  tour  of  foreign 
serrice  for  departmental  executive 
cffloera  was  increased  by  one  year,  so 
that  t^taff  Paymasters  who  used  to  serve 
three  years  in  Ceytoo,  China,  4c., 
would  haTO  to  serve  four  years.  At  the 
same  time  the  administrative  depart- 
mental officers  were  placed  under  the 
rolas  applioable  to  the  general  staff  of 
the  Army,  which  involve  a  tour  of  five 
fears'  service. 

BERMUDA  AND  HAUFAX. 
Snt  EDWARD  WATKIN  asked  the 
Postmaster  Qeneral  whether  any  atepa 
lad  yet  been  taken  or  decided  upon  in 
reference  to  laying  a  submarine  cable 
Mtween  the  Briti^  Adaotic  fortiOM  of 
Bermada  and  the  British  fortieaa  of 
Salifax ;  and,  whether  it  was  inte&ded 
a  restore  direct  postal  communication 
>y  British  ships  between  Halifax  and 
Etermnda ;  and,  if  not,  in  either  or  both 
■ases,  what  are  the  reasons  f 
*Mb.  BAIKE8 :  la  reply  to  the  faon. 
Ilember,  I  have  to  state  that  the  Qovem- 
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0ieDt  lure  daoiilfld  to  lay  a  cable  from 
Halifax  to  Bermada.  Aaoording  to  in- 
formatiDD  which  I  have  reoedTM  from 
■nj  right  hon.  E^end  the  Seoretar;  of 
State  for  the  Oolonies,  the  Legislatare 
of  Jamaica  has  agreed  to  grant  a  mhaidy 
to  a  line  of  etaamers  numins  between 
Halifax  and  KinRBton,  and  oafling  regu- 
larly at  Torhs  Islands  and  Bermnda.  I 
onderataad  that  the  aerrioe  oommenoed 
last  October. 

-THE  COAL  H1NB8  REQULATION  ACT. 
Ma.  riOKARD  (York,  W.R.,  Nor- 
manton)  asked  the  Secretarr  of  State  for 
ihe  Home  Department  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  a  ease  tried  on  the 
4th  inatant  before  the  West  Hiding 
Magistrates,  Wakefield,  Yorkshire — 
namely,  Naylor  and  Company  v.  John 
Hodson,  in  the  coarse  of  which  it  was 
«tated  by  a  witness  named  Hudson  "that 
no  person  was  in  attendanoe  at  the  pit 
bans  daring  the  night  shift ;"  also  that 
he  had  complained  of  the  absence  of  the 
engineman ;  and  that  on  one  oooasion, 
after  repeatedly  ringing  the  bell  calling 
the  engmeman,  he  bad  to  wait  between 
two  and  three  hours  before  he  could  get 
«ut  of  the  pit ;  whether,  under  these  cir- 
onmstanoes,  there  has  been  a  breach  of 
the  Goal  Mines  Begulatloa  Aot  of  1 8R7 ; 
and  if  so,  what  coarse  he  proposes  to 
take  in  relation  to  the  same  r 
•Mb.  MATTTHEWB  :  The  whole  cir- 
onmstances  were  before  the  magistrates. 
The  proceeding  was  by  the  owners  for 
damages  against  a  miner  for  having 
absented  himself  from  work  without 
notice.    The  defence  wsa  that  be  was 

JnstiGed  in  doing  so  beoaasethe  owners 
did  not  observe  the  Act,  inaemuoh  as 
there  was  no  engine  man  in  attendance. 
It  appeared  that  the  engine  man  was  at 

liome ;  but  his  house  was  in  oommuni- 
cation  with  the  pit  bottom  by  signal. 
The  Magistrates  apparently  held 
that  the  Act  had  been  observed,  and 
found  for  the  plaintiflii.  I  think  the 
matter  should  be  investigated  afresh, 
andina  more  direct  manner,  and  I  have 
instrueted  the  Inspector  to  institute  a 
proeeootion    with    a   view  to  teat  the 

'^aoatiou. 

UOAL  WBIQHINa. 
Hk.  PIOKABD  asked  the  Secretary 
«f  State  for  the  Home  Department  whe- 
ther he  has  had  a  memorial  from  the 
JBetter  Bed  miners  of  the  Bowling  Ooal 


and  Iron  Company,  Bradfbrd,  Yorkshire, 
praying  that  Hit  "  mineral  gotten  by 
them  ^all  be  tn^  and  doly  weighed  in 
accordance  with  ■  !nte  Mines  Aot.  1887 ;'" 
whether  he  is  aware  of  the  fact  that 
although  the  men  petitioned  to  have 
their  mineral  weighed  aooordin^  to  the 
Mines  Aot  of  1872,  snob  provision  was 
never  pat  into  operation  ,  and  whether, . 
under  tbecircomstances,  he  will  give  im- 
mediate instructions  that  the  mineral 
gotten  at  this  firm  shall  be  "  duly  and 
truly  "  weighed,  in  accordance  with  the 
desire  of  the  workmen  and  the  spirit  of 
the  Aot  of  1887  P 

Mr.  MATTHBWS  :  I  have  received 
the  memorial  referred  to,  mgned  b^ 
eight  of  the  workmen  employed  at  this 
colliery.  Fourteen  years  ago  a  petition 
to  the  same  effect  was  presented  by  the 
workmen  at  these  collieries,  but  under 
the  circumstances  of  that  time  was  not 
entertained.  In  accordance  with  the 
answer  which  I  gave  in  this  House  last 
week,  I  propose  to  inquire  into  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  colliery,  and  after  aa- 
oertaining  the  views  of  the  miners  as 
well  as  of  the  owners,  I  shall  be  in  a  . 
position  to  decide  whether  I  ought  to 
revoke  the  exemption  now  in  fone. 

l-HB  (IWEBDOHE  PRISONBES.  . 
Mb.  mac  NEILL  asked  the  Soli- 
citor Oenwal  for  Ireland  whether  it 
is  a  fact  that  the  Qovemor  of  Derry 
Oaol  refused  to  allow  the  female  pri- 
soners from  Qweedore,  arrested  oa  a 
charge  of  alleged  oompHoity  in  District 
Inspector  Martin's  murder,  to  wear 
warm  wraps  on  the  journey  between 
Deny  Gaol  and  Letterkenny,  which  had 
been  provided  for  them  by  friends;  and 
whether  he  will  give  directions  that  the 
prisoners  should  not  be  deprived  of  this 
warm  clothing  when  travelling  between 
Deny  Oaol  and  Letterkenny  next 
Saturday? 

*Mb.  MADDEN:  The  Qovemor  of  the 
Prison  reports  that  he  did  refuse  to  allow 
certain  articles  of  clothing  sent  to  the 
prisoners  to  be  worn  by  them,  as  he  con- 
sidered it  would  interfere  with  their 
identification,  but  tbAt  he  has  permitted 
them  to  receive  warm  clothing  almi- 
laily  aent.  The  (General  Fiisons  Board 
have  instrncted  the  Governor  that  if 
the  wraps  referred  to  are  intended 
for  the  purpose  of  warmth  they  should 
be  allowed  to  the  prisoners  while  travel- 
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linff,  to  be  removed  it  necesBary  at  the 
end  of  the  journey. 

Hb.  SE&TON:  Under  the  Prieon 
Boles  has  the  Governor  an;  power  to 
interfere  with  the  olothing  f 

Mb.  MADDEN:  Aa  I  have  stated,  the 
Qovemor  hoe  been  instruoted  to  allow 
wKtm  clothing  to  be  supplied  to  the 
prisoners. 

POLICE  PASSES. 
Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Solicitor 
Qeneral  for  Ireland  with  reference  to 
the  iasue  of  passes  by  the  police  in 
certain  districta  of  Donegal,  and  the 
statement  that  persons  ore  not  molested 
when  found  without  suoh  posses,  whe- 
ther be  was  aware  that  Patrick  Curran, 
Maghersgallon,  and  Oonnell  H'Bride, 
Ardnagappary,  were  arrested  by  the 
police  wMlst  engaged  at  their  work  in 

fathering   seaweed,  and  having  been 
stained  until  the  tide  had  woshM  away 
the  seaweed,   were    then  released,  and 

S)tice  passes  given  to  them;  that 
harlee  Oollogher,  of  Ardnagappory, 
and  bis  son,  on  their  way  to  their  work 
as  fishermen,  were  chaUenged  by  the 
police,  and  called  upon  to  produce 
passes,  and  not  being  in  possesuon  of 
passes,  were  prevented  from  going  to 
their  work ;  and,  what  is  the  meaning 
of  these  prooeedings  r 

*Mk.  MADD£M:  The  Oonstahuloiy 
authorities  report  that  it  is  not  the  ease 
that  either  Patrick  Ourron  or  Connell 
M'Bride  was  arrested  by  the  police 
while  engaged  in  their  work  of  gather- 
ing seaweed  at  places  in  Donegal,  or 
that  they  were  detained  until  the  sea- 
weed had  been  washed  away.  On  the 
contrary,  they  were  merely  questioned 
for  a  few  moments  by  some  of  the 
police,  and,  at  the  men's  own  request, 
were  g^ven  pasaee  by  Head  Oonetable 
Mohony.  Cfharles  Gallagher  and  his 
eon  were  not  prevented  from  going  to 
their  work  so  far  as  the  police  are 
aware. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Is  it  not  a  foot  that 
people  are  liable  to  be  stopped  by  the 
police  and  asked  whether  they  have 
passes,  and  if  they  have  not  passes  that 
they  ore  liable  to  be  arrested  ? 

•Mb.  MADDEN:  No,  Sir;  I  do  not 
gather  anything  like  that  from  the  in- 
formation I  have. 

Mr.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.)  :  Is  it  not 
a  fact  that  persons  following  their  or- 
dinary avocations  have  been  arrested 
Mr.  MaddM 
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and  placed  under  surreiUance  and  eB~ 
pionage,  and  that  passes  have  been 
given  by  polioemen  to  persons  to  enable- 
them  to  go  to  the  market  town  on  their 
ordinary  hnsiness  ? 
•Mr.  MADDEN :  I  have  no  informa- 
tion leading  to  any  snoh  oonclnuon. 

Hr.  SE&TOM  :  I  must  pr«8s  the 
question.  This  district  is  in  a  state  of 
war.  I  must  ask  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  clear  the  matter  np,  and 
to  state  under  what  circamstances  these 
panes  ore  given  and  what  is  the  posi- 
tion of  persons  who  have  no  paaeea. 
What  questions  were  put  to  the  men  by 
the  police? 
*lia.  MADDEN :  I  have  given  alt  the- 
information  I  have  received  for  the  pur- 
pose of  answering  the  question.  As  to- 
the  geueral  allegation,  Miat  persons  are 
unable  to  pass  along  the  road  without 
passea,  I  am  informed  it  is  without 
foundation. 

Mb.  O'HEA:  Under  the  impreesiooi 
that  we  are  living  under  a  British  Oon- 
stitution,  I  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
why  the  liberty  of  the  suhjeot  is  en- 
croached upon  to  such  an  extent  as  to 
supersede  tiie  right  of  travelling  along- 
the  Queen's  Highway? 

Dr.  OAMEBON:  May  I  ask  whether, 
OS  Mr.  Wilson  (Hemher  for  Holmfirth) 
has  been  shadowed  by  detectives,  the 
Government  will  be  ^ood  enongh  to 
order  him  to  he  sapplied  with  a  police 
pass? 

SCHOOL  ACCOMMODATION  IN 
SCOTLAND. 
Dr.  OAMEBON  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate  if  it  is  within  the  knowledge- 
of  the  Scotch  Education  Department  that 
the  school  accommodation  in  the  parish 
of  Ochiltree,  Ayrshire,  has  for  a  number 
of  years  past  been  deficient,  and  what 
steps  the  Department  proposes  to  take 
to  enforce  the  direction  which  it  con- 
veyed to  the  Ochiltree  School  Board  on 
the  21st  June,  ISSH,  that  snffloient 
school  aooommodation  should  be  pro- 
vided in  some  situation  which  shall  he- 
convenient  for  the  children  of  pareala 
connected  with  the  Trabloeh  Colliery  ? 
*Mr.  J.  P.  B.  E0BEBT80N:  The 
Scotch  Education  Department  has  been 
in  communication  with  the  School  Boanl 
of  Ochiltree  on  the  subject  of  the  school 
accommodation  which,  as  their  Lord- 
ships believe,  is  admitted  to  be  required, 
but  the  question  is  complicated  by  a  din 
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mite  between  the  School  Boards  of 
Oofailtree  and  Stair  as  to  the  respective 
obligatioiis  of  theee  Boards.  The  Chief 
Inspector  TiBited  the  district  on  th  9th 
of  Janaan,  and  on  his  recommendation 
a  propoeof  was  rsTired  nnder  which  the 
Colliery  CompanT  ware  to  gna  the  use 
of  certain  houses  fur  a  temporary  sohool. 
The  Department  were,  nowerer,  in- 
formed bj  the  School  Board  only  on  the 
11  th  of  March,  that  this  offer  was  with- 
drawn, and  that  the  Sohoul  Board  would 
not  have  to  look  out  for  another  site. 
The  Board  were  urged  on  the  15th  of 
March  to  come  to  a  dedeion  as  to  this  as 
quiokly  as  posKhle,  and  my  Lords  will 
ose  every  effort  to  press  the  matter  for- 
ward. 

UB.  OOUMIBSIUNER  QBBER. 

Mb.  lea.  (Londonderry,  8.)  asked 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  if  he 
was  now  able  to  answer  the  question 
pnt  to  him  on  1st  March  in  reference  to 
a  decision  of  Mr.  Oonuoisaionei  Greer, 
whereby  it  was  decided  that  a  certain 
class  of  leaseholders  are  exoladed  from 
relief  under  "  The  Land  Law  (Irelaed) 
Act,  1887  ";  and  what  stops  the  Govom- 
ment  would  take  to  amend  its  prOTiaiona, 
•o  at  to  admit  such  leases  within  the 
operation  of  the  Irish  Land  Acts  of 
1861,  1U87,  and  1888? 

Mb.  madden  :  I  have  aaoertained 
that  a  decision  was  giren  bv  Mr.  Greer 
to  the  effect  mentioned  in  the  question. 
Notioe  has  been  ^ven  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Antrim  of  a  Bill  which  is, 
I  am  informed,  intended  to  proride  for 
the  olasa  of  oases  to  which  the  question 
relates. 

OAEDIQAN     BAY. 

Ma.  THOMAS  ELIJ8  (Merioneth- 
shire) asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty whether  any  hydro  graphical 
■urre;  of  Cardigan  Bay  has  been  made 
since  that  of  18S6-9;  whether  a  re- 
BiuTey  of  Cardigan  Bay  is  being,  or 
soon  will  be,  undertaken ;  and  whether 
notioe  of  future  re-surreys  can  be  given 
to  the  Sea  Fisheries  Oommltteea  which 
will  be  formed  under  "  The  Sea  Fish- 
eries Act,  1888"? 

Thb  FUtST  LOED  ob  tkb  ADMI- 
EALTT  (LordG.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Baling):  Instructions  were  given  last 
month  for  a  re-surrey  of  Cardigan  Bay 
being  undertaken  this  summer,  no  com- 
plete survey  having  been  made  of  that 


locality  sinoe  1838.  The  Admiralty  will 
be  glad  to  afford  information  to  the  Sea 
Fisheries  Committees  as  to  any  surveys' 
that  take  place  or  are  contemplated 
round  the  coasts  of  the  United  King- 
dom, and  for  that  object  the  Hydro- 
grapher  will  receive  instructioua  to 
acquaint  the  Board  of  Trade  with  the- 
surveys  that  are  proceeding. 

EtrSBIAN    STATISTICS. 

Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  will  instruct  Her 
Majesty's  Kepresentative  in  Bussia  to 
report  on  the  method  and  value  of  the 
statistics  and  investigations  relating  to 
the  social  condition  of  the  people  made 
by  the  zematvos  or  provincial  assemblies 
of  Bussia  ? 

Sib  J.  FEHGU8S0N :  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  refer  to  Farliamentary- 
Paper,No.80,(Commons)  1884, page  33, 
he  wiU  find  an  interesting  report  on  the 
functions  and  working  of  these  Pro- 
vincial and  District  Councils.  There  is 
also  a  further  short  report  on  page  21^ 
No.  11,  [Commons)  18B5. 

THE  OHOFTEES'  COMftnSSION. 
Mb.  ANGUS  SUTHERLAND 
(Sutherlandshire)  asked  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate who  is  responsible  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  assesson  to  the  Crofters' 
OommiesioD;  ou  what  principle  the 
recent  appointments  have  been  made; 
and  whether,  in  making  such  appoint- 
ments in  fnture,  care  vnll  be  taken  to 
appoint  oaaessois  in  whom  the  Crofters 
have  oonfideaoe  f 

♦Mb.  J.  P.  B.  E0BEBT80N:  The 
CommisKoners  are  responsible  for 
those  appointments.  I  understand  that 
the  Commissioners  endeavour  to  secure 
the  servioes  of  men  of  skill,  possessing 
such  qualities  as  will  command  the 
confidence  of  both  parties  to  the  pro- 
ceedings. 

COAL  MINES  BEOULATION  ACT. 
Oaptaim  HEATHCOTB  (Stafford- 
nhire,  N.W.)  oi^ed  the  Secretary  of 
State  forthe  Home  Department  if  he  was 
now  able  to  say  whether  the  certificates 
sent  to  the  Home  Office  entitled  Caleb 
Johnson,  Joseph  Brindley,  and  James 
Lloyd,  to  receive  seoond-claas  certificates 
under  Section  80  of  "The  Coal  Mines, 
Ac,  Eegulation  Act,  1887  ?  " 
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Hk.  UATTHBWS  :  Yea,  Sir.  Gerti6- 
«Kt«a  of  Mnioe  havs  been  grftnted  to 
-Mch  of  these  men. 

CnUnjLARS  AND  BOOK  PACKETS. 
Ms.  HEPfNIKEB  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) asked  the  PoBtmaater  General 
whether  circulars  and  book  packets  are 
prohibited  from  being  posted  in  noeealed 
«nTelopeB  at  the  book  packet  rate  in  the 
United  Kingdom;  and  whether  he  is 
«ware  that  this  pririleKe  is  wijo^ed  by 
the  inhabitants  of  the  Continental 
eoiin  tries  ? 

*Mb.  BAIKE8 :  U;  answer  to  both 
the  qneetionB  of  the  hon.  Member  is  in 
the  affiimaUve.  I  may  expl^n  that 
printed  circulars  in  unsealed  enrelopee 
from  the  Continent  are  admitted  into 
this  country  at  the  book-post  rate,  in 
«oii»eqnenoe  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Foatol  TTnion,  which  makes  this  course 
obligatory.  So  far,  however,  as  ro- 
garda  the  Inland  Post,  it  ia  considered 
of  much  importaaoe  to  maintain  a  dis- 
tinction in  the  outward  ^pearanoe  of 
letters  and  book-poat  matter,  ia  order 
that  the  latter  may  be  readily  picked 
out  for  examination  when  necessary ; 
but,  apart  from  this,  my  Fredeoeasors 
have  been  advised  that  an  envelope 
having  any  iaolosnre  in  it  is,  to  all  in< 
tente  and  purposes,  a  letter. 

THB  POST  OFfTOE  HAVINGFB  BANK. 
Mr.  JAMES  B0WLAND8  asked  the 
Foatmaatw  General  whether  it  is  a  tact 
that  the  estimate  for  overtime  in  the 
Savings  Bank  Department  for  1B88  was 
very  much  exceeded ;  whether,  alttioagh 
upwards  of  300  clerks  have  been  and 
are  now  working  for  18  hours  each  day, 
the  work  ia  at  the  present  time  much 
in  arrears  as  compared  with  last  year ; 
and  what  steps  he  proposes  to  take  in 
order  to  remedy  this  continual  arrears 
of  work  in  that  Department  ? 

*Mb.  BAIKES  :  The  Estimate  for 
extra  duty  for  the  year  l8ft8-9,  viz., 
£B,500,  will  be  oonaiderably  exceeded 
whtai  the  year  closes  on  the  31st  in- 
stant. The  annual  account  to  the  Slst 
December,  1888,  has  to  be  rendered  to 
Parliament  before  the  30th  April  next. 
This  account  is  not  in  arrear,  and  will 
be  presented  within  the  proper  date. 
The  question  of  meeting  the  rapid 
growth  of  busineas  of  the  Savings 
Bank  ia  engaging  the  attention  of  the 
Ooveniment. 
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THBjni,SAin)  TRAFALOAR. 

Mb.  OOnBLET  (Sunderland)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  if  he 
would  be  good  enough  to  inform  the 
Honse  If  any,  and  what,  alterations  have 
been  made  in  the  construction  of  the 
bulls  and  diapontion  of  the  guns  of  the 
7)rafalgar  and  NiU  from  the  original 
designs ;  whether  the  bows  have  been 
or  are  intended  to  be  strengthened  for 
ramming  warfare,  or  whether  the  fore 
and  after  ends  of  both  vessels  are,  as  in 
the  oaae  of  ships  of  the  Admiral  class, 
wholly  without  protection ;  and  whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  the  full-speed  coal-ea- 
duranoe  of  those  vessels  barely  exceeds 
three  days'  steaming ;  if  so,  whether  he 
considers  this  class  of  battle  ship  (and  of 
which.  Parliament  is  to  be  asked  to  con- 
stroot  more)  capable  on  an  emergeDoy 
of  leaving  with  safety  their  ooaling  raeo, 
whether  at  home  or  abroad  ? 

Load  GEOBGE  QAUILTO^:  The 
only  alteration  of  any  importance  in  the 
Ifili  and  li-afaiffar  from  the  original 
desi|p)  condsta  in  the  increase  of  side 
plating  over  the  central  battery  to  four 
inches.  The  alterations  in  armament 
are  the  eubatltution  of  six  4*7  in.  quick- 
firing  guns  for  o^ht  Sin.  guns  in  the 
central  battery.  The  bow  and  stem  of 
theee  ahms  are  unprotected  by  vertical 
armoor  tot  a  length  of  about  6Qft.  No 
change  has  been  made  or  is  intended  in 
the  constmotion  of  the  bows  of  these 
ships,  which  is  such  as  to  render  them 
thoroughly  efficient  for  ramming  pnr- 

r9s.  For  continuous  ocean  steaming 
long  periods  the  estimated  full  speed 
is  about  15  knots,  and  at  this  speed  the 
ships  can  steam  with  full  bankers  for 
eight  days,  or  at  10  knots  for  27  days. 

MR  BGUBAVE,  B.M. 
Ha.  MAO  NEXLL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  fbr  the  Coloaiea 
whether  he  would  have  any  objeetion 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the 
OoMrnmeHt  OatttU  at  the  Cape  of  Qood 
Hope,  publiahed  Friday,  4th  September, 
188S,  in  which  the  following  entry  rela- 
tive to  Mr.  O'NeU  Segrave,  B.M., 
appeara : — 

"  Held  duuten.  Oolooul  Fowss, 
"  King  'WiIBmi's  Town, 
24th  AoguM,  18U, 
"  Oeliinial  Foroea  Order,  No.  281, 
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SMad  to  appMT*  )>f  Oa  foUowing  alterationi, 
I.  in  the  OoloDial  Potdm  : — 


"No.  3  Cape  Intuitry  Begiment. 

"LiauteDtmt  O'Neil  BegraTo's  Bervices  are 
di^wnsed  with  from  Slat  July,  18B6. 

"Herbert  Watmn  M&jor,  gentleman,  to  be 
Lieutenant,  from  let  August,  1885,  vioe 
SegniTe,  whoM  Berrioei  have  been  dupenaed 
■with.  *^ 

"ByOrdar, 
"  P.  KenioD  Pfolliott,  Lt.  Colonel, 
■'  Military  Secrstarf ,  Oolonial  Servioe*." 

Babon  H.  dk  WOBUS  :  In  answer 
to  a  qaeation  put  to  me  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid-Cork  on  the  19th  in- 
stant, I  Tend  to  the  House  the  ofi&cial 
notification  in  the  Gape  Gauttt  of  the 
20th  July,  1885,  that  lieutenant  O'Neil 
Segrave's  aeryioea  had  been  dispenaed 
with.  That  notification  was  repeated  in 
the  QMtlU  of  the  Slat  August,  as  set 
forth  la  the  hon.  Member's  qaeetion, 
and  I  therefore  do  not  see  any  advantage 
in  laying  the  OaMetleoatha  Table  of  ^e 
House. 

THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION, 
Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Seoretary  of  SUte  for  the 
Home  Department  toe  date  of  Inspector 
Xattleohild's  visit  to  Dr.  Gallagher  and 
John  Daly  in  Chatham  Prieoa  j  and  if 
the  minutes  of  the  interview  between 
these  prisanere  and  Mr.  Soames  or 
Figott  can  be  furnished  to  the  solioitors 
for  the  defendants  before  the  Special 
Commission  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  Chief  Inspector 
Littleohild  visited  Daly  in  Chatham 
Prison  on  the  20th  of  February.  He 
did  not  visit  Gallagher.  If  the  solicitor 
for  any  of  the  parties  before  the  Special 
Commission  will  subpcena  the  Deputy 
Governor  to  produce  his  minutes  of  any 
interview  at  which  he  was  present,  no 
obataole  will  be  placed  by  Uie  Govern- 
ment in  the  way  of  their  production. 

8je  W.  HARCOUBT  asked  whether 
no  evidence  had  been  communicated 
except  on  saposua  by  official  persons  to 
the  prosecntors  in  this  case ;  and 
whether  the  other  parties  could  not  be 
allowed  to  see  the  documents  relating 
to  the  interviews  ? 

Ha.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  there 
would  be  no  objection  as  far  as  he  was 
oonoemsd  to  a  solicitor  seeing  the 
dooumenta  for  the  bond  JUU  purposes  of 
a  trial,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  aware  that  be  mnst  not  set 
the  precedent  of  divulging,  merely  for 
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the  purpose  of  inquiry,  the  details  of 
interviews  which  took  place  between  a 
prisoner  and  another  person  in  the 
enforced  presence  of  a  warder. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HKALT  asked  if  In- 
spector Andrews,  an  officer  irom  Soot- 
land  Yard,  visited  Amerioa  «noe  the . 
passing  of  the  Special  Commission  Act  ; 
and  if  his  business  there  was  connected 
with  the  charges  and  allegations  made 
before  the  Boysl  Commission  ? 

Ma.  MATTHEWS ;  The  answer  to 
the  first  paragraph  is  in  the  affirma- 
tive ;  to  the  second  in  the  negative. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  stato  whether  Inspector 
Andrews  saw  Le  Oaron  7 

Ma.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  not  awai« 
at  all  whether  he  did  or  not. 

WEMH  SUNDAY  OLOSINS. 

Mb.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oldham) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Deportment  if  hia  attentioD  had 
been  called  to  the  following  remarks 
made  by  Mr.  Jostioe  Grantham,  in  his 
recent  ohorge  to  the  Grand  Jury  of 
Olamoi^fanebire : — 

"His  einerienoe  oonflrmed  all  that  had  been 
ref  etred  to  lately  as  the  eiperianca  of  the  polios 
in  the  vaiioua  ooontiea  ol  Wales.  Walsa  had 
been  made  an  experimental  itation  for  the  por- 
poae  of  testing  the  qaeetion  of  Sunday  Oloemg, 
and  he  vai  glad  that  this  nai  so,  as  it  had  en- 
abled the  question  to  be  threshed  out  in  a 
prtotioal  way.  It  fortified  the  opinion  as- 
pTseaed  by  many  that  the  Smiday  Closing  Aot 
would  n<rt  be  a  inooen." 

And  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  wilt 
agree  to  the  appointment  of  a  Selwt 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  working 
of  the  Welsh  Sunday  Closing  Aot,  and 
will  oppose  any  legislation  to  establisb 
Bundaj  Closing  in  other  parts  of  ib» 
United  Kingdom  till  such  Ooi»mitte» 
has  mode  its  report  ? 

SiK  WILFBID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Oockermoutb)  also  ukmd  wheth«r 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Q«ntia- 
man  had  been  drawn  to  the  friloviug 
remarks  of  Mr.  Justice  Grantham,  aa 
reported  in  tile  Wiitfrn  JHstV  of  Uth 
Marob,  on  the  subject  of  SundkyOloiriaf 
in  Wales : — 

There  is  do  doubt  about  it  at  all  that  there 
ie  lees  dninkenneas  where  there  is  mon  drii^ 
than  there  ii  where  there  is  more  tsetolalitm. 
Walei  has  nodonbtedly  been  made  a  sort  of 
irimeotal  station  for  the  purpOMof  testing 
qoesbon.  But  ws  must  do  Kanething 
try  lomething  else,  flad   out  eoraetlung; 
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im  thiaoonotiy." 
And  whetber  the  QoTeniment  are  pre- 
pared to  give  effect  to  these  remarks  ? 

Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  f  Belfart,  S.) : 
I  wish  to  aak  whethw  it  is  a  fact  that 
the  Act  prohibiting  the  sale  of  In- 
toxioating  Liquors  on  Sund^s  through- 
out every  part  of  Scotland,  passed  in 
this  House  in  1853,  has  been  in  force 
since  1854  with  aatufaotion  to  the  com- 
mnnily  at  large ;  and,  whether  a  similar 
law  has  been  in  existence  affecting 
Ireland  siace  1878,  and  that  a  Select 
Oommittee  of  this  House  which  sat  last 
Session  to  inquire  into  the  working  of 
the  Act  reported  that — 

'*  None  of  the  evilj  whidi  were  predicted  by 
some  peTMHU  m  likelj  to  snsne  from  the  puang 
of  the  Act  hSTS  beeii  proTed  to  h>*e  srisen  to 
aaj  KppiedsUe  eitentl^' 
and  reoommended  the  oontinuanoe  and 
extenmon  of  the  Act? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  The  Qoromment 
aie  of  opinion,  that,  in  view  of  recent  ez- 
Mrience  as  to  the  operation  of  the  San- 
day  CBosing  Act  in  Wales,  inquiry  into 
the  working  of  that  measure  will  be  de- 
siz&ble;  and  they  hB,Te  it  under  consider- 
ation in  what  way  the  inquiry  had  best 
be  condnoted,  whether  by  Special  Oom- 
mittee  or  by  Boyal  OommiMios. 

Mb.  3.  O'OONNOB :  I  would  ask  the 
rigltf  hon.  Qentleman  whether,  when 
«iwh  Ooaunittee  or  Oommieaion  is  ap- 
pointed, he  will  take  care  that  the  Oom* 
mittee  is  not  packed  in  tite  same  manner 
— rOrM*o/"0rdw!"] 
*Um.  SFEAKEB:  I  most  remind  the 
hoD.  Member  that  the  same  law 
sppliea  to  mpplemental  queationa 
aa  to  that  of  qoeMums  put  on  the  Paper, 
and  the  form  of  the  hon.  Member'i 
a  would  not  be  admitted  upon  the 
Earner. 

Kb.  J.  O'OONNOE:  WiU  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  take  care  dkat  this  Com- 
nuanon  or  Oonunittee  will  not  haTe  an 
nmdae  proportion  of  Mambera  who  hare 
baen  {mnouBl^  pledged  to  cany  out 
lagiolation  against  the  sale  of  intozi- 
4Mitisg  liquora? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  think  it  ia 
haidly  necessaij  to  state  that  the  Qo- 
Tsnaoant  will  take  care  that  erery  in> 
tsraat  ia  lepreoented. 

FISHINQ  80AXDB. 

Mb.  BOBGBTS  (Flint,  ftc)  asked  the 
freeident   of    the   Local   Ghoremment 
Ah-  WHfrtdLawim 


Fape 


the  County  Oounml  to  act  on  Firii  Oon- ' 
serving  Boards  wiU  enter  on  their  dutiee 
forthwith,  or  on  the  expiration  of  the 
period  for  which  their  pivdeoessors  have 
beeachoaenf 

•Sib  HIOHAEL  HIOKS  BBAOH: 
The  persons  appointed  by  the  Conn^ 
Oounoils  to  act  on  Boards  of  Oos- 
serrators  of  Fishery  Districts  will  enter 
upon  their  duties  at  the  expiration  of 
tho  year  for  which  their  prodeoeeeors 
have  been  e;ipointed  respeotiTely. 

TITHE  BIOTS  IN  WALES. 

Ma.  THOMAS  £LLI8  aaked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  be  has  obtained  any 
report  of  the  serious  conflicts  between 
the  police  and  the  people  at  Penygun, 
Oardiganshire,  yesterday,  in  oonneotion 
with  the  oolleotion  of  tithes  ? 

Mr.  MArCHEWS:  I  have  written 
to  the  Chief  Oonsteble  asking  for  a  re- 
port, but  none  has  reached  me  as  yet. 

ARUT  MEDICAL  DEPABTHBNT. 
Da.  FAEGUHAESON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  asked  the  Secretuy  of  Stete 
for  War  when  the  Oommittee  of  Inqoiry 
on  the  Army  Medical  Department  would 
begin  ito  labours;  and  whether  he 
could  state  ite  composition  to  the 
House  r 

•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  Oom- 
mittoe  has  held  a  preliminary  meeting 
to-day.  The  Earl  of  Oamperdown  ts 
Chairman  of  the  Committee.  The  Navy 
represented  by  Admiral  Hotham, 
C.B.,  medical  interesto  by  Dr.  Qraham 
Balfour  and  Mr.  N.  0.  Macnamara,  and 
and  the  hon.  Members  for  Wfgtows- 
ehire,  Portemouth,  and  Leicester  have 
also  joined  the  Oommittee,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Portsmouth  being  the 
Army  rspreecntotive ;  and  I  propose  to 
add  one  more  oivilian  Member. 

De.  FARQTJHAR80N :  Why  not 
streogthMi  the  Committee  by  putting  os 
it  a  medical  officer  of  personal  experience 
'n  oonnection  with  the  Borvioea? 

«Mb.  E.  STANHOPE :  It  has  been 
thought  that  the  medical  offloars  in  the 
Semoes  had  better  give  evidence,  and 
that  they  should  not  be  put  in  the  posi- 
tion of  judges. 

OBOPT:^  BMieRATION. 

Mb.  watt  asked  the  Lord  Advocate 

whether  the  Ooremme&t  had  received 
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«&7  Airther  Beport  with  raferenoe  to  the 
«rofter  CuuUiM  Amigrated  lut  year; 
and  irhethflr  hs  can  state  the  total  nam> 
tier  of  pwnooa  eminated  to  date  ? 
*Thb  liOBD  AOTOCATE:  There  is 
DO  farther  report  rinoe  I  answered  the 
^neetion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Uemher 
ior  St.  Helen's,  and  there  were  no 
speoiBl  dnnunstanoeB  requiring  any. 
Tfae  number  of  persons  enugrated  is 
193. 

FATHEE  H'PADDEN. 

H9.  HAQ  I^EILL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  tbe  Lord  Lisatenant  of 
Ireland,  is  it  a  fact  that  Father  ICFad- 
den  and  the  other  prisoners,  to  the 
number  of  38,  charged  with  an  alleged 
complicity  in  the  murder  of  Distriot 
Inspector  Martin,  were  last  Saturday 
farther  remanded  by  the  magistrates 
till  Batarday,  23rd  Uaroh;  how  many 
times  bare  Father  IfFadden  and  the 
«4lier  prisoners  been  remanded  by  the 
Magistoatea  &om  3rd  Febmary,  the  d^te 
of  tneir  arrest,  till  the  present  time  ;  is 
he  aware  that,  on  each  magisterial  in- 
vestigation and  remand,  the  prisoners 
are  conreyed  by  special  train  to  and  fro 
between  Derry  Oaol  and  Letterkenny, 
a  distance  of  orer  30  miles;  is  the  spe- 
cial tr^n  ordered  by  the  Qoveniment, 
as  stated  ^y  County  Insneotor  Hayes  to 
the  hoa.  Member  fbr  Ssuth  Donegal; 
if  BO,  ander  what  heading  in  the  Esti- 
matm  will  this  expense  be  included ;  is 
he  aware  that,  on  Monday,  4th  Manh, 
Hr.  Hamilton,  B.H.,  in  the  presence  of 
three  of  tbe  Members  of  Paruament  for 
theooonty  Donegal,  at  Letterkenny, 
anred  theoondnot  of  the  Qoremment  in 
addng  for  these  repeated  remands,  and 
only  consented  to  give  a  remand  till  the 
following  Thoreday ;  oonid  he  explain 
the  reosonswhich  have  induced  the  same 
Besident  Magistrate  to  grant  seyeral  re- 
mands nnoe  that  time ;  and  will  Father 
M'Fadden  and  the  other  prisoners,  if 
not  discharged  but  returned  for  trial 
next  Satnrday,  be  precluded  by  these 
ddays  from  standing  their  trial  at  the 
preseDt  AssiEea  f 

Hb.  WOODAIX  (Hanlc7):  Befbre 
the  right  hon.  Gtontlemaa  answers  the 
question,  I  wish  to  ask  him  if  it  is  true 
th4f  Father  M'Poddeu  has  been  re- 
manded seven  times  and  taken  baok- 
wards  and  forwards  from  Derry  to 
Letterkenny  and  from  Letterkenny  to 
Oweedore  F 


Ths  OHIEF  SEXJBESKSY  fob- 
IBELAND  (Mr.  A.  3.  B^uroim,  Man- 
chester, K) :  I  cannot  answer  the  quM- 
tion  of  the  Iuhl  Member  for  Haolc^ 
without  notice.  The  answer  to 
the  question  on  the  pa^r  is  that 
the-  prisonws  anested  in  connoo- 
tion  with  the  murder  of  Diotriot 
Inspeotor  Martin,  though  not  to  the 
nnntber  of  88,  were  remanded  on  Satur- 
day until  March  23rd.  There  appear  to 
have  been,  in  all,  three  or  fonr  remands. 
The  prisoners  were  oonveyed  by  special 
train.  The  ooet  will  oome  under  the 
Constabaloiy  Vote.  Mr.  Hamilton, 
B.M.,  did  not  oansure  the  GoTemment, 
bat  expressed  on  opinion  that  another 
remand  sfaoald  not  oe  oaked  for  withont 
eridence  being  given.  The  Besident 
Masistrate  since  granted  a  remand  no 
doubt  becaoBe  he  thonght  there  were 
grounds  for  so  doing.  Taa  prisoners,  if 
not  returned  for  trial  bef(«e  Saturday 
next,  could  not,  I  undeistaad,  be  tried 
at  the  present  Assises. 

US.  HOHNi:,  B.U. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  asked  the  Ohiet 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  <rf 
Ireland  whether  Mr.  Home,  B.M.,  has 
recently  been  promoted  from  being  a 
third  class  Resident  Magistrate  to  a 
first  class  Resident  Magistrate ;  whether 
he  was  so  promoted  over  the  heads  of 
his  seniors,  and  over  how  many  seniors ; 
when  and  on  what  grounds  was  the 
promotion  made;  and  how  long  wat 
Mr.  Home  engaged  in  oolleoting  ttie 
evidenoe  which  has  been  used  l^  tiie 
Timti  before  the  Special  Oommissiwif 

Mb.  a.  J.  BAJUFOnB:  Mr.  Home 
was  promoted  to  the  first  daae  of  Besi- 
dent  Magistrates  in  saoqeesien  to  the 
late  Mr.  Warburton,  w)m>  died  on  th* 
2nd  of  December,  Stam  whitdi  dobs  the 
promotiMi  took  effect.  He  was  thiU 
given  37  steps  in  seniority.  The  prpr 
motion  was  made  in  reoognilioQ  of  the 
signal  public  services  of  Mr.  Hcane  ia 
connection  with  the  detection  of  orininal^, 
both  before  and  since  the  passing  of  tl^a 
Crimes  Act.  I  may  mention  eapitoiially, 
among  recent  instances,  the  oonviotion 
of  the  murderers  of  Patrick  Qnirk^  wf 
the  assailants  of  John  Lone,  who  waa 
fired  at  and  wounded  in  November, 
1887,  and  of  the  persons  who  were  con- 
victed for  shooting  the  schoolmaster 
Bobinson  and  his  daughter  in  Maroh  of 
lost  year.    In  all  these  oases  the  crinL 
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as  it  wai  Men  vho  he  was.  He  had 
given  the  fullest  infornatioii  in  hi» 
power. 

Ms.  JOHN  ELLI8  aaid  hii  infonna- 
tion  had  been  reoeired  direct  firom  Hr> 
Wilaon  by  telegra{di. 


aala  were  brought  to  jastioe  mainly 
thnrngh  the  aotion  of  Mr.  Home. 

Ha.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Doee  pnimoUon 
by  37  steps  mean  that  this  gentleman 
has  been  promoted  over  the  heads  of  37 
other  penone  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOtTB :  Yes,  I  appre- 
hend it  does  mean  that. 

THE  MBHBEB  FOB  HOLHFIBTH. 
Hb.  JOHN  £LLIS  asked  the  Ohief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  be  is  aware  that  the  hon. 
Member    for    the    Hotmfirth    Dinsion 

Sir.  Wilson),  whilst  tahiuf;  a  walk  with 
rs.  Wilson  in  tbe  neighbourhood  of 
the  Oweedore  Hotel,  on  Saturday,  16th 
instant,  was  persisteatly  followed  about 
by  two  armed  ooDstables:  whether, 
when  the  hon.  Member  shortly  after 
took  a  oar  for  a  drire  with  Mrs.  Wilson, 
three  armed  constables  mounted  another 
car  and  persietently  followed  them  for 
some  time;  and  what  was  the  object  of 
this  police  snperriaion  ? 

Mh.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  informed 
that  tbe  facts  are  substantially  as  stated 
in  the  question.  Information  had  been 
received  by  the  polioe  on  Saturday,  the 
16th,  that  a  meeting  of  the  National 
League  would  be  held  in  the  Oweedore 
district,  where  it  bad  been  proclaimed 
under  the  Crimes  Act  of  1887,  at  which 
English  Members  of  Parliament  would  be 
present.  A  patrol  was  directed  to  ascertain 
the  whereabouts  of  the  intended  meet- 
ing. The  hon.  Member  on  his  arrivalin 
Oweedore  was  not  known  to  the  polioe, 
but  as  soon  as  it  was  asoertuned  who  ha 
was,  and  that  he  bad  apparently  no  in- 
tention of  addressing  any  such  meeting, 
no  polioe  supervision  was  exercised. 

Mtt.  J.  ELLI8 :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  send  immediate  instructions 
to  the  police  to  allow  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
\mson  reasonable  freedom  of  move- 
ment ? 

Mb.  a.  J,  BALFOTTB  said  he  was 
not  aware  that  the  house  of  Mr. 
Wilson's  car-driver  was  entered  in  the 
night  time  by  Sergeant  O'Uahony  and 
tbe  man  cross-examined  as  to  Mr.  Wil- 
son's movements. 

Ub.  JOHN  ELLIS  asked  whether 
instructions  would  be  immediately  sent 
ordering  that  Hr.  Wilson  should  have 

sable  freedom  in  his  motions? 
^Ma.    A.    J.    BALFOnR,   said     he 

^red  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
table  freedom  of  motion  as  soon 
Tlr.A./  ffa/fom- 


THE  BAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TBATFIC 
ACT,  tSS8i 
Ma.  AINSUE  (Lancashire,  N., 
Lonsdale)  asked  the  President  of  &» 
Board  of  Trade  if  the  Bsilway .  and 
Canal  Traffic  Act  of  18B8  gave  any 
opening  to  Bailway  and  Oanal  Com- 
panies to  increase  uie  minimum  distance- 
fixed  by  their  respectiTO  Acts,  and  if 
the  present  attempt  made  by  them  to  do 
this,  as  in  their  revised  scale  of  ratea, 
is  not  ultra  virtt;  and  if  existing^ 
agreements  between  them  and  traders 
will  remain  in  f oroe  after  the  new  scal» 
has  received  the  sanction  of  Pariiamant, 
or  if  they  will  beoome  null  and  void  and 
neoeesitate  fresh  agreemeDts  ? 

*8ibM.  HICKS  BEACH:  The  view  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  ia  that,  in  settling 
the  maximum  rates  which  railway  oom- 
panies  are  to  charge,  if  the  intention  of 
the  Act  is  to  be  carried  oat,  they  must 
determine  the  maximums  chargeable 
for  short  distanoee ;  and  that,  conse- 
quently, propoeals  with  this  object  do 
come  within  the  intention  of  the  Act. 
But  though  the  railway  oompaniea  pro- 
pose, the  disposal  rests  with  others.  I 
am  unable  to  answer  the  latter  portion 
of  tbe  question;  agreements  must  be 
determined  by  tbe  Courts  of  Law. 

Mb.  AINSLEE  said  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  had  not  answered  uie  main 
point  of  tbe  question — namely,  whether 
the  Act  afforded  an  opening  for  the  !&• 
crease  of  chatveeP 

«SiB  M.  HIOKS-BEAOH:  I  hare  en- 
deavoured to  explain  the  position  in 
which  the  matter  stands.  I  think  it  is 
competent  for  the  railway  companie* 
to  make  such  a  proposal,  but  the  dis- 
posal will  rest  with  otiier  persons. 

QUESTIOKS. 
Mb.  DE  OOBAIN  (Bel&st,  B.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  tbe  Treasury,  having 
regard  to  the  great  pressure  on  tbe  time- 
of  Parliament,  as  evidenced  by  the  fact 
that  its  Sittings  last  year  only  concluded 
upon  Christmas  Eve,  he  is  prepared  ta 
take  immediate  steps  to  deal  with  the 
subject  of  questions  put  on  the  Nodoft 
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Papw  of  th«  House,  with  a  view  to  the 
Umitiiig  of  the  time  thus  coasnmed,  by 
reoomtnending  that  questionB  of  local  and 
minor  interest  be  dealt  vith  by  written 
reply  from  the  heads  of  Departments  to 
which  they  may  relate  ;  that  only  those 
wlwdi  are  of  a  grave  or  Imperial  ofaa- 
racter  shall  be  accorded  a  pabUo  reeponee 
during  the  Sittings  of  the  House ;  and 
that  in  no  case  shall  consequential 
4[ueetionB  without  notice  be  considered 
-Mititled  to  a  public  answer  7 
•Ma.  W.  H.  8MTEH:  I  am  not  sur- 
firised,  looking  at  the  hour  we  have 
j«8ch  (4-SO),  that  the  questioit  is  raised 
i>y  my  hon.  Friend.  It  is  one  that  has 
«[taa  been  under  consideration,  but  I 
am  not,  as  at  present  advised,  prepared 
to  take  the  steps  he  suggests,  as  there 
-vould  be  great  difficulty  in  deoidtsg 
-what  were  questions  ot  local  or  minor, 
and  what  of  a  grave  or  Imperial  oha- 
raoter.  Some  authority  would  have  to 
be  charged  with  iha  ve^tonsibility  of 
aetthsg  this  point,  and  his  deoisitKis 
would,  I  am  u&wd,  ottea  tail  to  meet 
with  ^e  approval  of  hon.  Members.  I 
peTBonally  am  averse  to  making  any 
.changes  in  the  Bules  of  the  House,  on- 
Jese  puuful  experiences  have  shown 
them  to  be  absolut«ly  necessary  for 
expediting  the  transaction  of  public 
Jtmsineee.  But  I  am  not  by  any  means 
aure  it  will  not  be  necessary  to  make 
further  Amesdments  of  our  Bules  and 
Orden. 

THE  COLWIOH  CHAEITIES. 
8iE  JOHN  8WINBUBNB!  (8ta£ford- 
sbire,  Lichfield)  asked  the  hon.  Member 
ioi  the  Penrith  Division  of  Oumberiand 
<Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther),  whether,  in  the 
month  of  Juno,  1S87,  an  official  inquiry 
was  held  by  Mr.  Inspootor  Qoode  into 
the  proposed  re-organizatton  of  the  Ool- 
vioh  Oharittes;  whether  at  such  inquiry 
it  was  agreed  by  all  parties  that  the 
number  of  persons  to  form  the  Oom* 
mittee  for  the  future  distribution  of  the 
•charities  should  be  seven,  namely,  the 
Yicars  of  Oolwich  and  Great  Haywood 
«nd  the  Earl  of  liohfield,  and  four  others 
to  be  elected  by  the  ratepayers ;  whether 
it  is  the  tact  that,  when  the  scheme 
<came  down  from  the  Oharity  Uommis- 
noners,  it  was  found  that  it  provided 
jjor  two  ez-offloio  and  three  oo-optative 
members,  whilst  the  parishioners  were 
«nly  to  be  allowed  to  elect  four  members, 
thus  giving  the  majority  to  non-elected 


members ;  whether  the  parishioners  of 
Oolwich  rejeoted  this  altered  arrangei- 
ment;  whether,  notwithstanding  re- 
peated applications,  the  scheme  aa 
originally  agreed  to  has  been  delved 
18  mon^;  what  is  the  reason  of  this 
delay;  and  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  take  steps  to  have  the 
matter  proceeded  with  atonce,  andoom- 
pleted  in  accordance  to  the  expressed 
wishes  of  the  ratepayers  of  the  parish 
of  Oolwich  ? 

Mb.  J.W.  LOWTHEB  (Oumberiand, 
Fenrith) :  The  answer  to  the  first  quea- 
tion  is  in  the  affirmative.  As  to  the 
second  question,  a  proposal  was  made  in 
the  sense  Indioated,  as  to  the  composi- 
tion of  the  body  of  Trustees,  and  no  ob- 
jection was  taken  by  those  then  present.  , 
The  answer  to  the  thixi  question  is  in 
the  affirmative.  The  number  of  co-op- 
tative Trustees  has  been  fixed  at  three, 
with  a  view  to  the  more  efficient  ad- 
ministration of  the  charity  over  the 
several  outlying  areas  into  which  the 
ancient  parish  of  Oolwioh  has  been 
divided.  As  to  the  fourth  ques- 
tion, an  objection  to  this  portion 
of  the  OomnuBsioners'  scheme  has 
been  received  &om  a  section  of  the 
parishioners,  and  has  been  duly  con- 
sidered. As  to  the  fifth  and  sixth  qum- 
tions,  the  delay  which  has  arisen  is  due 
to  local  caases  and  to  the  difficulty  of 
defining  the  areas  to  be  benefited.  As 
to  the  seventh  question,  the  scheme  will 
shortly  be  established,  in  which  several 
of  the  recommendations  made  to  the 
GommissionerB  will  be  embodied.  I  de- 
sire to  point  out  to  the  honourable 
Baronet  in  reference  to  his  second, 
fourth,  and  seventh  questions,  that  the 
Oommissioners  are  responsible  for  the 
scheme,  and  that  no  agreement  of  any 
two  or  more  sections  of  the  parishioners 
can  preclude  the  Commiesioners  from 
exercising  their  discretion  as  to  the  de- 
tails of  the  scheme  for  the  benefit  of  all 
parties  interested. 

NAVAL  AND  MIUTAET 
ADMINISTBATIUN. 
Adiobai.  field  (Sussex,  Bast- 
bourne)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  invite  the  Royal  Com- 
mission now  sitting  to  inquire  into  Naval 
and  Military  Administration,  prerided 
over  by  tJie  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Bossendale,    to    present    an    interim 
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Bepoit  to  Her  ISaJMky  oontaininir  a 
digest  of  the  evidmoe  gtren  before  Uia 
and  Oommudon,  botli  oral  and  written, 
mi  to  the  does  ol  FsbraEcy  laat,  with  a 
rtaw  to  Uio  same  being  laid  before  Far- 
Hunent,  in  order  the  better  to  enable 
hon.  Memben  to  judge  of  fiio  mffioieao^ 
or  otharwise  of  tlio  propoeals  ol  Her 
Majee^'s  OoTMnment  lor  aa  inorease 
toHer  Hnesty'li  NaT^i  ">  aoooidanoe 
with  preoed«Bt»,  aa  in  the  case  of  Uie 
Beport  of  the  evidence  taken  by  Boyal 
Oommimon  on  the  Edooation  Acts  pre- 
ae&tedinUarchlSBS? 
•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  inqnirj  of 
the  Boyal  Oonuniasion  on  Naval  and 
Sniitaty  Adminirtratioa  is  ^proaidung 
oompletion,  and  it  is  undeurable  to 
interrupt  their  prooeedinge  for  the  pnr- 
jboBe  01  framing  an  ad  inUrim  Beport. 
A  large  portion  of  the  evidence  received 
b  bf  a  highly  confidential  nature^  and 
oonld  not  in  any  way  be  made  public. 
It  is  to  be  remembered  aisa  that  the 
tOrme  of  the  referenoe  to  tbe  Gommis- 
slon  relate  to  tbe  administration  of  the 
Naval  and  Military  Departmente,  bo 
that  the  result  of  their  inquiry  will  hav* 
no  bearing  upon  the  naval  proposals  of 
Her  Majeety'B  Qoremment. 

SUOAK  BOUNTIES. 
Us.  FIOTON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
ifiist  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  it 
has  QBoally  been  the  praotioe  to  charge 
tJie  Board  of  Trade  with  bomnesa  relating 
to  Bogar  Bonndee;  and  whether  the 
Qoremment  has  called  for,  or  received, 
any  Beport  or  opinion  from  that  Board 
On  the  sabjeot  of  the  pending  Conven- 
tion; and,  if  so,  is  there  any  objection 
to.  l*y  that  Heport  or  opinion  upon  the 
Ti^e  of  the  House  ? 
*Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  negotia- 
tioDfl  with  foreign  ooontries  on  the  sub- 
joot  of  this  Convention  were  oondocted 
kocording  to  usual  practice  by  the 
Foreign  Office.  Any  oommunioationa 
from  the  Bowd  of  Trade  on  the  subject 
are  included  in  the  papers  which  have 
already  been  presented. 

FOREIGN  JODBNAUSTS. 
Ub.  BBTOE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  asked  the 
SiAWetaiy  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  it  was  the  fact  that  a 
pofice  officer,  giving  bis  name  as  In- 
(«eotoT  W.  Melville,  of  the  Criminal 
IflTestigBtion  Department,  called,  on 
AdmiraiFMi 


Saturday  the  8th  instant,  at  9,  Suther- 
land Haoe,  Bayswatar,  the  roadanee  of 
two  Aimmian  gentlemen  named  Bious- 

saH  and  Seraaly,  b«ng  the  manager  and 
editor  respeetively  of  tiie  journal  At's*- 
ifoM,  published  in  Lofadon  in  the  Fitanoh 
and  Armenian  langnagee,  and  addressed 

the  people  of  the  honae  a  nohiber  of 
inqniMoiial  qneotioaft  regarding  MM. 
Bronaaali  and  Sevaely'a  habits,  move- 
ments, and  assodntss,  the  names  and 
descriplion  of  panuis  calling  on  ihem, 
Ac.,  they  being  at  the  iaohient  ahvent, 
and  obtained  horn  their  apartments  a 
)op^  of  the  AsMwAm;  whether  thia 
^liceman,  on  beiag  a^ed  iritat  hta 
justification  for  these  inquiries  vas, 
answered  that  be  came  on  behalf  of  tW 
Turkish  Qovemment,  and  added  that 
the  last  number  of  the  Ssiatdan  (%hioh 
contained  reports  of  the  sufferings  of 
die  AtineniaQ  ChriBtians)  had  caused 
great  diBSatisfsotion  in  Turkish  official 
circles;  whether  the  Torkidi  Chivemmeat 
made  any,  and  what,  applioation  to  tho 
Homo  Office  on  the  sul^eot  of  the  journal 
entitled  Mtutdsn ;  and,  wlrather,  if  tho 
facts  are  as  above  sn^eeted,  this  dodii- 
oiliaiy  visit  took  place  by  the  order  of 
the  Home  Secretary,  or  of  ai^,  and 
what,  official  of  the  Home  Dclpart- 
ment? 

Mb.  HATTKEWB:  It  ia  a  Act  thrt 
Inspector  Melville  called  at  the  »lsc» 
named  on  the  day  in  qaestion.  i  am 
informed  that  it  is  not  true  that  iuquiai- 
torial  questiona  were  asked.  The  in- 
spector's object  was  simply  to  ascertain 
whether  the  gentlemen  reard^d  tharo 
and  phblishsd  the  newspaper  in  question. 
Both  genU«meQ  were  in  their  rdOme  at 
the  time.  The  otiipj  of  the  t>aper  waa- 
given  to  thb  inspector  by  the  I^dlady. 
The  inspector  informed  the  landlady  that 
he  knew  sothii^  whatever  to  the  pre- 
judice of  either  gentleman,  and  he  made 
no  reference  whatever  to  the  Ttukiahi 
Government,  or  to  Turkish  officiid  nrdes- 
TfaeTurkish  Ambaasador  made  finfnirios 
as  to  the  puUiaher  and  printer  Of  the 
inpw  in  qneation.  Thereupon  th» 
Foreign  Office  requested  the  Home 
Office  to  ascertain,  for  fheit  own  infor- 
mation, whether  the  paper  Was  stiU 
published  in  Paria,  or,  «a  ^tatUd  In  on» 
of  ita  iBBoea,  in  London.  The  Homfr 
OfflM  dien  inatmctied  tUe  pctUoS  to  mak» 
the  neoessiuy  iBiqAiriee,  and  Inspector 
Mdville,  with  this  object,  ei^ed  npoa 
the  landlady  in.the  a  ■  ■  - 
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Ke.  BBYOE  aaksd  whether  it  was 

the  prootiDe  to  pUoe  the  Uetropolitan 

Police  at  the  dispooal  of  a  foreign  Oo- 

TSnunentT 

Ha.  UATTHEW8  laid,  the  police 

~       '  0  pUoed  at  the  diaposal 
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wM  made  by  the  Foreign  Offioo  of  the 
Home  Offioe,  for  their  own  information. 

Hk.  BBYOB  :  The  Turkish  Oorem- 
m«nt  apjtlied  to  the  Foreien  Office,  and 
the  FoToign  Offioo  applied  to  the  Home 
Offloe,  which  oeoertuned  oertun  facts. 

Hk.  UATFHEW8  said,  the  informa- 
tion obtained  was  for  the  SBtisfaction  of 
the  Foreign  Office.  Of  what  took  place 
between  the  Foreign  Office  and  the 
Torbiah  Ambassador  ho  knew  nothing. 

Us.  BBYOE  gare  notice  that  hi 
wonld  call  attention  to  the  matter. 

CAFTAIH  SEQBAVB.  B.U. 
SiK  W.  HABOOUBT :  1  will  now 
ask  the  Chief  SsOTetarr  for  Ireland 
whether,  witii  the  knowledge  of  the 
toots  with  which  he  is  now  acquainted 
through  the  Oolonial  Offloe  oa  to  the 
conduct  of  Captain  SegraTS,  he  intends 
to-night,  on  the  Tote  on  Aocount,  to  ask 
for  the  wilaiy  of  that  gentleman,  who,  I 
beliere,  was  the  presiding  magistrate 
at  Mitchelstown? 

Ub.  a.  J.  BALFOITR :  As  soon  as  I 
reoeired  the  information  I,  of  coarse, 
telegraphed  over  to  Dublin,  and  Ur. 
Segrave  has  been  suspended. 

Hs.  A.  O'OONNOB :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Qentieman  consider  the  fact  oi  a 
person  bmng  a  discredited  Colonial 
semnt  necessarily  unfits  him  for  the 
post  of  Beddent  Magistrate  in  Ire- 
Ms.  SEXTON:  What  further  evi- 
dence is  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  wait- 
ing for,  beyond  the  declaration  of  the 
Oolonial  Office,  before  he  dismisses  this 
gentleman  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  prefer  not 
dismiinng  an  officer  until  I  have  full 
dooumentary  evidence.  As  soon  as  Oo- 
vemment  receive  proof  that  If  r.  8^;rave 
is  an  improper  person  to  dis(^arge  the 
duties  of  a  Besident  Magistrate  he  wDl 
be  dismissed.  I  am  not  going  so  far  as  to 
indicate  to  the  public  that,  because  a 
Resident  Magistrate  in  Irdand  happens 
to  be  unpopular  with  hon.  Qentfemen 
opposite,  therefore  he  is  not  to  receive 
toe  same  meed  of  justioe  which  would 
be  extended  to  any  other  offieer. 


Mb.  CHEA  (Donwal,  W.):  V^y  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Qenfleman  H,  oa 
a  recent  occasion,  in  answer  to  the  ad- 
vocate of  an  accused  par^  befbre  hioi. 
Captain  Segrave  being  President  of 
a  (Aimes  Act  Court,  said  he  was,  "in  the 
opinion  of  the  Lord  lieutenant,  ft  ^n- 
tleman  with  snffioient  legal  att^n- 
ments  to  cany  on  the  business  of  thft 
Court?" 

No  answer  was  given. 

Ub.  BEXION:  Sir,  we  have  been 
attacked,  and  I  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  whether  he  is  aware  of 
the  answer  given  to  the  Hoose  by  the 
Oolonial  Under  Secretary,  that  Ur.  9e- 
grave  was  dismissed  from  tihe  service  of 
the  Cape  Qovernment  for  gross  mii- 
conduot ;  and  whether  he  is  still  to  be 
eontinned  in  the  Poblie  Servioe  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  Mr.  flegrave 
is  only  kept  in  the  Public  Servioe  in  this 
sense,  that  he  is  not  allowed  to  per- 
form any  magisterial  duties,  and  he  does 
not  receive  any  pay.  As  soon  as  full 
information  is  received  on  this  point,  of 
course  he  will  be  dealt  with  in  the 
ordinary  way. 

IRBLAKB-OBOWN  PB08E0nTI0»8 
IS  1»T9. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HZI&LT  asked  the  Ohief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  w  bother  the  Crown 
briefs  in  agrarian  and  oonspiraoy  trials 
since  1879  are  still  in  existence; 
whether  the  panels  upon  which  many 
Catholic  jurors  are  ordered  to  "  stand 
by"  by  the  Crown  since  1879  had  been 
destroyed ;  whether  the  varioas  peti- 
tions of  the  Invincible,  Patrick  Delaney, 
were  stUl  extant ;  and  whether,  if  any 
cif  the  foregoing  were  in  the  possession 
of  the  Oovemment,  the  advisers  of  the 
parties  before  the  Special  Oomraissiov 
would  be  allowed  access  to  then  for  tbi 

irpose  of  their  defence  f 

lb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  As  I  have  al- 
ready said  more  than  onoe,  I  cannot 
answer  questions  of  this  kind  across  the 
floor  of  tiie  House.  The  proper' course  is 
for  the  solicitors  ftor  any  of  tne  parties  to 
make  appUoation  in  the  usual  manner  to 
the  Irish  Qovernment  for  such  doouinents 
as  they  may  deore. 

iin.  T.  U.  HEALT :  I  wonttoknow, 
Sir,  whether  the  Crown  panels  are  still 
in  ezistenoe,  as  Catholics,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  have  been  exoluded  from  the 
juries? 
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He.  a.  J.  BALFOint :  I  am  bott; 
tha  hoD.  and  learned  Member  ihoold 
iLare  taken  the  opportunit;  of  putting 
a  Question  to  make  an  anfounded 
charge,  but  I  think  he  will  see  that 
the  matter  is  one  in  which  I  cannot  ^tb 
liim  the  information  asked  for.  The 
hon.  Uember  had  better  make  his  own 
applioatiaii. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT:  In  my  own 
defeuoe  I  will  apply. 

THE  SPECIAL  0OMMI8HION. 
Kb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief 
Seoretarj  for  Ireland  whether  there  are 
now  any  Boyal  Irish  Oonstabulary  or 
Dublin  policemen  or  offioers  in  London 
onaabpaena&omtheTVmM;  and  whether 
any  will  be  allowed  to  return  to  London 
until  they  shall  be  wanted  for  ezamina- 

MB.A.J.  BALFOTTB;  I  am  informed 
that  there  are  no  members  of  the  Dublin 
Metropolitan  Police  and  no  officers  of 
the  Royfd  Irish  Oonstabnlary  in  attend- 
ance in  London.  There  are,  I  am 
informed,  three  members  of  the  Oon- 
stabulary  in  London  who  hare  been 
snbpcsnaed  by  the  TVmM.  A  letter  has 
been  addressed  by  the  police  authorities 
to  the  solicitor  for  the  7Vm#«  requesting 
him  to  state  the  neoessity  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Special  Commission  of  the 
continued  attendance  of  these  witnesvB, 
and  the  matter  will  be  considered  on  re- 
ceipt of  his  reply.  The  Qoremment  are 
anxious,  in  the  interests  of  the  Irish  ad- 
mimatration,  thatasfew  members ofthe 
Oonstabulary  should  be  withdrawn  tiom 
duty  as  possible;  but  they  certcdnly 
would  not  take  upon  tbemaelTes  the  re- 
spoufiibility  of  declining  to  allow  mem- 
bers of  the  force  to  attend  in  London  if 
they  thought  their  services  were  re- 
quired for  the  purposes  of  the  Com- 
mission. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT:  Why,  if  the 
Irish  aathorities  can  dispense  with  these 
men,  are  the  Irish  Police  Forces  sot 
00  aeiderably  reduced  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOTTB :  I  bare  al- 
ready explained  that  it  is  a  source  of 
inoonTenienoe  to  the  Irish  Government; 
and,  as  to  the  reason  these  men  are  de- 
tained here,  I  am  not  aware  what  it  is. 
As  I  have  told  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  the  solicitor  of  the  Timtt  has 
been  asked  whether  there  is  a  real 
neceasity  for  their  remainiug  in  Lon- 
don. 


Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Tha  Oommis- 
don  adjourned  for  a  fortnight,  bnt 
three  members  of  the  Irish  Constabu* 
lary  remun  in  London.  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  be  kind  enough  to  tell 
us  whether  he  has  got  their  rank,  and 
where  they  are  stationed  F 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTTB  :  No,  Sir. 

Mb.  JOHN  ELLIS  CNottingham- 
shire,  Bo^cliffe} :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  whether  a  oommunioation 
has  been  sent  to  Mr.  Soames  by  the 
police  authorities  asking  that  these  offl- 
oers  should  be  sent  back  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOtTE  :  I  cannot  an- 
swer that  question. 

Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Tjord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  District  Inspector 
Seddall  has  been  recently  in  London  in 
the  interests  of  the  Tiwui,  and  can  he 
state  the  date  of  his  arrival  and  depar- 
ture ;  whether  he  was  in  daily  attend- 
ance at  the  Oommiision  Court ;  whether 
he  was  examined  before  the  Commis- 
sion; and,  if  not,  can  he  inform  the 
House  what  this  officer  was  doing  during 
his  stay  in  London  7 
«Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOTTB:  I  am  in- 
formed that  District  Inspector  Seddall 
has  not  been  recently  in  London.  He 
attended  early  in  the  proceedings  on 
subpoena  to  give  evidence  if  required. 
He  was  not  in  daily  attandanoe  at  the 
court,  as  he  was  informed  that  he  would 
receive  notice  of  examination.  He  was 
subsequently  recalled  for  duty  in  Ire- 
land, without  having  been  oalled  upon 
for  examinatian.  ^s  sole  bosinesB  in 
London  was  attendance  in  obedience  to 
the  subpoena  as  a  possible  witness. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  EBDEMPTION  BILL. 
Ma.  H.  H.  FOWLEB  :  (Wolver- 
hampton) :  May  I  ask  what  course  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  intends  to  take  with 
regard  to  the  Bill  for  the  redeo^tion  of 
tbeOonsolidated  and  Bedoced  Three  per 
Cent  Stock  ? 

*Thb  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EX- 
OHBQTJEB:  I  shall  beveirgladif  I 
were  permitted  to  move  the  Besolution 
of  which  I  have  given  notice,  so  that 
I  may  introduce  my  Bill  for  the  re- 
demption of  the  Consolidated  Three  per 
Cent  and  Bednoed  Three  per  Cent  Stoiik, 
as  the  Bill  can  then  be  printed  and  dis- 
tributed by  Saturday.  But  it  there  is 
any  opposition  on  the  part  of  any  oon- 
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«d«rable  number  of  Ueiabers  X  ahall 
not  dedre  to  prew  it. 
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HB.  O'BSIKN. 

Mb.  sexton  'Belfaat,  W.)  aakedtho 
Ohief  Secretary  if  he  would  now  say  if 
SectioQ  1 1  of  tiie  Irish  PrieonB  Act  of 
1S87  wonld  be  applied  for  the  purposa 
of  holding  a  pnblio  inquiry  into  the 
treatment  of  Mr.  William  O'Brien  in 
prison  ;  and,  if  so,  hov  eooa  that  inquiry 
wonld  be  held  ? 

•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOmt :  An  inquiry  is 
beins;  held,  but  I  thinfc  it  is  im- 
poesible  and  improbable  that  it  can 
be  of  a  public  obaraoter.  I  do  not 
know  that  that  was  ever  contemplated. 
After  Qiat  inquiry  is  concluded  I  shall 
lay  the  reenlt  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
and  when  that  has  been  done  it  will  be 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Hid  Lotbifui,  and  others  who 
think  with  him,  to  ea^  whether  they 
desire  any  further  inquiry,  I  will  then 
consider  whether  a  further  inquiry 
flhootd  be  granted,  thongh  I  do  not 
-thinlc  it  wonld  be  a  good  precedent  to 
do  so. 

8iE  W.  HABOOUET  (Derby) :  When 
will  these  statements  be  presented  ? 

*Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOtTB :  I  am  anxious 
that  they  should  be  presented  as  soon 
as  possible.  The  investigation  is  not 
absolutely  ooncladed  yet,  and  until  that 
is  done  the  papers  cannot  be  presented. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  Section  1 1  of  the 
Act  of  1877  does  not  exclude  publicity, 
and  is  he  willing  that  the  parties  con- 
cerned should  appear  by  oounsel,  so  that 
they  m^  have  the  ordinary  means  of 
testing  the  witnesses  by  oroas-examina- 
iion? 
*Hb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  The  inquii^ 
is  being  held  in  acoordanoe  with  ordi- 
nary and  unbroken  precedent.  I  do 
not  think  the  hon.  Oentleman  isjustified 
in  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
«Tidence  taken  in  the  inquiry  will  be 
unworthy  of  credence. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  mean  to  say  that  the  inquiry 
■u^^eated  to  him  a  week  ago  has  already 
been  held? 

•Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  Sir ;  the 
inquli7  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  asked 
for  has  not  been  held,  nor  is  it  going  to 
be  held.  He  asked  for  an  inquiry 
which  would  have  formed  a  most  incon- 
venient  and   injurious  precedent,  and 


under  the  circumstances  I  did  not  carry 
out  his  suggestion ;  but  I  did  order  an 
inquiry  under  the  ordinary  practice  of 
the  Prisons  Board.  The  result  of  that 
inquiry  will  be  laid  before  the  House, 
and  it  will  be  for  the  House  to  deter- 
mine what  view  they  take  of  the 
evidence. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford  N.) : 
By  whom  is  the  inquiry  being  con- 
ducted? 

*Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  By  a  prison 
inspector.     I  think  it  is  Mr.  Joyce. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Has  Mr. 
O'Brien  been  examined  before  this 
inquiry  ? 

*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  Of  course  the 


Mb.  SEXTON:  Can  he  appear  by 
oounsel ;  has  he  been  informed  of  the 
names  of  the  witnesses  against  him  ;  and 
will  he  be  allowed  to  croee-examine 
them? 
•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  Ibelieve  not. 
I  have  ordered  this  inquiry  under  the 
ordinary  method,  and  I  believe  it  is  not 
part  of  the  ordinary  method  of  such 
inquiries  that  there  should  be  cross- 
examination  of  the  witnesses.  Mr. 
O'Brien  will  be  examined,  and  the  resolt 
of  the  inquiry  laid  before  the  House. 

Me.  CONDON  (Tipperary  B.)  :  Will 
the  Visiting  Justices  of  Clonmel  be  ez> 
amined  before  the  inquiry  ? 
*Ub.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  If  their  evi- 
dence is  directly  material,  I  presume 
they  will. 

Sib  W.  HAEOOUBT:  "Wia  HSx. 
O'Brien  be  made  aoquainted  with  the 
evidence  of  the  other  witnesses  g^ven 
against  him  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  evidenoe  of  the  other 
witnesses  will  be  given  for  or  against 
Mr.  O'Brien.  The  inquiry  will  be  held 
uad«r  the  ordlaaiy  practice,  and  the 
usual  course  will  be  f(ulowed. 

Mb.  CONDON :  Who  is  to  determine 
whether  the  evidenoe  of  the  Viaituig 
Justices  is  relevant  or  otherwise  ? 

Hb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  suppoM, 
Sir,  the  inspector  who  conducts  the  in- 
quiiy. 


NEW  HBUBKR  S 
Mark  Hanbuipr  Beautoy,  esquire,  for 
Lambeth  (Eenungton  IMvislon). 
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JUDIOIfL  FACrrOBS  (sootlakd)  bili. 

On  MotioD  o(  Th*  Lord  AdTOWte,  Bill  to 
■mend  and  eitcmd  the  Law  relating  to  Judioial 
Vkcton  and  othen  in  SooUaJtd,  and  to  nnite 
UiB  ofBces  o(  the  Aoconntant  of  ih«  Conit  of 
BoM&m  ud  the  AoODiintant  In  BanlaniitDf  in 
Sootlaad,  ogrierad  to  be  brought  in  by  The  I^ird 
Advocate  and  Ur.  Solidtor  Oenanl  for  8oot- 
Uod. 

KOI  prewnted,  and  ra«d  first  time.  [B!D  166,] 

ORDERS    OF  TSE  DAT. 


8DPPLT— CIVIL  BBEVICBS  AND 
BBVSNUB  DEPABTHBNTS. 

VOTE  OW  AODOiniT. 

StTFTLT — ooBsiderad  in  Oommittee. 

(la  the  Oommittee.) 
Qaestion  sgaJD  proposod, 
"That  a  BiuD,  not  azceeiUng £3,7»,S03, 
gmatad  to  Har  Hqertj-,  on  aeconnt,  for  or  t. 
warda  dsfrayiog  the  Chttrge  for  the  followinf 
CHvil  Serricei  and  Sevenne   Departments  for 
the  year  ending   on  the  3Iat  day  of  March, 


IWO." 


Debate  teaumed. 
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Ms.  J.MOiOiETCNewoaade-oa-TTne); 
X  ^e  for  tbe  tnupoae  of  makiiig  mme 
olweiTaliou  relatiTe  to  the  Chief  Seor»- 
tary  for  Ireluid,  whom  taXarj  oomw 
imder  Clanm  2.  We  hare  be«i  asked 
b;  the  First  Jjord  of  the  l^easiit;  how 
it  IB  we  did  not  accept  hie  offer  for 
a  day  in  order  to  discuss  a  Vote  of 
Oensnre.  The  answer  is  perfeoUy  mm- 
pie — it  is  becaose  ever;  day  we  discover 
some  new  fact ;  and  that  it  would  be 
most  itratiDnal  for  us  to  move  a  Tote  of 
Oeasnie,  although  I  dare  sa;  it  will 
oome  in  good  time,  nntil  we  have  got 
oomplMe  material  for  our  case.  Tnis 
vwy  d&T  I  have  put  a  question  on  the 
Paper  for  the  Chief  Seoretaij,  to  ask 
him  whetfier  it  is  true  that  Ae  notes  of 
tbe  prirMe  uqaiiyhekl  b;  the  County 
Oout  Judge  Ounui  into  the  oinnun- 
■tancea  of  the  noaniz  Park  murders 
were  oommusioated  to  the  TiatM,  asd,  if 
ao,  by  whan  F  In  the  remarks  I  made 
IB  moving  my  Amendment  about  a 
month  ago,  I  ventured  to  ask  the 
Goremmeat  if  it  was  true,  and,  if  ao, 
Ufton  what  principle,  that  offioers  of  the 
Inah  Qovemment,  in  receipt  of  public 
pay,  had  been  employed  as  collectors  of 


evidence  for  the  Tmi;  whether  Be- 
sident  Magistrates  assisted,  or  were  pre- 
sent, at  that  oolleotion  of  evidenee ;  and^. 
whether  any  Crown  Solicitor  was  em- 
ployed as  a  ^aid  agent  in  the  inqaiir 
relating  to  crime  in  his  own  oonnty  r 
I  propose  to-night  to  press  the  question, 
which  I  then  informed  the  Govemmeut 
it  would  be  our  duty  to  bring  before  the 
House.  The  Chief  Secretary  hims^ 
has  told  us  from  time  to  time  he  has  not 
followed  the  prooeedinga  of  the  Special 
Commission  with  any  dose  interest.  I 
ooufesB  this  is  an  anuonnoement  that  we- 
may  be  surprised  at ;  and  I  should  have 
thought  that  a  Minister  who,  probabty^ 
more  than  any  other,  fired  the  train, 
might  have  onriosity  enough  to  look  at 
the  after  explosion.  But,  as  the  Frim» 
Uinister  himself,  apparently,  does  not 
read  the  proceedings  of  the  Special 
Commission,  I  do  not  know  why  th» 
Chief  Secretary  should.  And  the  Prim* 
Minister  himself  does  not  think  he  is 
wanting  in  magnanimity,  to  put  it  in  no 
other  way,  in  going  before  the  public 
and  deolariog  he  does  not  know,  in 
spite  of  the  withdrawal  of  tbe  letters  by 
the  original  promulgators  of  them,  and 
in  spite  of  uie  woms  used  by  the  Pre- 
■ident  of  the  Special  Commission  on  tho 
last  day  of  the  Court,  whether  those 
letters  are,  or  are  not,  forgeries.  Thes» 
are  the  particular  things  on  which  I 
shall  oome  to  close  quarters  with  the 
Chief  Secretary.  On  the  7th  or  8th  of 
this  month — I  believe  it  was  the  7th — 
the  Chief  Secretary  said — 

I  ondetstand  the  Ro^  Iriah  Canstabnlary- 
have  not  beeo  employed  m  ooUecting  evidence, 
except  in  relation  to  the  evidence  they  were 
prepared  to  give  bofore  the  Special  Commlgaion, 
—  have  Uiey  paid  mooey  to  or  taken  proofs 


Now,  the  Committee  will  not,  I  hope, 
think  it  tedious  if  I  test  that  deliberate 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Oentlomaa 
the  Chief  Seoretary  by  a  few  facts  dia- 
cloeed  before  the  Special  Commission. 
From  the  evidence  given  by  Head  Con- 
stable Irwin,  Michael  Boche,  a  witness 
named  lago,  James  Buckley,  Andrew 
Coleman,  and  other  witnesses,  it  is 
dear  that  police  conetables^  were 
employed  in  coItectlnK  evidence;  so 
that  when  the  CSiief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  states  that  the  Boyal  Irisb 
Constabulary  had  not  been  employed  in 
collecting  evidence,  except  in  relation  to 
what  they  themsdves  proposed  to  give. 
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he  was  riIlgulart)^igao^Mlt  of  what  bad 
kMb  gol&l:  on.  TEe  riftbt  boo.  Oentle- 
mttn  liM  stated  that — 

"When  a  iritneea  ww  caHod,  be  ho  oon- 
nWM  with  tlie  bidi  GfTSmmaiit  or  not,  it  woi 
tafabnfaMtt  ta  l^tfeir  In  hii  own  mind  all  moh 
tntenution  that  he  had  got  and  to  oonflrai  it 
in  envy  poMible  way," 

ttfc  boy  MmM  Wilsh  who  waa  exa- 
miAed  h«fort  the  Oommiarion  on  the  1 3  th 
•C  I>ecemb«r  Uat,  stated  that  he  was 
anit  fbr  b;  Distnot  Inspector  Alan,  of 
Swlafard,  and  that  in  the  oonAe  of  oon- 
Misaltoii  the  district  inapeotor  said  he 
ttd  not  know  what  would  happeti  to  him 
i^Miat  a  oertaib  fntaranoe  fraitd  in  which 
<ft«  tad  had,  or  Was  allseed  to  hare,  been 
failttHcMed.  I>o  ttie  Uommittee  realize 
wmt  Dondnct  that  waa  on  ttie  part  of 
Wk  itaspeolor,  and  does  the  C^ief^Seore- 
tioV  Jkft  Irelaiid  conceive  that  it  was  the 
ri^t  br  the  dn^  of  the  inspector  to  6on- 
ftrm  endefioe  Whieh  he  was  collecting  in 
tti«  way  by  threatening  the  lad  ?  The 
Botite  Secretary  on  the  previous  day,  in 
•  Wtj  imposing  manner,  said  that  it  was 
tin  duty  of  great  officers  of  State  to  con- 
ifitata  thentMTee  the  serrants  of  justice 
lAd  truth.  I  wonder  whether  the  Chief 
BilMetaiy,  in  kanotioning  or  oTeiloohing 
>&d  oondoning  oondnof  of  that  kind, 
oobflldera  that  he  is  making  himself  and 
tb*  Ooremment  to  which  he  belongs  the 
tfttvabta  of  jostice  and  truth.  I  am  in- 
fAHned  that  the  district  inspector  was 
S^er  called  to  contradict  the  statement 
of  the  boy  Walsh.  And  now  about  the 
ttMney.  The  Chief  Secretary  has  stated 
tbiltt  the  Qoremmebt  have  not  paid 
liiohey  in  connection  with  these  matters. 
I  Oannot  prove  that  they  have ;  but  I 
il^bnld  ask  the  attention  of  the  Gom- 
nhttee  to  the  evidence  of  the  informer 
Thomaa  O'Connor.  This  witness  stated 
Ihtt  he  received  a  letter  from  Houston, 
ftom  the  chief  office  of  the  Irish  Loyal 
And  Patriotic  Union  in  Qrafton  Street, 
dAlng  him  to  call  upon  Sergeant 
Donudson,  who  would  give  him  a  rail- 
ihSj  ticket,  and  teD  him  where  to  go. 
Sa  kanted  to  know  what  were  Hie 
rthtiosB  between  Sergeant  Donaldson 
j^  DubSn  Castle  and  Houston. 
(An  it  be  denied  that,  although  Donald- 
n>h  old  not  give  ttte  witness  money,  he 
'Ad  t^Te  him  what  was  an  equivalent  ? 
V  It  taniiot,  the  observation  of  the 
ChiM  Seontary  is  unfounded  and  oan- 
tatitb*  defended.  I  now  come  to  two 
vKses  which  ai*,  to  my  mind,  the  moat 
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serious  of  all.  The  first  is  the  case  of 
Delkney ;  and,  dark  add  sombre  as  has 
bwn  the  history  of  Engfish  government 
in  Irtliand,  I  do  tiot  beliere  that  there 
has  ever  beett  a  more  sombre  incident 
than  this.  I>Cl8ney,  as  everyone  iS' 
aware,  was  a  man  Who  was  setltenoe  1  to- 
death  for  being  concerned  in  the  PhoeniK 
^rk  murders.  The  death  sentence  was 
commuted  to  imprisonOientfbrlifb.  He 
was  asked  about  evidence  to  be  given 
before  the  Commission  in  the  first  week  . 
of  January,  and  he  was  then  seen  in 
Uaryborough  Prison  by  Mr.  Shannon, 
Mr.  Soames's  agent.  Ur.  Shannon  pro- 
duced a  letter  of  introduction  from  some- 
one, telling  Delaney  that  he  could  use- 
fally  give  him — Mr.  Shannon — informa- 
tion. The  note  said,  and  said  falsely, 
that  Mr.  Shannon  was  a  Crown  official. 
Delaney  said  that  if  he  had  not  under- 
stood that  Mr.  Shannon  was  a  Crown 
official  he  would  have  refused  to  eav  a 
word  to  him.  Mr.  Shannon,  in  that 
interview  with  Delaney  in  Maryborough 
Prison,  referred  to  a  statement  which  had 
been  made  to  Dr.  Barr,  of  whom  we- 
have  heard  to-night ;  but  Mr.  Shannon 
took  a  fresh  statetnent.  The  statemnnt 
made  by  Delaney  was  made  in  the 
presence  of  the  governor  of  the  prison, 
but  Delaney  tesbfies  his  belief  that  the- 
conversation  was  not  heard  by  htm. 
Shannon  in  the  prison  took  Delaney's 
statement  down,  and  then  was  guilty  of 
the  gross  enormity  of  administeniig  an: 
oath  to  him  which  waa  wholly  unlawful, 
and  then  making  Delaney  swear  to  the- 
statement  he  had  made.  He  had  no 
more  right  to  administer  an  oath  than  I 
have  to  administer  an  oath  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  This  was  a  monMrons- 
proceeding,  and  was  absolutely  unlaw- 
ful. I  do  not  think  anythingof  the 
kind  was  ever  done  before,  will  the 
Chief  Secretary  defend  that  traaaaotion  ? 
It  is  said  by  the  Government  that  all 
they  did  was  for  the  elucidation  of  the 
trutb.  This  proceeding  looks  far  Inorw 
like  subornation  of  peijurv  than  the 
elucidation  of  the  truth.  What  was  the 
position  of  Delaney  at  the  time  f  He. 
was  in  prison  under  a  aentenoe  of  per- 
petual imprisonment.  He  had  ndihing 
to  look  forward  to  but  a  dark  and 
horrible  future.  In  order  to  support  the- 
cause  of  jnBtioe  and  elicit  the  truth,  you 
go  to  a  man  of  that  kind,  and  take 
evidence  on  oath  &om  him  which  you 
are  to  uae  in   trying  to  blacken  thft 
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^aracter  of  the  Xiish  Komben.  Then 
there  is  the  coee  of  Head  Oonstable 
Freston,  who  Tiaited  Tracy.  The  Home 
fieoretaiy  Boid  rerf  honeetly,  and  with  a 
vandoor  which  we  admire  and  are  grate- 
ful for,  that  Head  Oonetable  Preston 
paid  theee  vieita  aa  the  representative  of 
Mr.  Soamei,  and  on  Ub  written  applica- 
tion. The  Chief  Seoretary,  on  th«  other 
hand,  said  that  Head  Uonatabld  Preston 
acted  on  hie  own  authority,  and  piud  the 
▼ieits  at  the  prisoner's  request,  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  added  that  the  Gorem- 
mect  were  not  cognizant  of  what  Head 
Constable  Preston  did.  The  onlj  wa; 
of  reoonraling  Uieae  two  veruons  is  by 
supposing  that  the  Irish  Oovemment 
liad  placed  Head  Constable  Preston 
^endrel;  at  the  disposal  of  Mr.  Boamea. 
Instead  of  being  the  serrauts  of  jostioe 
and  truth,  they  seem  to  have  installed 
Mr.  Soames  as  the  master  of  justice  and 
truth.  What  business  had  Head  Con- 
stable Freaton  to  go  to  Mr.  Soames  at 
all?  The  Ohiet  Secretary  says  it  was 
quite  natural  that  he  should  go  to  Ur. 
Soames.  Yed;  it  was  natural  if  it 
was  taken  for  granted  that  Preston  came 
lo  London  to  do  the  work  of  Mr.  Soames, 
It  was  natural  if  Preston  had  been 
taught  that  his  permament  master  at 
Dublin  Castle  ana  his  temporal?  master 
in  Lincoln's  Inn  Fields  were  the  same, 
Iiad  the  same  objects,  and  had  put  to 
eea  is  the  same  boat.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary admitted  that  Captain  Flunhett 
bas  been  54  days  in  London  and  S4 
days  absent  from  his  duty.  He  ad- 
juitted  that  Captain  Slack  has  bocQ  60 
days  in  London  and  60  days  absent 
from  his  duty.  What  were  they  doing 
&i  and  60  days  in  London  P  Were  they 
coaching  the  TVsmi  lawyers,  or  were 
they  prompting,  directly  or  indirectly, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
was  described  in  ttiese  transaotions  as 
jiursoing  at  one  time  a  little  private 
praotioe,  and  who  at  others  GKurod  as  a 
sort  of  Public  Prosecutor  1  I  dare  say 
we  shall  be  told  that  Capt^  Plunkett 
was  here  in  order  to  guide  the  agents  of 
the  oounsel  in  the  Kerry  evidence,  but 
they  had  given  directions  to  put  Hr. 
£.  Harrington  into  gaol  for  six  months 
for  publishing  a  speech  in  which  he 
incited  and  urged  the  men  of  £ernr  to 
give  him  what  evidence  they  could  to 

Suide  him  in  instnicting  oounsel  as  to 
le  Kerry  oases.    So  anxious  were  they 
to  elidt  tne  truth  that  they  kept  Captain 
Mr.  Jofm  HorUg 
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Plunkett  here  for  64  days,  and  Captain 
Slaok  for  GO  days.  The  Chief  Seeretaiy 
has  sud  that  the  length  of  time  these 
and  other  persons  subpoenaed  by  the 
Timti  were  kept  in  London  was  a  great 
inconvenience  to  theQovenunent,  against 
which  the  Qovemment  had  more  than 
onoe  strongly  protested  on  more  than 
one  occasion.  To  whom  did  the  Oo- 
Temment  complain?  [Hr.  BAifooit: 
To  Mr.  Soamee.1  Then  that  shows  that 
Mr.  Soames  had  had  plaoed  at  his  un- 
fettered disposal  these  two  important 
magistrates.  I  want  to  know  upon  what 
theoiy  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Speoial 
Commission  these  two  magistrates  wne 
kept  so  long  in  London  F  Upon  what 
theory  did  the  two  Irish  oonstables 
Gallagher  and  Faossett  receive  and 
obey  orders  from  Shannon  to  watoh 
Figott  f  I  suppose  I  shall  be  told  this 
was  a  mere  pnvat«  transaction.  Every- 
thing in  connection  with  the  Commie- 
sion,  as  far  as  the  Government  are  cod- 
cemed,  wears  the  air  of  a  private 
transaction.  Lo  Oaron,  a  paid  ^y  of 
the  Government,  was  the  private  oorce- 
pondent  of  Mr.  Anderson.  Sir  Hichard 
Webster  is  the  Attorney  General,  and  he 
is  also  the  private  counsel  of  the  TVsmi. 
Pigott  was  a  witness  before  the  Com- 
mission, but,  as  a  private  Mend  of  tha 
Government,  he  was  admitted  into 
Chatham  Prison  to  see  the  prisoaw 
Daly.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treaaurj 
was  the  private  friend  of  ona  of  Uie 
parties  to  this  great  cause.  Houston  is 
the  paid  secretoiy  of  the  Irish  Loyal  and 
Patriotic  Union,  but  he  also  figures  as 
the  independent  gentleman  who  finds 
the  money  to  buy  the  forged  letters. 
I  presume  we  shall  be  told  that  Mr. 
Home,  the  Beeident  Magistrate,  who 
has  been  employed  in  examining  papers 
and  calculating  statistics  for  the  use  of 
the  TimM,  did  so  merely  in  a  private 
capacity  and  in  the  interests  oi  truth 
and  justice.  The  pcdice  constables  were 
on  the  same  footing.  We  oannot  accept 
that  double  capacity.  We  cannot  allow 
that  these  constables  and  theee  Magis- 
trates who  were  employed  in  getting 
up  the  case  of  the  T*m*t  may  do  things 
in  one  oapaci^  and  then  defend  their 
action  in  another.  The  Irish  Govern- 
ment have  done  far  more  than  take  the 
neutral  attitude  which  they  pretend. 
The  Irish  police  were  called  to  prove 
the  seizure  of  documents  in  various 
places.    The  fact  of  tlie  seisure  ooold 
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ObI;  hare  been  learned  from  official 
Boaroes,  and  the  questions  pnt  by  the 
oooumI  for  the  TVdmi  ahow  that  he  was 
aware  of  the  oharaoter  of  the  docu- 
menta  and  the  date  of  the  seizure  before 
the  evidence  was  given.  The  same 
observation  applies  to  the  seizure  of 
oopiee  of  the  Iri»h  World  in  variouB 
parts  of  Ireland.  I  Buppose  the  Obief 
Beoretar;  will  say  that  the  Govemment 
were  bound  to  give  all  the  information 
in  their  power  to  the  Special  Commis- 
non.  I  am  not  diepoeed  to  quarrel  with 
that  contention.  I  anee  that  the 
QoTemment  were  bound  to  give  in- 
formation to  the  GommissLon  when 
asked  by  the  Oommisaion.  But  the 
government  are  not  bound  to  shield 
the  aoonsers  ^m  erposnre,  whioh, 
if  the  oharses  they  make  prove  to  be 
false,  will  lay  those  accnaers  open  to 
oivil  or  criminal  proceedings.  The; 
are  bound  not  to  alfow  their  agents  and 
offloers  to  interfere  until  and  ooless  they 
are  called  upon  by  the  legally-constitatea 
tribunal;  and  even  then  the  activity  of 
the  agents  of  the  Government  ought  to 
be  strictly  limited  to  the  purposes  and 
the  matter  for  which  they  are  sent  before 
that  tribunal.  If  the  Chief  Secretary 
and  his  eolleagnea  had  been  sincere  in 
the  professions  they  made  at  the  time  of 
the  passing  of  the  Special  Commission 
Act,  that  they  would  observe  a  rigorous 
nentrali^,  they  could  not  have  adopted 
the  attitude  they  have  taken.  They 
professed  then  a  desire  to  give  the 
persons  incriminated  an  opportunity  of 
dearii^  themselves :  they  insisted  again 
and  again  that  the  proceedings  were  not 
a  Government  prosecution  in  any  sense ; 
in  no  sense  was  it  a  criminal  trial  at  the 
aoit  of  the  Crown;  it  was  a  process 
between  alleged  libellers  on  the  one 
hand  and  alleged  criminals  on  the  other. 
If  so,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say 
on  what  principle  or  maxim  of  adminis- 
tration agents  of  the  Irish  Government, 
from  the  highest  rank  to  the  lowest, 
have  been  allowed  to  engage  in  active 
participataou  on  one  side?  If  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  give  the 
Commission  all  the  information  they 
oan,  they  ought  to  have  taken  a  very 
different  course;  they  ought  to  have 
claimed  on  independent  position  before 
the  tribunal.  If  the  Commission  is  to 
be  regarded  as  what  the  Homo  Secretary 
described  it  to  be — namely,  a  great  State 
inquiry — the  Government  ou^t  to  have 


claimed  a  lotmt  itandi  of  their  own 
before  the  Commission ;  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment ought  to  have  presented  its 
own  material  in  its  own  way,  and  it 
ought  not  to  have  done  as  it  has  done  ; 
it  ought  not  to  fight  a  furtive,  a  clan- 
destine, and  a  sinister  battle  against  its- 
own  political  opponents  behind  thA 
backs  of  private  persons  who  are  on. 
their  trial  for  a  false  and  malicioaa 
libel. 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Mr.  Courtney^ 
I  think  we  have  more  than  once  com- 
plained of  the  procedure  of  the  Opposi- 
tion respecting  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  regud  to  the  Special  Commis- 
sion. The  Opposition  have,  for  th» 
most  part,  ooafined  themselves  to  a  pro- 
cess of  interrogatory  in  the  House  and 
of  assertion  out  of  the  House.  Th9 
plea  for  not  moving  a  Vote  of  Oensure- 
is  that  information  is  wanting  on  whioh 
to  found  it.  But  this  modest  demeanour 
and  careful  reticence  with  regard  to  any 
accusations  whioh  cannot  be  proved  has 
not  been  exhibited  outside  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Member  (or  Derby  (Sir 
W.  Harcourt),  and  others  who  sit  beside 
him,  have  not  scrupled  to  assert  that 
Houston  was  the  accomplice  of  Pigott, 
that  the  Timit  was  the  aooomplioe  of 
Houston,  and  that  the  Government  was 
the  accomplice  of  the  Tfnw*.  A  more- 
shocking,  a  more  scandalous,  a  more 
unfounded  calumny  was  never  uttered 
by  people  who  are  engaged  at  the  very 
moment  in  protesting  that  no  crime  is 
so  shocking  as  that  of  libelling  your 
politioal  opponents.  Why,  they  revel  in 
'  ubel ;  libel  is  their  daily  bread.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  cannot  go  to  a- 
publio  meeting  without  making  these 
charges  that  he  now  applauds  from  that 
beach,  for  not  even  the  meanest  of  which 
is  there  a  shadow  of  proof.  Of  these 
charges,  the  least  important  ia  the 
alleged  complicity  of  Mr,  Houston 
with  Pigott,  but  you  have  never 
dared  to  prosecute  even  that  charge, 
though  Ut.  Houston  appeared  in  me 
box  and  requested  to  be  cross- 
examined  on  the  point.  That  is  my 
first  complaint  against  the  procedure  of 
the  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  My  second  complaint  is  that 
it  would  have  been  far  more  decorous  if 
they  had  refrained  from  commenting  on 
the  proceedings  of  the  Commission  while 
the  Commission  was  still  sittiuK-  The 
right  hon.  Members    for   Derny    and 


jo^CjOOglC 


Supphi- 


\oomiosB) 


Civil  StrvitM. 


43 


NewoBstle  have  made  commento  and 
-«riti(tiBmB  upon  the  evidence  given  before 
tBe  Commission,  and  this  is  to  be 
'deplored.  Whatever  their  motive  ma; 
have  been,  no  impartial  outsider  can 
put  upon  their  speeches  any  other  inter- 

5 rotation  than  this — that  they  desire  to 
iacredit  in  the  House  of  Commons  the 
evidence  they  are  unable  to  ahake  in 
the  place  vhere  it  was  given.  {^Ironical 
Jaughttr.']  At  all  events,  they  did  not 
attempt  to  shake  it.  [Ur.  LiBOUOHBSB  : 
Name !  ]     The  evidence  I  have)  more 

Sarticularly  in  my  mind  is  that  of  Le 
aron.  I  have  no  objection  whatever 
ta  this  method  of  prooednre  by  questioiL 
and  answer;  but  if  it  were  possible  for 
questions  to  be  addressed  to  others  than 
tnose  who  now  sit  on  the  Ministerial 
Bench,  the  results  obtained  might, 
perhaps,  be  still  more  interesting-  and 
fruitful.  I  have  never  been  able  to 
understand  vby  it  was  that,  after  Pigott 
bad  stated  on  the  Friday  to  the 
Member  for  Northampton  that  he  was  a 
forger  and  a  liar,  no  steps  were  taken 
to  watch  him  or  to  aneet  him.  I  oonfess 
my  curiosity  has  been  greatly  aroused 
by  the  letter  which  appeared  in  the 
TiatM  this  morning  from  Mr.  Anderson 
as  to  those  unknown  documents  to  which 
•aoh  pasuonate  allusion  was  made 
yesteraay  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Perby,  There  is  another  question 
about  which  I  should  like  to  hai 
formation — information  which  would  be 
as  valuable  to  the  Oommisaion  and  the 
country — how  it  has  come  about  that 
witnesses  have  been  intimidated. 

The  OEAIBlfAN:  Order,  order! 
I  must  endeavour  to  keep  the  discus- 
riou  within  certain  limits,  and  the  ques- 
tion now  before  the  Committee  is  the 
conduct  of  the  Irish  Ghivermnent. 
*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  at  once 
recognise  the  propriety  of  your  ruling, 
£ir ;  but  there  is  a  great  temptation  to 
wander  far  afield  in  deaUng  with 
charges  so  reokleaalj  hurled  at  the  Go- 
vemmant.  Now,  incriticizingtheattitude 
""     "  '    "leCommie- 

'  for  New- 
)les  of  hi? 
s  laid  down 
r  He  says 
nd  him,  to 
attitude — a 
oourse  all 
on.  Gentle- 


partial  attitude"  he  means  that  we 
ought  to  have  abstained  as  a  Govem- 
ment  from  giving  any  informabon  or 
allowing  any  person  connected  with  the 
Government  to  oome  forward  and  atota 
what  he  knew. 

Mb.  J.  MOBLET :  That  is  not  what 
I  sud.  I  said  that  they  were  bound  to 
place  their  agents  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Commissioners,  when  asked  by  the  Orai- 
misdoners. 

•Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  II  the  rjg^ 
hon.  Q«ntleman  will  cast  his  mind  ba<^ 
to  the  particular  provisions  of  the  Kll 
constituting  the  Oommission  and  the 
precedents  for  it,  he  will  see  that  the 
position  token  up  by  the  Govemm^it  ia 
a  right  one.  That  Bill  was  baaed  upon 
the  precedent  of  that  appcHuting  the 
Commissiou  to  inquire  into  the  ratteo- 
ing  case  at  Sheffield.  fMr.  T.  Hx4i.y : 
No.]  It  was  closely— I  believe  ezaotik 
— £nmed  upon  that  measure.  [Hr.  T. 
Hkaly  :  Nothing  of  the  kind.]  I  oon- 
fess my  own  anticipation  was  that  the 
Commisiion  would  oiudoy  the  method 
adopted  by  the  Sheffield  CommisBim, 
and  would  themselves  call  snoh  evidenoe 
as  they  desired,  and  ask  for  such  in- 
formation as  they  thought  material. 
For  what  were  no  doubt  excellent 
reasons,  upon  which  I  am  not  en- 
titled to  eomment,  the  Commission 
thought  that  the  aims  of  the  inveatiga- 
tion  could  be  better  and  more  Cbjly 
attained  by  treating  the  matter  as  a  triu 
betpeep  twp  parties,  one  of  whom  made 
and  the  other  of  whom  rebutted  allega- 
tions. The  Oommisuouers  having  adopted 
that  attitude,  what  was  the  proper  line 
fbr  the  Government  to  take  f  I  thOH^^t 
over  the  matter  to  the  best  of  my 
ability,  and  the  line  we  determined  to 
take,  at  all  events  fc^  the  present,  was 
not  to  volunteer  information  to  the  Cbm- 
misaion  or  the  parties,  but  to  supply,  as 
fares  weoould,  what  the  parties  appear- 
ing before  the  Commisuon  tnight  af>|ily 
for,pravidi|ig  alwaysthattiie  information 
was  of  that  kind  which  we  eonldanp^ 
with  a  due  oonsidjeration  of  the  paUio 
intareats.  I  peifeotly  admit  that  in 
doing  that  we  may  not  have  gone 
far  enough,  but  ths  tight  hon.  Gttitle- 
man  thinks  we  have  gone  too  fur. 
We  decided  to  adopt  au  impartial  attitude 
—\_LriMioalUmghi«r} — wefl,  I  vill  leav9 
out  the  word  impartial  if  you  object  to 
it,  and  say  ths  negative  attitude  of 
waiting  to  supply  information,  as  far  as 
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we  were  concerned,  until  it  was  required. 
Now,  is  it  poBsible  to  oonceiTe  of  any 
-other  oourse  thst  could  have  or  ought  to 
liava  been  adapted  b;  tlie  Qovernment  f 
Doea  the  riffht  hon.  Gentlemaii  think 
-that  we  onght  to  have  absolute!;  told 
«verjbady  oouoemed — the  repreeenta-. 
tires  of  the  Tiwut  and  thoae  of  hon. 
Hembera  below  the  Gangway — " 
hare  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
eupplyini;  information  to  anybody  ; 
that  we  ahonld  have  put  an  absolute 
Teto  upon  anypolice  offloer  giTin;^  any 
evidenoe  ?  With  iaformation  at  our 
disposal  whioh  might  awist  in  enabling 
the  Oommission  to  oome  to  a  decision, 
XHight  we  to  have  kept  oonelves  entirely 
in  the  background  and  allow  the  parties 
to  fight  it  out  Uiemeelres  ?  I  think  that 
is  a  wholly  untenable  position,  though  I 
understand  that  it  is  the  position  taken 
up  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site. The  questions  which  we  have  bad 
brought  before  us  by  the  right  hon. 
GentTeman  are  whether  the  Government 
have  favoured  one  side  more  than 
another ;  are  they  guilty  of  partiality , 
and,  above  all,  are  th^  or  any  person  in 
the  service  of  the  Government  guilty  of 
those  darker  crimes  whioh  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  heeitato  to 
impute — namely,  of  attempting  to 
tamper   with    witnesses,   to  bribe  and 

flubom  them  ?    

Ua.  S.  MOBLEY :  I  did  not  say  that 
the  Government  themselves  had  directly 
suborned  witnesses,  but  that  by  their 
oonnivanoe  at  the  interview  of  Shannon 
with  Delaney  they  were  not  providing 
for  the  elumdatioQ  of  the  tanth. 
•Ma.  A.  3.  BALFOUE:  I  think  it 
would  have  been  better  if  the  right  hon. 
■Gentleman  bad  deferred  these  aocusa- 
tioDS  with  regard  to  the  accuracy  of  the 
«videiwe  given  before  the  Oommission 
until  the  Oommisaiouers  themselves 
had  ^ven  their  decision.  Let  the 
-OommitteereooUeot,  with  regard  to  these 
chaijgea  of  illegitimate  anopartial  use 
of  information  at  the  disposal  of  the 
^^ovemment,  that  ample  opportunity  has 
-uoearred  or  will  occur  before  the  Oom- 
mission to  inveatigato  the  matter.  Mx. 
Soameabos  been  in  the  box,  and  he 
-oould  have  been  cross- examined  as  to 
the  sources  from  which  he  obtained  his 
information  It  was  open  to  any  of  the 
four  or  five  learned  Gentlemen  in  the 
House  who  appear  for  the  defenoato  have 
-dtwe  their  best  to  elicit  the  information  ; 


but  they  re&ained  from  making  any 
kind  of  cross-examination  with  regard 
to  any  malpractioes.  The  interpretation 
T  put  upon  their  conduct  is  a  natural 
interpretation  ;  it  is  that  Mr.  Soames  is 
an  honourable  genHem an,  and  has  done 
nothing  in  the  past  of  which  he  need  in 
the  slightest  degree  be  ashamed.  Now, 
the  ri^t  hon.  GentlemaD  has  called  my 
attention  to  four  or  five  speciGo  oases. 
On  some  of  these  I  have  not  been 
able  to  obtain  information — I  know 
nothing  about  Burke,  of  Olonbui,  or 
Sergeant  O'Brien,  who  brought  a 
witness  over.  Nor  do  I  know  anything 
about  the  ticket  whioh  is  alleged  to  have 
been  given  by  Sergeant  Donaldson, 
thongh  I  may  say  that,  as  far  as  I  un- 
derstand it,  giving  a  ticket  apjpeais  to 
be  a  perfectly  innocent  transaction.  But 
the  point  upon  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  has  chiefly  dwelt  is  the  case 
— whioh  I  have  heard  described  as  most 
monstrous — that  not  only  was  Mr. 
Shannon  admitted  to  the  prison  to  see 
Delaney,  but  that  he  took  advantage  of 
the  permission  to  administer  an  oath — 
an  illegal  oath.  In  the  first  place  I  will 
point  out  that,  as  I  am  informed,  Mr. 
Shannon  had  a  perfect  right  to  adminis- 
ter an  oath.  Mr.  Shannoa  himself 
has  been  put  in  the  box  and  oross-sx- 
amined  on  this  matter.  But  whatever 
Mr.  Shannon  did,  whatever  his  mal- 
practices may  have  been,  it  is  perfectly 
absurd  to  make  the  Government  re- 
sponsible. He  was  the  solicitor  of  the 
Timtt,  not  the  servant  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Gestiemao  has 
asked  about  ihe  action  of  Head  Con- 
stable Preston  with  reference  to  Tracy. 
Therighthon.  Gentleman  does  not  ap^tear 
to  have  folly  grasped  the  fact,  which  I 
have  myself  stated  more  than  once  in 
this  House,  that  the  whole  investiga- 
tion with  regard  to  Traey  had  no  refer- 
ence to  the  TVtnM  case,  but  had  reference 
to  information  whioh  Tracy  himself 
volunteered  to  the  polioe  in  the  first  in- 
stance. Trac;^  snbsequentiy  ref  ased  to 
complete  his  information  ;  but,  even  In 
its  imperfect  form,  I  hope  it  may  enable 
the  Government  to  get  at  the  root  of 
some  very  serious  crimes  in  thtf  West 
of  Ireland.  Tracy  is  a  man  who  I 
believe  has  been  implicated  in  a 
large  number  of  the  most  shocking 
and  oriminal  operations  that  have 
occurred  in  that  part  of  the  country. 
He  volunteered,  for  reasons  of  his  own. 
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to  gire  informatioB  to  the  police ;  Uiat 
informatioii  lie  would  not  oomplete, 
having  been  restrained  probably  by 
illegitimate  influenees,  and  in  viaiting 
him  Head  Oonatable  Freaton  was  only 
fulGUing  what  was  nnqaestionably  his 
duty,  to  get  to  the  bottom  of  these  dark 
transactions.  I  am  informed  that  this 
had  no  referenoe  to  the  case  of  the 
Timt$,  but  was  simply  an  inrestigation 
oorried  on  by  Preston  for  the  detection 
of  crime.  It  is  perfectly  true— and  I 
do  not  deny  it — that  an  inveBtigation 
into  crime  in  Ireland  may  have  mat 
releyancy  to  the  inquiry  by  the  Com- 
mission. I  do  not  deny  uiat  at  all, 
but  I  say  that  the  detection  of  erime 
■was  his  primary  object,  and  one 
which  woiud  have  axiBted  had  there 
been  no  Oommissiou  hearing  evidence. 
Then  tJie  right  hon.  OenUaman  has 
asked  me  quesdons  aboat  Captain 
Slack  and  Captain  Plunkett.  It  must 
surely  have  ocourrsd  to  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  that  these  gentlemen  were 
over  here  on  subpsna,  and  that  they 
were  obliged  to  stay  as  long  as  the  sub- 
piBnatast«d.  Had  they  attempted  to  go 
away,  I  presume  the  Court  would  have 
interfered  to  prevent  them  going  away. 
I  wrote  as  strongly  as  I  could  to  the 
authorities  of  the  TVmm — I  think  in 
October  or  November — saving  that  the 
Irish  Qovemmant  were  being  put  to 
great  inconvenience  by  the  number 
of  oonstabulary  and  magistrates  who 
were  being  brought  over  as  witnesses, 
and  on  account  of  the  time  they 
were  detained.  On  behalf  of  the 
Timti,  JILc.  Soames  said  they  would 
do  their  best  to  minimize  the  evil,  and 
I  believe  they  have  done  so ;  but  their 
best  has  not  been  very  good  for  the 
Irish  Government.  As  to  the  case  of 
Mr.  Harrington,  respecting  whom  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  makes  the  absurd 
allegation  that  he  was  put  in  prison  to 

Srevent  him  collecting  evidence  for  the 
efenoe,  let  meremind  him  that  if  the  Go- 
vernment had  allowed  Ur.  Harrington 
to  goon  offending  against  the  law  on  the 
ground  that  he  was  occupied  in  collect- 
ing evidence  for  the  Commission,  does 
not  the  righ£  hon.  Gentleman  see  that 
they  would  have  been  guilty  of  a  gross 
neglect  of  their  public  duty  ?  Why  did 
not  Mr.  Harrington  appeal  ?  If  he  had, 
he  would  immediately  have  been  let  out 
on  bail,  and  he  would  have  had  two  or 
three  months,  at  all  events,  to  continns 
Jfr.  A.  J.  Balfour 
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the  investigation  in  which  he  was  en- 
gaged, and  whioh  the  right  hon.  Gende* 
man  says  was  disturbed  by  his  arrest. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  he  did  not 
appeal,  and  personally,  therefore,  did 
not  rate  his  own  services  very  high. 
80  much  for  Ur.  Harrington,  Oaptain 
Slack,  aad  Captain  Plunkett.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  went  into  a  case  which 
he  characterized  as  still  more  ahooking' 
and  Boandalous.  He  alluded  to  the 
action  of  Diatriot  Inspector  Alan  in  con- 
neotioa  with  the  witness  Walsh.  Walsh, 
it  is  true,  was  a  witness  for  the  Tim§», 
but  it  was  not  in  connection  with  the 
evidence  he  was   afterwards   asked    to 

five  that  he  was  dealt  with  by  District 
napector  AJan.  The  dealings  that 
Inspector  Alan  had  with  Wush  had 
reference  to  an  inquiry  under  Section  I 
of  the  Crimea  Act  of  1 887,  in  oonneotion 
with  a  local  Land  League  which  had 
been  guilty  of  very  groaa  m^praotices. 
Walab  was  a  moat  important  witness  in 
that  inquiry,  and  it  was  owing  to  his 
evidence  that  their  malpractices  were 
checked.  It  was  in  reference  to 
that  inquiiy  that  the  interview  oc- 
curred, and  District  Inspector  Alan 
positively  and  absolutely  denies  that 
he  ever  held  out  the  indnoement  to 
Walsh  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman BUggeated— namely,  that  Walsh 
should  not  be  proceeded  against  for 
&aud  in  Liverpool.  That  atory  seems 
to  fail  on  the  face  of  iti  for  what  power 
had  District  Inspector  Alan  over  pro- 
oeedinge  that  were  to  take  place  at 
Liverpool?  The  whole  contention  is 
not  only  denied  by  the  Inspector  him- 
self, but  it  is  absurd  on  the  face  of  it. 
District  Inspector  Alan  was  simply  con- 
cerned in  an  inquiry  under  Section  1  of 
the  Crimes  Act  in  which  Walsh  was 
concerned,  and  it  was  in  relation  to  that 
inquiry,  or  to  a  possible  prosecution  in 
consequence  of  tnat  inquiry,  which  led 
to  admirable  results,  that  this  conversa- 
tion took  place.  The  Inspector  assures 
me  that  he  held  out  no  inducement  or 
threat  whatever  to  Walsh. 

Uh.  J.  UORLET :  The  Inspector  did 
not  deny  Walsh's  statement. 

*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  He  denied  it 
to  me. 

Mn.  J.  MOBLET:  The  statement 
was  made  on  oath. 

*Us.A.J.BALPOTTB:  The  Inspector 
oould  not,  of  oourae,  be  called  to  give 
evidence  on  that  point.    As  far  as  I  was 
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«blfl  to  t«k«  Dotica  of  tli«  richt  hoo. 
^ontlenuui'a  iaterrogalions,  tDese  are 
tbe  mun  pointa  on  vhioh  I  am  abla  to 
tell  bim  any&ing ;  bat  I  want  to  know 
what  tiw  i^bt  boa.  Oentlamaa  thinks  is 
-tiie  pitewpM  wkieh  should  regnlate  the 
Action  not  only  of  constables  and  Beri- 
■dent  U^iistratM,  but  of  every  good 
ettiseitF  It  is  the  bounden  daty  not 
oerely  of  tbe  police,  bttt  of  ereiy  man 
who  has  relevant  evidence  to  give,  to 
giro  it.  There  ia  this  limitation,  and 
tiuB  limitation  only,  with  renrd  to  con- 
stables and  of&eius  under  Government 
— that  tbey  are,  of  course,  bound  not 
to  main  any  dieolosure  of  confidential 
natter  which  might  be  detrimental  to 
the  PnUio  Bervioe.  Subjeot  to  that 
limitation,  and  that  limitation  alone,  I 
would  nsTO'  suggest  in  public,  or  order 
in  private,  that  an^  man  should  be 
restrained  fnnn  nving  what  aid  and 
«B8iBtanoe  he  eonld  to  the  Oommiamon. 
What  have  thsee  men  done  except  to 
give  evidence  T  If  right  hon.  and  hon. 
Oentlemen  oppoute  can  prove  that  one 
of  these  men  nos  attempted,  as  they  s^y, 
to  snboni  witnesses,  to  pervert  justioe, 
or  to  ooncealfacte  relevant  to  the  defenoe, 
then  pass  what  condemnation  you  please 
npMi  then,  and  I  will  conoar  in  it.  But, 
beyond  the  loose  aoonsations  which  the 
rigUt  hon.  GenflemaD  the  Member  for 
Derby  f  Sir  W.  Harcoort)  has  scattered 
about,  taere  is  not  a  partide  or  a  tittle 
of  evidence  to  show  tbat  toy  one  of  these 
men  has  so  fat  tranagresaed  his  dufy  or 
luB  bean  oonoemed  in  so  aoandalous  and 
diegnMetuI  a  proceeding.  In  my  opinion 
«very  encooragAnent  shonld  be  given  to 
tbe  poKee  to  aay  what  they  know  of  the 
difficult  mattSTC  now  being  inquired 
iBt'>.  It  is  an  inqniry  cot  only  of  enor- 
nuMW  mlu^tadet  but  of  enormous  diffi- 
oolty.  It  deals  with  secret  societies; 
it  deals  with  crime ;  and  not  only 
have  tbe  poUee  necessarily  mwe  in- 
formatioa  on  those  subjects  than  any 
other  olaas   of    the    community,    but 


there  is  a  wecial  naoesntr  for  their 
giving  it.  It  must  be  reiBembered 
that  in  Irdand  it  ia  the  habitual 
and  meianoh^dy  praetioe  to  intimidate 
wiCneaaas.  Instance*  may  easily  be 
found  of  wives  refuang  to  give  evidence 
Against  the  morderera  of  their  husbands 
beoaose  thay  were  afraid  to  do  so,  and 
irtien  secret  societies  and  crime  are  being 
-dealt  with,  titis  habitual  intimidation 
ToaoheB  a  point  which  renders  investiga- 
VoL.  OOOXXXIV.      [TEtxD  aniiB.] 


tion  a  matter  of  the  most  extreme  dift' 
oulty.  If  the  informatioa  the  police  are 
able  to  give  in  this  matter  were  stoppad 
in  any  way,  if  they  are  prevented  from 
doing  their  best  to  enlighten  the  OmB' 
mission,  the  difficulty  under  which  the 
Oommissioii  labours  will  necessarily  be 
doubled,  and  I  would  urgently  suggest 
to  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that, 
by  the  course  they  are  pursuing  in  this 
matter,  they  oonvey  the  impression — an 
nnjust  one,  no  doubt — that  they  deaire 
to  burke  inquiry.  I  will  not  imitate  the 
Member  for  Derby  and  attribute  motives 
to  my  opponents ;  but  the  whole  method 
of  the  procedure  of  Gentlemen  oppoaita 
in  tbe  House  and  the  whole  tone  of 
their  speeches  oat  of  tbe  House  mast 
lead  and  has  led  many  not  unimpartial 
persons  to  bdive  that  they  would  desire 
to  see  all  the  evidence  at  tbe  command 
of  the  Government  abstratited  from  the 
Commiaaiott,- and  that  there  is  nothing 
they  would  rej<noe  in  more  than  to  see 
that  avenue  to  die  truth  abeolntely 
dosed  up;  to  see  those  who  in  oat- 
toin  branohee  of  the  invest%ation  are 
the  most  competent  to  give  informatiea 
reduced  to  silence  by  their  DrittoiBms.  I 
do  not  know  that  I  have  anything  mors 
to  say  upon  the  subject.  So  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  I  will  do  everything  in 
my  power  to  aid  the  inquiry  before  the 
Commission,  whether  that  aid  be  given 
thron|^  Mr.  Soames  to  the  Timtt,  or 
through  Mr.  Lewis  to  tbe  other  aide,  or 
direot  to  the  Oommissiea  at  the  request 
of  the  Oommissioners  thenselvea. 

Sm  W.  HABCODBT  (Derby):  Itia 
very  remarkable  that  the  Obief  Secra- 
tary,  by  geuing  up  to  defend  himaalf 
from  the  cborgee  made  against  him  \iy 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Newcastie  (lb.  J.  Morl^),  shonld  have 
so  im  misapprehended  the  questions 
addressed  to  turn  and  the  ohargea  mad9)< 
that  througfaoot  the  whole  of  ms  speeolL 
he  has  never  attemi^ed  to  meet  any  on*  - 
of  tiiem.  He  becao  with  observatieo* 
which  yoD,  Mr.  Ooortney,  wmc  obliged 
to  poiiri  out  to  him  were  irr^evant,  aad 
he  then  proceeded  to  meet  a  number  of 
charges  which  had  never  been  made, 
and  then  to  suggest  that  tbe  doctrina- 
tor  which  we  contend  was  one  for  which 
we  have  never  contended  at  alL  That, 
was  tbe  whole  substance  of  the  speech 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  Nov 
tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  an  uak 
intelligent  man,  and  I  think  he  might 
Q 
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hkrs apprehended  what hs had toanawer. 
Therefore,  I  make  one  more  attempt  to 
eiplain  what  it  is  we  charge  against 
him  and  the  OvTemment.  This  Oom- 
mlMion  was  appointed  under  the  pT»- 
tence— [CV)'Mo/"Oh!"]— je<t;  I  oall  it 
a  pretence — under  the  pretence  that  it 
was  a  tribnoal  to  enable  Irish  Members 
to  clear  themselves.  What  hare  the 
OoTamment  done  erer  ainoe  t  They 
hare  been  emplojtng  every  method  in 
their  power  to  make  it  impossible  for  the 
Irish  HembersU)  dear  themselves.  Iwill 
proceed  to  give  my  reasons  for  making 
that  statement.  The  Chief  Secretary  has 
over  and  over  again  stated  that  Irish 
constables  and  magistrates  and  other 
offloials  took  no  part  at  all  except  to 
(^pear  on  their  subpoenas.  Of  course,  I 
do  not  charge  the  Ohief  Secretary  with 
saying  intentionally  that  which  is  not  a 
fact.  He  says  that  he  knows  nothing 
about  it ;  no  donbt  that  is  perfectly  true. 
When  interrogated  as  to  the  presence 
of  the  Irish  officials  in  Ltmdon,  the 
Ohief  Secretary  said  they  were  here 
simply  on  subpceaa,  and  solely  for  the 
purpose  of  givmg  evideooe.  The  right 
Eon.  Qentleman  seems  to  have  had  so 
little  oommnnication  with  the  Attorney 
General  that  he  does  not  know  what  a 
subpceaa  is.  He  seems  to  imagine  that 
when  that  fatal  document  is  ddivered  a 
man  must  attend  for  months  until  he  is 
oolled  ;  bat  I  will  tell  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary that,  if  he  ever  receives  a  subpoena, 
he  may  tronqnilly  remain  at  home  until 
he  receives  an  intimation  from  the 
solicitor  that  his  attendance  is  wanted 
thenext  da;  or  the  day  afterwards.  But 
we  all  know  that  that  was  not  what 
Oiiptain  Flunkett  and  Oaptain  Slack 
were  kept  here  for.  They  remained 
here  because  they  were  doing  service 
for  the  2VnM,  and  because  uie  Timet 
did  not  choose  that  they  should  go 
away.  The  Ohief  Secretary,  in  his 
jaunty  way,  gets  up  at  that  box  and 
denies  things  and  states  thinga  which 
ore  directly  the  opposite  of  the  truth ; 
and,  owing  to  this  spirit  of  reckleesness 
and  earelessnese  of  statement,  offloial 
statements  have,  in  my  opinion,  been 
deprived  of  volae  to  an  extent  which  I 
never  before  heard  of.  Hy  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle,  step 
by  step,  followed  up  the  statements  of 
the  Chief  Secretary,  and  showed  that 
they  were  absolutely  unfounded ;  but  of 
all  the  charges  made  against  him  the 
Sir  W.  H^arMmrt 
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Chief  Seoretaty  only  referred  to  one — 
that  as  to  Tracy,  who  was  visited  hy 
FrestoD.  What  is  his  aooonnt  of  that? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  that 
hod  nothing  to  do  with  the  Tinttt — that 
Traces  ofteuoe  had  no  relation  to  the^ 
inquiry  or  the  Time*,  and  that  Preston'e- 
visit  to  him  was  not  paid  in  oonnedion 
with  the  2Vmm. 

*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  No ;  I  did 
not  say  that. 

Sm  W.  HABOOUBT :  No !  I  think 
I  am  in  the  recollection  of  the  Com- 
mittee. Statements  are  made  here  is 
the  hearing  of  hon.  Members,  and  are 
to  be  remembered.  When  a  soan  in 
the  position  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  mokes  a  statement  here,  we  all 
remember  it.  

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  distiaotly 
said  the  reverse.  I  said  that,  no  doubt, 
it  was  secret  crime  in  which  Tracy  was- 
involved,  and  that,  like  other  secret 
crime,  it  had  a  bearing  on  the  Oommis- 
sion.  But  the  primary  object  was  an 
inquiry  under  a  section  of  the  Orimea 
Act 

Bra  W.  HABCOUET :  Then  I  wiU 
take  that  statement.  It  has  been  dia- 
tinotly  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's Colleague  the  Home  Seoretaij 
that  Preston  visited  the  prisoner  on  two 
oocasions  as  the  representative  of  Mr. 
Soamea.  Was  I  not  right,  then,  in 
asking  whether  there  has  ever  before 
been  a  Government  whose  official 
statements  ore  ao  little  entitied  to 
credit  ?  What  are  we  to  sa;^  in 
the  face  of  such  flagrant  denials  f 
In  administering  the  Orimea  Act,  ad- 
ministering exceptional  laws  and  deal- 
ings with  Buoh  a  proceeding  oa  the 
Special  Commission, what  position  are  w» 
~  when  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
gets  up  and  makes  a  statement  of  the 
kind  in  the  presence  of  a  Colleague  who 
sits  beside  him  who  has  stated  that  it  is 
not  the  foct  f  That  is  the  position  the 
Government  are  iu  now.  Why  do  not 
they  cross-examine  one  another  F  Yet 
this  is  the  only  caae  which  the  Ohief 
Secretary  has  endeavoured  to  grapple 
witb,  and  as  to  the  others,  he  said  he 
knew  nothing  about  them  ;  but  that  did 
not  prevent  his  denying  the  facts  a  few 
weeks  ago.  The  Chief  Secretary  asks — 
why  was  there  no  cross-examination  of 
Houston  Bs  to  his  connection  with 
PigottF  Doeshe  not  knowf  It  was  be- 
cause Houston  burnt  the  oorrespondenoe 
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Ths  OHAIBUAN:  Order,  order! 
The  right  hon.  Qentlamon  cannot  go 
into  that  matter. 

8ieW.  HAKOOUBT:  Then  I  wOl 
abstaio  from  following  it  up  further. 
Tne  right  hon.  Oentleman  eays  our  posi- 
tion is  that  we  desire  no  erideooe  to  be 
snTen,  and  eepecially  no  official  BTidenoe. 
The  right  hon.  Qeatleman  is  entirely 
mistaken.  That  la  not  our  positioa  at 
all;  weare  of  opinion  that  all  the  evidence 
which  would  elicit  the  truth  should  be 
(riren  before  the  Commtseton ;  but,  if  the 
OoTorament  are  to  give  it,  they  ouKht 
to  give  it  upon  their  own  responsibility 
under  the  euarantees  which  belong  to 
the  respcmBibilitiee  of  a  Ctoremment. 
They  are  not  to  nse  the  whole  machinery 
of  the  Government  without  aocepting 
the  responsibilitieB  of  the  Ooremment. 
If  the  Government  had  deeired  to  act  in 
an  impartial  manner  they  would  have 
placed  the  documents  before  the  Commie- 
rioD  and  not  given  them  into  the  hands  of 
unscrupulous  partizans.  This  is  a  most 
material  matter,  and  it  deeply  affects  the 
character  of  these  prooeedmgs.  If  this 
had  been  in  form  as  it  was  in  sabstaaoe 
a  criminal  prosecution,  then  ths  very 

Srinciple  of  a  oriminol  prosecution  is  that 
le  aooaeed  persona  shall  be  made 
acquainted  beforehand  with  tbe  evidence 
intended  to  be  brought  against  them. 
If  the  Oovemment  had  intended  tc 
deal  fairly  with  the  defendants  as  well 
as  with  the  Timts,  they  would  have  taken 
core  that  that  evidence  should  not  havu 
been  sprung  upoa  those  defendants,  or 
dealt  with  as  unscrupulously  as  it  was 
dealt  with.  This  is  the  conduct  of  the 
GFoTemmeot.  If  the  oontention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a  true  oonten- 
tion— that  what  they  were  doing  for  the 
TVmm  they  would  do  for  the  other 
parties — if  they  had  said,  "  We  hare 
nothing  to  do  with  private  faction; 
this  is  a  State  inquiry— 

Thx  OHAIBMi^  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  seem  to  appreciate 
the  distinction  I  have  pointed  out. 
What  we  are  now  diaauseing  ore 
queetiona  relating  to  adminietration  of 
the  Iriah  Government. 

Sm  W.  HAECOUET:  Tea;  I 
charpng  against  the  Irish  Government 
that  they  used  that  evidence  unscrupu- 
lously and  unfairiy  against  the  de^n- 
dants  and  in  favour  of  the  Timu  news- 
paper.  I  say,  if  ihej  hod  intended  to 
use  it  fairly,  uej  should  have  dealt  in 
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the  same  manner  with  the  defendants, ' 
who  should  have  known  what  oon- 
stables  and  Resident  Ifagistrate  were 
doing.  They  should  have  placed  Besi- 
dent  Magistrates  at  the  disposal  of  Ur. 
Lewis  as  well  as  Hr.  Soames.    Why 

.t? 

Ur.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  They  could 
subpcena  them. 

8»  W.  HAKOOUBT :  Tes ;  aubpoeaa 
them — subpoena  Captain  Plunkett  I 
They  might  just  as  well  subpoena  th« 
Chief  Secretary  or  the  Prime  Minister, 
who  still  believes  in  the  forged  letters. 
Really,  I  do  not  suppose  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  uses  that  as  a  serious  argu- 
ment. There  never,  from  first  to  li^, 
has  been  the  smalleet  intention  to  deal 
fairly  with  this  evidence.  It  has  been 
collected  for  one  party,  and  for  one  party 
alone,  and  it  lias  been  collected  by  ths 
ogeqts  of  the  Geremment,  from  the  At- 
torney General  downwards.  That  is 
our  charge  against  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment. We  do  not  oomplwn  that 
evidence  should  have  been  collected 
bearing  in  any  way  upon  those  transac- 
tions. Our  oha:^  against  the  Ohief 
Seoretuy  and  the  Government  is  that 
the  evidence  has  been  most  unfairly 
dealt  with ;  that  it  bos  been  dealt  wiui 
exclusively  in  the  interests  of  one  party ; 
that  it  has  been  offered  to — nay,  throat 
u[K>n — one  par^  alone.  I  have  heard  it 
said — and  I  should  very  much  like  to 
know  whether  it  is  the  truth — that  the 
Ttmet  newspaper,  at  a  very  early  period 
of  those  proceedings,  declared  that  un- 
less they  had  the  support  of  the  whole 
machiaery  of  the  Government  they  would 
not  go  on  with  the  ease  ;  and  I  should 
very  much  like  to  know  whether  it  was 
in  view  of  that  terrible  threat  on  th» 
part  of  the  Tim«t,  that  they  would  with- 
draw from  those  accusations,  that  that 
machinery  of  the  Government  was 
placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  TVsms 
newspaper?  It  looks  uncommonly  like 
it.  There  never  was  an  instance  where 
anybody  professing  to  be  a  privat* 
plaintiff  had  anything  like  the  disposal 
of  ofiBcial  resources  wluoh  has  oeen 
so  oonspicuoualy  displayed  in  this  case. 
It  may  be  sud  that  this  is  a  State  in- 
quiry— a  public  prosecution.  Well  and 
good ;  if  that  is  so,  the  Attorney  General 
is  in  his  right  place.  But,  if  that  is  ao, 
it  ought  to  have  been  conducted  in  k 
totally  different  manner  and  under 
totally    different    safeguards,   and   w» 
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fhotdd  not  then  ham  liAd  the  shock- 
ing Boond&le,  wbiob  in  my  opinion,  bare 
derasaed  th«  BdminiBtration  of  justioe, 
auob  B8  we  kkve  had  exhibited.  Thatie 
the  char^  we  make  against  the 
Irish  OoTernment — a  charge  the  Ohief 
8ecretaT7  has  not  attempted  to  meet. 

The  UNDEB  SEORETAET  fob 
INDIA  [Sir  John  Oobst,  Ohatham): 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opoosite  has 
dalirered  one  branch  of  the  attack 
agwnst  the  Ohief  Secretary,  and  he  has 
warned  ns  that  there  Is  a  aeoond  to 
be  delirered  against  the  Attorney 
Oeneral.  I  do  not  think  those  iutima- 
tiona  will  havQ  maoh  effect  on  the  House, 
for  I  doubt  if  tber*  is  any  sensible  man 
who  does  not  oontider  that  the  first  attack 
has  proved  an  utter  ,^m.  The  argu- 
ments and  reasoos  have  been  furnished 
to-the  Hoose  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle,  and  the  eloqvence  and 
elocQtioii  by  his  CV^eogne ;  and  what 
doee  the  whole  thing  amount  to?  For 
what  purpose  has  the  business  of  Parlia- 
ment Doen  interrupted  ?  For  what  pur- 
pose has  this  debate  been  oonduoted  as 
if  it  were  a  debate  on  the  whole  Esti- 
mates of  the  year,  and  Department  after 
DepartmeiA,  and  llinister  after  Minister, 
subjected  to  strong  and  violent  attacks 
by  tbe  riglkt  hon.  Gentleman  F  For  what 
purpose  is  it  that  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
mativ  who  onoe  held  the  responsible 
po^on  of  Law  Adviser  to  the  Crown, 
has  thought  it  deeent,  inside  the  House 
aad  DutMde  too,  to  discuss  the  prooeed- 
inga  «4  a  tribunal  irtiioh  is  still  sitting, 
add-to  endeavour  to  prqadioe  the  oon- 
dfinkvt  a  cage  now  mnaiaff  before  the 
JtidgflsP  Solongaaneeonldonlythrowa 
little  dirt  at  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
or  make  a  little  politiieal  capital,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  perfectly  reokleea 
whether  he  interfered  with  the  ooutae 
of  justice  or  not.  I  do  not  want  to  oon- 
fine  myself  to  general  statements.  I  will 
give  the  Committee  two  examples  of  the 
sort  of  way  in  whteh  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  thought  it  decent  to  deal 
-with  the  case  whioh  is  now  pending.  He 
was  extremely  eloquent  because  the 
namen  of  witneeeos  were  not  given  to  the 
partie*  before  the  Oommission.  Did  the 
riglit  hoB.  Gentleman  remember  that  in 
tlwl  oomment  be  was  finding  fiautt  with 
-the  decision  of  the  Commission  itself, 
and  that  the  Judges  had  expressly 
dedded  that  names  should  not  be  given 
for  fear  the  witnesses  might  be  tampered 
Sir  W.  Santurt 
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withf  Wehave,  therefore,  the  spectacle 
of  the  Judges  solemnly  deciding 
in  the  Hoyal  Courts,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  temporary  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  and  a  former 
Law  Offloer  endeavouring  to  induoe  the 
House  of  Commons  to  discredit  the 
Government  and  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  because  they  had  not  done  what 
the  Oommission  decided  against.  Here 
is  another  example.  One  of  the  wit- 
nesses before  the  Commission  was 
Captain  Flu nkett.  In  theremarks  which 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  made  a  few 
minutes  ago  be  conceived  in  what  estima- 
tion Captain  Plnnkett's  evidence  was 
likely  to  be  held,  and  he  intimated  in 
the  very  strongest  way  he  could  that 
Captain  Flunkett's  evidenoe  was  worth- 
less and  not  to  be  believed.  I  am  certain 
that  so  gross  aviolation  of  legal  etiquette 
would  never  have  been  committed  by  an 
ex- Solicitor  General  unless  he  was 
utterly  blinded  by  party  passion,  and 
unable  to  appreciate  the  situation.  I 
have  said  that  the  reasons  for  this  attat^ 
have  been  furnished  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Newoastle.  I  listened  to 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  it  seemed  to  me  that  a  more  in- 
significant and  trumpery  set  of  accusa- 
tions against  a  public  Department  I  have 
seldom  heard,  and  they  certainly  do  not 
excuse  the  delay  of  the  House,  or  the 
ioterruption  uf  public  Supply  business. 
What  did  it  all  come  to,  supposior  all 
the  accusations  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  rakod  together  were  true 
and  accurate?  That  a  few  officials  of 
the  Irish  Government  had  shown  a  little 
too  much  seal  in  furnishing  information. 
["Oh,  oh!"]  I  am  not  addressing  myself 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or  to  bon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  opposite; 
I  am  addressing  myself  to  hon.  Members 
who  are  infinenoed  by  reason  and  ail- 
ment. 1  know  that  bon.  Members  beAow 
the  Gangway  opposite  would  think  any 
trumpery  ooeuea^on  made  against  the 
Qovemmest  good  enough  to  dheer ;  but 
those  who  desire  to  have  some  real 
grounds  will  hardly  agree  tttat  so  extra- 
ordinary a  oourse  as  that  which  has 
been  taken  is  justified  simply  because 
a  few  officials  in  the  Irish  Office  mav 
have  been  influenced  by  a  little  too  mutui 
zeal.  OutttdetheHouseweheardifferent 
lan^^l*.     We  hear  of  subornation  of 

Serjury,  and,  to  do  them  jnstioe,  hon. 
[embers  below  the  Gangway  opposite^ 
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at  least,  are  oondrtent  with  their 
daoIarationB  oat  of  the  Home  ;  bat  why 
doea  not  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman, 
when  he  oomefl  to  the  House,  isake 
thoee  acousatdons  agaiast  the  QoTern- 
meat  irhioh  he  la  bo  ready  to  make  in 
Ijambetb  Bathe  f 

Sir  W.  HAItOOUBT:  H  we  have 
time  enough  I  will  do  it. 

Sib  J.  OOBST:  Tea;  we  bad  a 
pxomiae  from  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  that  he  would  make  those 
statements  when  he  had  had  time  to 
ooUeot  the  foats.  But  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Uember  for  Derby 
always  wait  for  facts  before  he  makes 
hie  atatements?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  not  absolutely  in- 
nocent of  making  reckless  state- 
tneots.  He  spoke  about  the  Obief  Sec- 
retory for  Ireland  and  his  reckleeeness 
and  oarelessness  of    statement,  but   a 


extraordinary  oook-and-bull  story  about 
the  3\m**  baring  rafosed  to  go  on  with 
the  ease  without  tbe  support  of  the  Go- 
Terament.  Where  is  tbe  evideuoe  of 
that?  What  is  the  good  of  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  making  statements  of 
this  kind,  unleesyou  give  some  autho- 
rity for  cjiem  ?  Of  course  they  may  be 
usaul  in  debate.  I  know  the  real  object 
of  the  tactics  being  pursued.  The  senior 
Ifember  for  Northampton,  who  always 
lets  out  the  object  of  the  course  he  takes 
in  Parliament,  says  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  are  engaged  in  trying 
to  identi^  the  Goremment  with  the  case 
of  the  Timu.  They  charge  tbe  Govern- 
ment with  not  being  impartial.  They 
say  that  from  the  first  impartiality  was 
a  i>retei)ce.  I  challenge  support  of  such 
a  statement,  when  you  say  that  a  body  of 
honourable  men  are  guQty  from  the 
be^nning  of  fraud  andjiretence. 

Sm  W.  HABCOTJBT:  I  mentioned 
the  Prime  Minister  by  name. 

Sib  J.  G0R8T :  It  we  have  not  been 
impartial  in  the  case,  let  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  at  onoe  bring  for- 
forward  proofs  and  a  Tote  of  Want  of 
Confidence  in  the  Goremment.  Do 
this  now,  instead  of  relegating  it  to  a 
later  period  of  the  Session.  No !  you 
will  not  do  that,  you  range  about,  attack- 
ing first  one  Minister,  then  another,  and 
endeavour  to  get  some  trivial  oontradic- 
tion  from  a  Minister  on  which  you  can 
found  an  eloquent  denunoiation.    These 


taotios  are  very  useful  to  an  Opponti<m, 
but  this  is  not  the  way  in  wniahthe 
business  of  the  House  and  of  the  coutpy 
can  make  prt^ess.  We  are  engaged 
in  passing  a  vote  in  order  that  the 
Government  of  the  country  may  be 
carried  on;  bnt  the  intelligent  foreigner, 
who  is  supposed  to  sit  m  the  Gallevy  of 
the  House,  would  never  guess  we  were 
engaged  on  anything  so  tnrial  or  formal. 
This  year  it  has  pleased  the  Leaders  of 
the  Oppoeition  to  torn  this  ordinary  and 
formu  proceeding  into  an  occasion  for 
raoposing,  not  one  Tote  of  Want  of 
Oonfidsnce,  but  for  snooessive  attacks  on 
suooessive  Departments  of  the  State. 
The  proceeding  is  extremely  irrejpilar, 
without  precedent,  and  extremely  inoon- 
venient,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  it  will 
recoil  upon  its  authors,  who,  in  their 
extreme  zeal  in  trying  to  damage  the 
Government,  will  probably  end  in  mflict- 
ing  considerable  damage  upon  them- 
setvee. 

•Ma.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
sala^  of  tbe  Chief  Secretary  by  £S00, 
aod  I  do  that  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
senting a  definite  issue  to  the  Committee 
on  which  a  vote  may  be  taken.  I  waa 
very  much  astonished  that  in  addition 
to  matters  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  the  Chief  Secretary  said  he  had 
no  kaowledge,  he  should  have  so  care- 
fully ignored  or  omitted  several  special 
matters  which  certainly  required  his 
attention,  and  upon  which  I  will  take 
leave  to  refresh  his  memory.  Xhere 
are  one  or  two  points  also  that  arise  out 
of  questions  answered  this  evening  upon 
which  I  should  specially  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  some  explana- 
tion and  justiGcation.  We  have  had  it, 
that  untried  prisoners  in  Ireland  are 
now  baiog  taken  in  inclement  weather 
distances  of  twenty  milee  and  rafosed 
the  use  of  warm  clothing  sent  by  Mends, 
without  any  sort  of  reprimand  from  the 
Chief  Seeretary  to  the  offloial  who  .was 
responsible  for  the  refusal,  althon^  in 
BO  taMng  them  it  waa  in  itaelf  a  same 
punishment  for  prisoners  yet  natrijd. 
We  have  had  it  in  answer  to  a  queatioB, 
that  without  any  kind  of  reprinuod 
from  the  Chief  Secretary  paases  are 
issued  by  the  Oonstabulaiy  in  distotots 
in  Ireland,  as  if  martial  law  prevailed 
in  those  distriota,  uid  as  though  the 
Constabulary  had  any  kind  of  right  to 
use  any  sneh  passes  under  any  oiwui- 
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I  at  all.  We  liave  had  it  this 
evening  that  the  Chief  Beoretar;  haring 
I^Mfld  a  Bmident  Magistrate  in  a  poei- 
uon  where  his  ooaduot  led  to  loea  of  life, 
and  knowing  that  this  Magistrate  was 
charged  in  tiiis  Hoase  months  ago  with 
conduct  of  a  dtsgracefal  character,  and 
having  the  means  within  hia  own  hands 
of  instantly  Batistying  himself  b;  refer- 
enoe  simplj  to  an  official  gazette 
whether  or  not  there  were  grounds  for 
the  aocusationa,  he  continued  him  in 
a  position  of  authority  until  recentlj, 
and  has  only  suspended  him  to-day  or 
yesterday  on  overwhelming  evidence, 
official  documents  of  a  Government  De- 
partment having  been  bronght  to  his 
Knowledge.  If  these  ehsrgea  stood 
alone — though  thej  are  very  small 
compared  with  the  terms  of  the 
ini^ictment  presented  by  the  right 
hon.  Oantleman  the  Member  for 
Mewoastle  (Mr.  John  MorlM)  —  they 
would  justify  the  reduction  I  propose. 
The  memory  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man failed  him,  or  his  notes  were  not 
enough,  for  he  did  not  deal  with  thi 
case  of  Mr.  Home,  the  Magistrate,  on 
whose  conduct  he  had  been  expressly 
ohaltenged,  and  of  whom  we  have 
evidence  to  show  that  he  acted  as  though 
he  were  expressly  an  agent  for  we 
T^MM,  and  who  has  been  promoted 
either  in  coaaeqnenoe  of  or  in  spite  of 
the  help  he  has  given  to  the  Timei. 
The  Chief  Secretary  eomphuos  with 
warmth  that  we  have  not  sorupled  to 
aiaert  that  Houston  was  the  aooomplice 
of  Pigott,  that  the  Jltnut  woa  the 
aooomplioe  of  Houston,  and  that 
the  Government  was  the  aooomplice 
of  the  Timu.  I  will  re-state  the 
case.  I  do  not  know  how  far  my  re- 
statement will  have  the  concurrence  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  I  Oiink 
it  will  fairly  represent  it.  The  Qorern- 
ment  have  always  felt  bound  to  support 
the  2m*i,   their  ally,   because  of    ' 


^.   „  the 

blind  support  the  Timti  has  given  to  the 
Government;  that  the  Tiow  has  been 
the  willing  provider  for 'Houston,  furnish- 
ing to  him  large  funds  for  what  might  or 
might  not  be  fact,  but  whioh  they  were 
ready  to  hope  would  be  fact,  in  order  that 
they  might  destroy  the  poli  tioal  opponents 
of  the  Chief  Secretary;  and  tiiat  Houston, 
if  not  the  original  suborner  of  perjury, 
paid  money  to  an  amount  thatoould  not 
under  any  oireumstanoee  have  been 
jaatafiable  to  a  person  whom  he  wanted 
ttr.  BrMdUnfh 


to  speak  the  truth,  and  after  he  knew 
the  tainted  character  of  the  evidence 
of  the  man  who  was  to  be  called, 
he  allowed  that  man  to  go  into  the 
box  knowing  that  he  was  going  to 
commit  perjury,  and  gave  no  warning, 
as  an  honest  counsel  in  a  criminal  pro- 
secution should,  to  the  Court  and  the 
advocates  on  the  other  side  of  the  dan- 
gerous and  tainted  character  of  the  evi- 
dence going  to  be  presented.  If  the 
OoverDiaent  were  not  the  aoconplice  of 
the  TVmm,  then  accomplice  will  want  a 
new  definition  in  any  new  dtctionary  that 
comes  into  being.  If  the  Timtt  was  not 
an  accomplice  of  Houston,  it  certainly 
willingly  employed  Houston  to  discover 
or  manufacture  evidence  in  order  to  de- 
stroy the  political  reputation  of  a 
number  of  men  whom  it  had  already 
recklessly  charged  with  assaemnation, 
and  printed  documents  as  though  they 
were  real,  without  the  slightest  inquiry 
into  their  authenticity.  The  Under 
Secretary  for  India  used  the  etpresaion 
about  all  three  being  in  the  some  boat, 
and  I  think  we  shall  find  that  they  are 
in  the  same  boat,  and  will  be  drowned 
in  the  sea  of  public  indignation  before 
these  matters  close.  The  Chief  Seore- 
tory  complains  of  the  bitterness  of  the 
attack  made  upon  himself,  and  he  said 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
ought  to  have  refrained  from  comment- 
ing on  the  proceedings  of  the  Oommis- 
sion  while  the  Oommission  was  sitting 
and  has  not  reported.  But  there  is  one 
incident  before  the  Commission  that 
has  finally  closed  and  determined  an 
incident  upon  which  the  presiding  Judge 
eud  no  Beport  of  the  Commission  could 
make  the  case  stronger  than  the  aban- 
donment of  the  forged  letters.  Our 
acouaation  is,  that  at  a  time  when  the 
Government  did  know — they  could  not 
help  knowing  from  confessions  to  their 
own  officials  and  Houston,  who  was  not- 
ing with  them — of  the  character  of  IHgott, 
they  went  on  with  their  dealings  with 
that  man,  hoping  that  the  issue  of  his 
evidence  might  be  to  blacken  the  oha- 
raoter  of  the  Member  for  Cork  and  his 
firiends.  One  astounding  question  was 
put  to  the  right  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle by  the  Chief  Secretary-  Why,  he 
asked,  were  no  steps  taken  to  watch 
Pigott  after  he  had  admitted  his  letters 
were  forgeries,  and  his  statements  lies? 
Steps  to  watch  Pigott !  Why  we  had  it 
in  evidence  befare  the  Oommission  that 
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stepa  were  taken  to  vatoh  Pigott  by 
peteons  ctmtrc^ed  by  the  Irish  Magia- 
trates  and  the  Irish  District  Inapectors 
vho  were  in  London.  Folioe  unaer  the 
control  of  the  Chief  Heoretary  were  told 
«ff  to  watoh  Pigott;  but  when  they 
knew  that  be  was  a  liar  and  foi^^, 
they  ceased  their  watohiug,  and 
allowed  him  to  escape  from  the  oountry. 
That  is  the  ease  which  I  take  leave  to 
present  agaiiut  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Ohiet  Secretary  in  ezmess 
answer  to  the  inquiry  he  made.  Then 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  says  the  Go- 
vernment have  adopted  in  connection 
wiUi  this  Pamell  Oommisaion  an  atti- 
tude of  impartiality.  Well,  all  I  can 
«ay  is,  that  ttiey  have  oarefally  ooncealed 
-their  impartiality,  and  we  can  only 
judge  them  by  their  acts  as  we  know 
them.  They  seem  to  have  parsued  the 
most  one-sided  coarse  it  was  possible  tc 
pursue.  Aftw  it  was  know  that  Pigott'f 
evidence  was  tainted,  and  after  he  him- 
self had  informed  the  Attorney  General 
that  it  was  dangerous  to  put  turn  in  the 
box  Pigott  was  allowed  to  go  into  Her 

Mues^'s  prisons  to  see  men 

♦Kb.  a.  3.  BALFOUB:  I  know 
nothing  about  that 

•Mb.  BEADLAUQH  :  He  ought  to 
have  known.  If  with  his  police  here  in 
England  under  his  control,  reporting  to 
faim,  watehing  Members  round  this 
House,  he  is  ignorant  on  grave  matters 
-of  this  kind,  uieir  ignoranoe  is  a  crime. 
Bem«mber  tite  argument  of  the  Govern- 
ment gainst  the  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Kud- 
JJotbian,  namely — 

"  Ton  cannot  have  Home  Sole  in  Irsland 
Imomih  eettain  Home  Bnle  U«ni1ienare.cruiii- 
luU— we  will  Mtablish  &  Boyal  Oommusion,  and 
lara  a  fnll  inTertigation  into  tlii*  subject." 
At  one  time  they  were  ready  to  lend 
the  Attorney  General  himself  to  aid  the 
investigation,  but  when  the  Oommiesion 
is  eatabliehed,  Aey  allow  tainted  wit- 
nesses to  go  into  prison  to  see  men  con- 
fined tfaeie  for  the  term  of  their  natural 
Jives. 
*Ms.  A.  J.  BALFLOUB :  The  hon. 
Member  can  use  what  argument  he 
Jike^  but  the  aoousation  Jie  is  now 
makmg  haa  nothing  to  do  with  ttie  Tote 
before  the  House.  I  have  no  control 
Over  English  imaaas. 

*Ma.  BBADLAUQH :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  most  be  blamed  if  he  allows 
jown  in  piiaon  in  ^''"ei""'^  to  be  visited 


in  ^is  way  by  his  own  oonstabntan. 
This  attack,  peraonal  to  himself,  I  sub- 
mit is  pertinent  to  the  rednction  I  have 
moved.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  oaks 
"  Have  we  favoured  one  side  more  than 
the  other?"  and  my  answer  is,  "  Tee, 
you  have  kept  from  the  persons  accused 
matters  of  great  gravity  that  might 
have  tended  to  show  their  innocence." 
If  in  an  ordinary  criminal  court  yon 
charge  a  man  with  murder  there  is  no 
counsel  engaged  for  the  proseoulion 
who  would  dare  to  withhold  from  the 
oonnsel  for  the  defence  or  from  the 
Oourt  and  Judge  matter  which  he  knew, 
if  made  publio,  wonld  invalidate  the 
evidence  on  which  the  man  would  be 
convicted.  It  would  be  considered  dis- 
graceful and  monstrous,  and  yet  that  is 
the  disgraceful  and  monstrous  position 
in  which  I  am  seeking  to  put  the  Chief 
Secretary  by  the  acts  of  his  agents. 
His  magistrates  take  down  evidence,  and 
they  either  tell  him  of  it  or  do  not  tell 
him  of  it,  but,  in  either  case,  they 
oould  not  have  occupied  themselves  in 
this  business  without  his  knowing  it,  un- 
less ha  entirely  refrained  from  attending 
to  the  duties  of  bis  office.  It  is  almost 
impossible,  unless  he  was  blind,  that 
Home  and  others  oould  have  acted  as 
they  did  without  his  knowledge.  These 
people,  though  reoeiving  public  pay, 
acted  as  though  they  were  simply  the 
agents  of  a  private  person.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  hod  been  actuated  oy 
any  shadow  of  fairness,  it  would  have 
been  impossible  for  Shannon  to  go  into 
the  gaol  at  Maryborough  and  adminis- 
ter an  oath  to  Delaney.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  actually  said  that  Bhaonon 
had  a  right  to  administer  an  oath  to 
Delaney. 

*Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  am  loth  to 
interrupt  the  hon.  Gentleman,  but  I 
never  justified  the  oetiou  of  Shannon. 
All  I  said  was  that  I  did  not  think  the 
administration  of  an  oath  on  &e  port 
of  Shannon  waa  illegal. 
*Mb.  BBADLATTGH  :  The  fact  that 
Shannon  is  a  Commiasioner  for  the 
Administration  of  Oaths — if  he  holds 
that  position— does  not  entitle  him  to 
administer  the  oath  except  in  cases 
where  the  statement  may  beoome  usaUe 
in  Oourt  or  in  legal  proceedii^.  It 
is  utterly  illegal  for  him  to  administer 
an  oath  to  a  person  making  a  Btatament 
which,  by  no  possibility,  under  any  eir- 
anmstanoeB  in   the  world,  wonld   ever 
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.  h«r«  b««D  used  ms  avldenoo  ««uiut  any- 
^oij.  If  tks  nvht  kon.  OflnUeman  had 
no  oootrol  OT«r  wwaaaa,  he  at  least  had 
wme  oontool  over  the  OoTemor  of  the 
gaol  in  whose  Nesesoe  the  oath  was 
adouDiatered  to  Delaney.  la  it  possible 
for«aths  to  be  adnunistaiedto  oounota  in 
Mison  nnder  the  oontrol  of  the  right 
Ma.  Gentleman  without  leaponnbilitj 
attaching  to  anybody  ?  and  in  the  oase 
of  Delaney,  it  nrast  be  remembered  that 
the  oath  was  administered  in  ordcor  to 
inspiTe  terror,  the  man  being  giveo  to 
nnaerstand  tlwt  the  inqui^  was  a  Stato 
inquiry  into  the  oonduot  of  the  Queen's 
snemies  in  Amerioa  and  elaeirhere.  If 
this  is  impartiality,  it  must  be  ^>^l«d 
without  the  first  two  letters  in  diotion- 
aiies  wliich  may  be  prepared  in  the 
future.  Then,  could  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  have  been  blind  to  the  fact 
ttiat  constabulary  witnesses  were  being 
datained  in  London  for  purposes  other 
than  that  of  giving  evidenoe  P  Could 
ha  have  been  blind  to  the  faot  that  Dis- 
triot  Inspector  tieddall,  who  was  detained 
in  Eaglaod,  was  never  called  upon 
to  give  evidence,  but  was  occupied 
the  whole  time  in  getting  up  evidence 
for  the  Ttmuf  Did  not  Welsh  declare 
thatUistriot  Inspector  Alan,  inextracting 
information  from  him,  had  terrified  h'-m 
by  holding  up  socuaations  of  frauds  and 
effencee  committed  in  the  plaoe  where 
he  was  living  f  The  right  hon.  GenUe- 
man  may  say  that  he  did  not  know  these 
things,  but  my  reply  to  that  is,  that 
ignorance  on  the  part  of  the  Govem- 
mont  on  matters  of  this  kind  is  a  crime- 
I  aay,  when  we  see  tainted  witnesses  per- 
mttied  to  visit  prisoners  in  gaol,  when 
TO' see  agents  of  the  Timtt  getting  per- 
mission to  visit  prisoners,  when  we  find 
poUee  ctHistables  and  district  inspecters 
endeavouring  to  frighten  oriminais  into 
laakiag  statementa,  ve  have  a  right  to 
say  that  the  Qovemment  have  not  aetad 
imf  BvtiaUy,  hut  hate  availed  thamaelvea 
of  every  weapon,  however  poisoned,  in 
order  to  stab  the  reputation  of  their 
pblitical  antagonists.  The  Under  Seore- 
taay  of  State  for  India  (Sir  J.  Oorat) 
asks  why  the  business  of  the  country 
duMild  be  interropted  by  this  die- 
oasHon,  and  my  reply  is,  that  it  is  tor 
the  purpose  of  makmgtkeoircnmstanoee 
of  tbe  oase  as  I  have  deeoibed  them 
pasfsetly  plain.  This  is  the  only  oppor- 
tuai^  of  doina:  so.  If  the  Government 
had  declared  their  desire  to  make  repa- 
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the  Irish  ICemben  whom  tbey 
had  aasuled,  we  ahould  I  hope,  have- 
treated  them  as  gensioaa  foes,  but  when, 
on  the  oootnuy,  only  a  grudging  word 
of  apology  is  aztarted  firam  one  ,Uem- 
ber  of  the  Qovammeat  under  proeanrer 


and  at  the  same  time  they  are  girin^ 
the  whole  almn^h  «f  the  oonstabula^ 
to  watoh  this  and  watch  that,  to  tarri^ 


this  and  tesrify  tlut,  yet  let  a  raaoal  ea> 
cape  who  might  have  betcayed  them,  if 
d<iaiaed,  we  say  we  are  bound  to  delay 
this  Vote.  I  agree  with  the  first  Lord  at 
the  Treasury  that  this  is  a  question  not  for 
the  OovemmBut,  but  for  the  ooootry, 
and  to  the  country  we  say  that  in  no- 
other  kind  of  debate  o»uld  we  obtain 
an  opportunity  of  singling  out  each 
Member  of  the  Government  by  himself 
and  pointing  out  eaefa  offence  separately. 
We  intend  to  do  this  npoa  the  pxasent 
Vote,  L  upon  the  question  at  the  Ohiaf 
Secretary's  salary,  and  other  Uembere 
on  this  side  upon  other  items,  and  what- 
ever defence  the  Government  may  have 
to  make,  they  may  rest  assured  that  th» 
electors  will  be  prepared  with  their 
verdiot  long  before  the  Spaoial  Oom- 
mission  shul  have  separated. 

Utition  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"Tbst  the  item  of  17,000  for  the  Chief 
Secntaiy'B  OfSoe  be  redaoed  bj  4600,  part  of 
the  nlary  of  the  Chief  SeoreUty  to  the  Lord 
LjeaCenant  of  Inland." — (Vr.  Bradlaitgh.) 

Un.  LEAMY  (Slieo) :  I  should  like' 
to  ask  tha  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
who,  I  see,  is  about  to  leave  the  Oouee, 
how  it  is  that  Mr.  Shannon,  a  Oom- 
miasioner  to  administer  oaths  in  the- 
High  Uourt  of  Justice  of  Ireland,  wb» 
entitled  to  administer  an  oath  in  an 
English  prison — as  the  right  hon.  Qen* 
tleman  the  Chief  Secretary  declares  it 
to  be  his  belief  that  Shannon  did  not 
act  illegally  in  administering  the  oath. 

TBI  80LI0IT0B  QEtmRAL  tob. 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Maddbh,  DabUn  Uni- 
venity) :  It  was  in  Ir^and  he  adminis- 
tared  the  oath. 

Mb.  LBAMT  :  Then  I  have  beau 
under  a  misapprebension,  but  I  ^usation 
Mr.  Shannon  e  right,  as  a  Oommisaioner 
of  the  Higii  CSourt  of  Justice  in  Ireland, 
to  administer  an  oath,  even  in  Ir^and|. 
as  he  has  done.  It  is  said  that  the  Go- 
vernment acted  impartially  between  tha 
Irish  Members  and  tbe  Kimm  ;  bat  it  has 
been  proved  up  to  the  hilt  that.potioo 
offloeas  and  oonetables  have  hem  eelleot- 
ing  evidenoe  which  they  took  to  Mr.. 
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Sohbim'i  office.  Why  did  th^  gJTe 
.•ftfiM  of  the  endmoe  to  Mmvk.  Leifje  ? 
It  is  a  foul  miauae  of  laiiguage  to  tfij 
that  the  GoTentmoit  hRW  been  aotiBg 
iqgip»rtiaUy,  aad  it  ie  pzored  day  by  day 
th*t  theyAreuptotheBookineomplioi^ 
with  the  Timtt.  There  ib  ansthar  point 
itpon  vhioh  I  want  inibraMtioa,  aad 
Wat  ia  with  refeeenoe  to  the  iaaue  of 
pMBpotta  by  the  polioe  to  peo^e  ^ing 
.ttuough  Donegal.  How  many  of  theae 
Mseporte  have  been  iaaued  ?  Haa  the 
CQtiuBeorataryooademnedthepraetice? 
Ago  they  being  iaaued  now,  and  how  long 
wiQ  tboy  be  opntinned?  This  is  an 
atteoipt  to  bar  the  roadd,  and  to  compel 
men  who  may  not  be  agreeable  to  the 
pidioo  to  go  to  thom  lor  psAspqrta.  This 
:«hows  how  br  things  in  Irelaad  have 
aose  bey<Hid  the  lines  of  ihe  Gonstitu- 
taon  mnoe  the  Ohief  Becretarj  name  to 

Krem  the  oounl^.  What,  I  ask,  would 
thought  if  in  Wales,  the  patwnts  and 
-siiaMB  wwe  prev^ted  from  going  to 
th^  work  unless  ^ey  had  obtained 
paaaports  from  the  fiolice  F  How  siog- 
umd  wonld  ring  with  it;  but  because 
these  things  are  done  in  Donegal, 
the  Chireroment  think  they  are  per* 
feotly  justified  in  their  action.  Ireland 
will  have  to  pat  ap  with  it  for  a  time, 
bat  I  am  oonrinoed  that  when  the  im- 
partial feeling  of  this  country  oomee  to 
M  expressed  apon  the  action  of  the 
Ohief  Secretary,  these  small  points, 
which  are  not  now  considered  worthy  of 
Botiee  by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  will 
be  reoolleoted.  We  on  these  beaohea 
hun  fought  bigger  men  than  the  right 
hon.  QwLtleman.  We  have  fought 
nnglo-handed  against  the  two  Jront 
beuihes  eooibinsd  without  being  dis- 
oooraged  or  defeated,  and  now  t£at  we 
■lure  the  English  people  with  us,  we 
know  that  we  are  marching  on  to 
triumph,  even  it  Lord  Salisbury  sticks 
M  eloee  as  he  says  he  will  to  his  ofiioe, 
his  maj(»iW,  and  his  money.  As  to  ^ 
m^oru^,  the  people  will  lire  when  that 
has  pMBod  away,  and  we  are  oontant  to 
trast  to  the  verdict  that  they  will  give. 

Ub.  W.  REIUCOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.) :  What  gave  nse  to  the  Oommission 
-iMt  of  all  was  that  oertain  charges  were 
made  against  Irish  Uembere  of  com- 
pUdity  with  crime,  and  on  OonservatiTe 
ftntSmaa  that  oomplioity  was  openly 
-MMcted  and  maintained.  The  Oovem- 
ment,  instead  of  putting  the  Irish  Uem' 
.ben   upon   their  trial  in  a  Court  of 
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Justice,  eatiafied  themselves  merdy  br 
making  insinnationa,  and  that  I  hold, 
was  absolutely  diahonaat.  They  knew 
they  could  not  oosnaeot  us  with  orime, 
and  yet,  though  they  wave  afraid  to  Cry 
as  and  attack  ua  in  the  ordinary  oourssr 
they  did  not  cease  to  insinuate  that  wa- 
were  connected  with  crime.  And,  the- 
next  best  thing,  they  inspired  the  pro- 
prietors of  the  Timti  with  the  happy- 
idea  of  anonymously  attacking  the  Irish' 
Members,  and  so,  day  after  day,  for  a 
considerable  time,  anonymous  articlea 
appeared  in  the  Timt*  aSecting  to  con- 
nect the  Irish  Members  with  toe  perpe- 
tration of  crime  and  outrages.  Upon 
those  articles  the  T*m»i  and  the  Tory 
Party  and  the  Oorernment  continued  to 
trade,  and  then  when  the  articles  were 
found  to  be  so  silly  that  they  had  no- 
affect  on  the  people  of  England,  a 
deliberate  attempt  was  made,  at  the- 
linstigation  of  the  Qovemment,  as  it  will 
^undoubtedly  and  unquestionably  bo' 
proved,  to  load  the  dice  in  the  political 
game  againat  the  hon.  Member  Kir  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell),  by  cauung  letters  to 
ba  forged  and  published  in  the- 
TVsiM.  Now,  the  Government  at- 
tempt  to  say  that  they  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  produodon  of  theso- 
fQi^:ed  letters.  But  it  will  bo  re- 
membered that  the  Gtovemment  refuaed 
to  give  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  a 
Paniamentary  Oomrnittee  of  Inquiry, 
and  that  every  possible  obatade  was 
thrown  in  the  way  of  the  Irish  Membera- 
when  they  demanded  a  proper  tribnnal 
to  have  theae  things  tried.  It  was  only 
when  they  ware  foroed  to  do  something, 
that  the.  Special  Commiseioo  was  ap- 
pointed— a  special  Commission  in  many 
respeota  contrary  to  the  desires  of  hon. 
Members  on  theae  benches.  And  then 
the  Govomment  said  they  were  going 
to  remain  perfectly  impartial,  and  they 
showed  their  impartiality  by  giving 
their  Attorney  General  to  the  Timtt  to 
conduct  its  case.  Now,  from  the  veiy 
first  moment  that  the  Attorney  General, 
a  reaponsibiB  Member  of  the  Qorem- 
ment,  became  connected  with  the  T^ei' 
case,  it  was  impossible  to  deny  that  the- 
Govemment  was  on  the  side  of  the 
TimM.  But  the  Government  was  not 
satisfied  with  giving  the  services  of  the 
Attorney  Gieneral.  They  did  not  even 
keep  up  the  samblanoa  of  impartiality. 
But  not  aatisGed  with  this,  the  Ohief 
Beoretary  has  again  and  again  attempted. 
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to  explain  vkkj  the  ohfti^  that  the 
police  liad  been  deliberately  engaged  in 
retting  up  and  mannfaoturing  endenoe 
iov  the  Ttmn.  A  lew  days  before  the 
■CommiBaion  adigumed  a  oaae  ooGurred 
whioh  faaa  not  been  mentioned  here  to- 
night— that  o(  the  vitness  Oofifej,  who 
is  now  in  prison  for  oontempt  of  Oourt. 
HiB  story  was  that,  instead  of  his  going 
to  the  police  to  offer  evidence,  the  police 
came  pestering  and  bothering  him  in 
order  to  get  up  some  story — 
that,  in  fact,  a  police  oonstabia 
called  on  him  and  inrited  him 
to  give  evidence,  and  promised  that  if  he 
did  give  evidence  against  the  Paniellite 
Par^,  he  would  1»  rewarded  beyond 
bis  greatest  expectations,  and  that  he 
-would  not  bo  allowed  to  suflfer.  I  eay 
"that  it  is  absolutely  true  that  the  police 
are  going  about  Ireland  doing  every- 
-thing  in  their  power  to  intimidate 
people  into  manufacturing  evidence,  and 
more  than  one  witness  has  acknowledged 
in  cross-examination  before  the  Com- 
mission that  he  was  waited  on  by  the 
police,  and  asked  whether,  if  he  got 
money,  he  oould  not  give  evidanoe.  It 
was  only  by  chance  that  the  witness 
Ooffey  had  stated  what  he  had,  viz., 
that  he  got  £116  for  telling  a  story  of 
the  wildest  improbability,  for  which 
there  was  not  the  sligfatost  foundation, 
and  that  in  addition  to  the  £115  he 
was  brought  over  to  London  and  kept 
^r  a  long  time.  Nearly  every  one  of 
the  witnesses  brought  by  the  TVmm  to 
substantiate  tiie  charges  of  crime  and 
outrage  in  Ireland  hod  been  direotiy 
intimidated  by  the  police,  many  of  them 
being  men  over  wnom  the  police  had 
aome  hold,  or  who  had  bad  offers  of 
money  as  an  ioduoement  to  give  evidenoe. 
The  Chief  Secretary  has  stated  that  the 
police  brought  over  to  London  were 
only  waiting  here  till  called  on  their 
•u^Ksnos  to  give  evidenoe  ;  but  if  he 
baa  read  the  evidence  given  before 
the  Oommission,  he  would  have  seen 
that  at  the  Inns  of  Oonrt  Hotel  numbers 
-of  policemen  and  police- sergeants,  with 
twoBesident  Magistrates,  were  engaged 
in  a  large  room,  drilling,  so  to  speak, 
the  witnesses  as  to  their  evidence,  and 
I  can,  if  necessary,  ^ve  the  names  of 
those  who  took  their  evidence  down. 
^uB  we  find  that  the  Irish  police,  in- 
stead of  merely  waiting  to  give  their 
-evidence,  have  actually  been  employed 
by  the  71mm  at  the  Inns  oS  Ooort  Hotel 
Mr.lMuim 
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and  other  plaees  in  getting  up  •vidmce, 
and  giving  instmctioas  to  the  witnesses, 
From  beginning  to  end  of  this  black  and 
disgraoefnl  plot  the  Government  have 
been  up  to  their  necks  in  the  Timtt 
swim,  not  only  inspiring  and  helping  the 
Tinui  in  the  pnblication  of  its  articles, 
but  making  the  police  roam  round  the 
oountry  endeavouring  to  intimid*td 
people  into  coming  over  to  tell  atroaaos 
ues  against  us.  Moreover,  thM'  bio  to 
J>laine  for  allowing  Kdiard  ^gott  to 
escape.  The  right  hon.  Q«ntioman  has 
said  he  was  anrprieed  that  no  steps  had 
been  taken  by  us  to  guard  Rgott.  Why, 
Mr.  Pigott  was  from  the  first  held  up  to 
US  as  a  most  imnortant  witness  for  the 
Timat,  and  one  with  whose  evidence  they 
could  not  dispense.  It  never  entered 
into  our  heads  that  tiie  GKivemment 
would  allow  him  to  escape,  or  that  they 
would  not  maintain  a  careful  watch  over 
him  to  prevent  his  getting  away.  Bnt, 
after  the  second  day  of  his  cross-exami- 
nation, when  it  waa  evident  he  had  par- 
jored  himself  and  forged  the  letten, 
and  had  thus  oompromised  the  Govern- 
ment— the  Attorney  Qeneral  having 
said  before  Pigott  was  examined  that  he 
had  inquired  into  the  anthenticity  of 
the  letters,  and  would  be  able  to  prove 
them  up  to  the  hilt,  finding  the  sort  of 
man  with  whom  be  had  had  to  deal- 
would  if  he  had  had  any  regard  for  bis 
own  honour  or  for  that  of  the  Chiveni- 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Sleaford  division  of 
LinoolDshire) :  Order,  order ! 

Mr,  W.  BEDMOND:  Or  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentieman  the  Member  for  Lineoln- 
ahire. 

Several  Hon.  Member :  Order, 
order! 

Mb.  W.  BEDMOND:  I  am  very 
much  in  order.  I  have  great  respeolu 
Mr.  Ooartnev,  for  you,  and  if  you  oall 
me  to  order  I  will  bow  to  your  ruling, 
bnt  I  care  nothing  whatever  for  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Lincolnshire— ^ 

Me.  CHAPLIN:  Mr.  Courtney,  I 
rise  to  order,  and  would  aak  yon.  Sir, 
whether  any  Member  of  this  House  is 
entitled  to  impute  dishonourable  motives 
or  want  of  regard  for  honour  to  any 
other  Member  of  the  House  f 

Trs  OHAIBMAN  :  The  hon.  Hem- 
bar's  langoage  is  oertainly  somewhat 
strong,  but  I  oannot  say  that  it  amoimta 
to  a  breooh  of  order. 

Mb.  W.  BEDMOND:  The  right  hon. 
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-Oentlsmaii  the  Member  for  Linoolnsbire 
"has  sat  here  longer  than  I,  bnt  be  does 
not  know  so  much  about  order  as  I  do. 
I  will  now  continue  what  I  was  sayings 
when  interrupted.  As  soon  as  it  was 
imowQ  that  Pigott  could  not  support 
liis  original  statement,  and  after  he  aad 
got  I  do  not  know  how  many  hnndreds 
of  pounds  from  the  Tinui  and  Lords 
This  and  That,  and  from  othen  all  over 
ihe  oountry  —  as  ewm  ae  ha  hod  told 
Hr.  Soames  that  be  could  not  stand 
-cross-examination,  and  when  ereryone 
bad  reason  to  beliere  he  had  swindled 
the  Timet  and  the  rest  of  them  out  of 
their  money 

The  CHAIBUAN  :  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
aee  how  the  hon.  Member  is  going  to 
nuke  this  relevant  to  the  siU^set  under 
discuBsioQ. 

Mtt.  W.  BEDMOND:  I  think,  Sir, 
you  will  acknowledge  that  I  am  in  order 
when  I  say  my  object  is  to  prove  that 
Figott's  escape  was  with  the  oonnivance 
-of  the  Boyal  Irish  Oonstabulary,  men 
who  were  set  to  guard  him,  and  over 
whomtheCbiefSeoretaryhasoontrol.  lu 
whose  interest,  I  ask,  did  Pigott  escape  ? 
Was  it  in  the  interests  of  the  defend- 
ants? Oertainlj  not.  Why,  on  the 
last  day  of  his  appearance  in  Court  his 
«iOBB-examination  was  going  splendidly 
in  their  favour,  and  then  tie  suddenly 
disappeared,  although  supposed  to  be 
enarded  by  two  Royal  Irish  Constables. 
Had  the  case  not  been  one  of  a  forger 
aad  peijnrer,  who  bad  swindled  the 
Tmt*  out  of  £2,000,  but  rather  of  some 
unfortunate  Member  of  Parliament  wbo 
made  a  speech  in  Ireland  protesting 
against  evictions,  aad  against  whom 
there  was  but  one-tentb  of  a  shadow  of 
the  guilt  laid  to  the  chai^  of  Pigott, 
wouM  he  have  got  to  Paris  or  Madrid 
with  so  much  ease?  No;  be  would 
have  been  arrested  before  he  bad  got 
ten  yards  from  the  Gourts  of  Justice,  and 
lodged  in  Scotland  Yard.  We  have 
heud  a  good  deal  about  the  alertness  of 
the  Irish  detectives  in  arresting  Irish 
Members  of  Parliament;  but  we  are 
told  that  Hgott  escaped,  because,  for- 
sooth, our  side  did  not  t^e  steps  to 
-detain  him.  I  say  it  was  the  business 
of  the  Ohief  Secretory  to  have  prevented 
Figott's  escape,  and  it  was  a  luoky  thing 
for  the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  and  for 
-everyone  concerned  iu  this  vile  plot,  that 
Pigott  did  disappear.  It  would  be  in- 
teresting to  know  whether  Pigott  would 
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have  committed  soioide  if  the  Timtt 
agent  had  kept  faith  with  him,  and  given 
him  the  money  he  asked  for.  Had  this 
been  done,  we  might  have  had  the  whole 
story  of  the  truth  of  the  matter,  and  have 
heard  bow  Rgott  was  bribed  by  the 
Irish  Qovemment  and  the  Timet  into 
coming  over  to  support  the  case  got  up 
against  the  Irish  Members.  Under 
tbeee  circumstances,  I  think  that  for  cool 
— I  do  not  want  to  use  an  unporliamea- 
tary  expression — for  cool  audacity,  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  we  are  chargeable  with  Pigott's 
escape  because  we  did  not  guard  him,  is 
unequalled.  It  was  the  business  of  the 
Qovemment  to  have  prevented  his 
escape,  and  he  would  not  have  escaped 
had  it  not  been  that  his  esoapa  was 
opportune  and  convenient  fbr  the  right 
hou.  OeuUemau  and  those  wbo  have 
acted  with  him  in  this  matter. 
All  over  the  country,  from  north  to  south 
and  east  to  west,  the  Ohief  Secretary  has 
done  and  caused  things  to  be  done  whioh 
have  brought  him  into  a  notoriety  never 
enjoyed  by  any  other  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland-  What  I  have  to  complain 
of  particularly  is  the  changing  of  the 
venue  in  certain  cases.  My  fnend  the 
Membec  for  Sligo  referred  to  what  is 
going  on  in  Donegal,  where  martial  law 
prevails  ;  where  positively  a  man  can- 
not lay  himself  quietly  in  his  bed  with- 
ont  the  fear  of  being  visited  by  a  party 
of  soldiers,  and  where  no  man  can  walk 
the  toad  without  being  asked  for  his 
pass  by  some  miserable,  half-illiterate 
sub- constable,  who  bos  been  put  into 
the  position  because  he  bos  made  him- 
selfobjaotionabletotbepeople.  Whatdo 
you  dor  Instead  of  giving  the  peopleafair 
trial,  you  send  prisoners  from  Ferma> 
nagh  to  a  place  like  Enniskilleu,  where 
you  delib  erately  oaueejuriestobe  packed . 
What  took  place  the  other  day  ?  It  was 
rumoured  that  Father  M'Fadden  and 
the  other  prisoners  taken  for  the  death 
of  this  Inspector  of  Police,  were  to  have 
the  venue  changed  to  Enniskillen. 
What  takes  place  in  Enniskilleu  ?  Tbe 
Orange  drum  is  beat,  and  all  roond 
Sub-Grand  Masters  and  Grand  Masters 
of  the  Orange  Association  summon  their 
lodges.  Orange  magistrates.  Orange 
grand-jurors,  Orangemen  of  position  in 
the  county,  come  to  this  Orange  meet- 
ing, and  tney  speak  in  terms  of  the  at- 
most  violence  of  the  unfortunate  death 
of  District   Inspector  Hartia.      They 
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Bpeak  of  the  atromooi  oharaoter  of  those 
who  oauaed  his  death,  and  at  the  eml 
of  all  this  oratory  they  wind  ap  vHh. 
the  n^ifioant  inform  ation  to  their 
audience  and  to  the  people  of  the 
ooDOtry  not  to  forget  that  these  men  are 
to  be  tried  by  a  jury  in  the  towq  of 
Knaiakillen.  As  soon  as  that  informa- 
tion is  given,  the  Orangemen  dis- 
perse to  their  homes,  and  carried  the  in- 
formation through  the  county.  In  that 
way  the  feelings  of  the  Orangemen  have 
been  worked  upon,  and  you  may  be 
quite  sure  that  if  Father  U'Fadden  and 
ttie  other  prisoners  ate  to  be  tried  at 
Enniekillen,  there  will  be  a  jury  jolly  well 
packed,  and  in  all  probability  half  adozea 
of  these  unfortunate  men,  wnolam  sure 
never  saw  District  Inspector  Martin, 
will  be  hanged.  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  take 
notioe  of  this  Orange  feeling,  and  will 
be  issue  orders  to  these  Orange  Deputy 
Xiieutenanta  and  Justioes  ?  Will  he 
follow  the  example  of  hia  predsceeeor, 
who,  when  I  brought  a  similar  case 
under  his  notice,  that  of  an  Orange 
magistrate  leading  300  men  in  mihtar; 
array  against  a  peaceful  meeting  which 
I  was  addressing,  struck  him  from  the 
Commission  ?  Again,  I  want  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
particularly   to    the   tJaims    for   oom- 

KDsation  made  by  certain  people  in 
aland  for  alleged  injuries.  A  miser- 
able man— a  Head  Constable  in  the 
Ooonty  of  Wexford — said  that  his  eyes 
were  injured,  and  that  he  could  not  see 
to  work,  though  immediately  after  croes- 
ez^mination  he  was  able  to  take  notes 
and  write  down  the  addreases  of  persons ! 
l^his  man  has  got  £500  oompensation, 
and  I  think  a  more  atrodoiu  piece  of 
robbery  than  that  was  never  perpe- 
trated ;  and  I  take  the  liberty  of 
advising  the  people  of  that  diatrint 
most  eameatly  to  resist  if  money 
levied  for  such  a  purpose  as  this. 
It  really  means  that  if  a  constable 
behaves  with  special  atrocionsness 
Ireland,  and  he  gets  a  scratch  oi 
crooked  look,  he  will  be  rewarded  by  the 
grant  of  £600.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secreto^,  with  his  usual 
attention  to  public  affairs,  has  gone  out. 
I  certainly  think,  after  the  specimen  we 
have  had  to-night  of  his  conduct,  that 
we  ought  to  reduce  his  salary  by  one 
half,  or  three-quarters  at  least.  [The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  here  re- 
Jfr.  W.  Rednmtd 


tamed.]  I  am  glad  to  see  that  tha- 
thceat  of  a  farther  redaction  has  braught 
(he  right  hon.  Gentleman  ba^.  I 
want  to  Ieuow  speoifioally  about  these 
two  oases — first,  the  Orange  meeting  in. 
Enniskillen ;  and,  secondly,  the  oompen- 
sation of  theae  men.  And,  thirdly,  will 
he  give  us  the  names  and  addresses  ot 
the  two  wretched  Irish  ooustables  whO' 
were  sent  to  guard  Pigott  in  Anderton'a 
Hotel,  and  who  allowed  him  to  escape  ?' 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  take- 
any  action  to  bring  these  men  to  j  ustica  f 
Imagine  what  a  great  deal  of  tronble 
would  have  been  spared  if  these  two 
constables,  instead  of  winking  at  Pigott' s- 
escape,  had  arrested  him.  The  right 
bon-  Gentleman  has  got  to  account  for- 
the  conduct  of  theiie  two  policemen. 
But  not  all  the  waters  of  the  Atlantto- 
will  wash  them  clean.  They  are  steeped 
ap  to  the  eyebrows,  in  connection  with 
the  Tiatei,  in  this  atrocious  business. 
In  all  the  transactions  between  England 
and  Ireland,  a  viler,  a  blocker,  or  more 
atrocious  plot  was  never  heard  of.  Not 
only  the  Attorney  General,  but  the 
Prime  Iffinister,  a  nobleman — well,  I  do 
not  know  whether  he  is  a  nobleman  or 
not — has  not  acknowledged  he  was 
wrong.  The  Prime  Minister  and 
everybody  else,  down  to  the  Attomev 
General  and  the  very  smallest  olnk 
in  the  ofQce  of  Mr.  Soames,  solicitor 
to  the  Tiwut,  should  confess  and 
dear  themselves.  [^LatyKUr.']  Yes ; 
and  I  certainly  would  advise  the 
Attorney  General  to  oontees  and  make 
a  clean  breast  of  it.  Unless  from  ibe 
Prime  Minister  down  to  the  smallest 
clerk  in  Mr.  Soames'  office  they  ac- 
knowledge they  were  wrong,  they  will 
go  down  to  history  as  men  engaged 
in  the  greatest  and  vilest  plot  ever 
heard  of. 

An  hon.  Msmbbb  called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  there  are  not  40  Members 
present.  On  the  House  being  counted 
a  quorum  was  found  to  be  in  attendance. 

Mb.  murphy  (Dublin,  St.  Pat- 
rick's): Mr.  Chairman,  upon  the  Yote  for 
the  salary  of  the  Chief  Secretary  thequee- 
tion  of  the  whole  admiDistration  of  Ire- 
land can  very  properly  be  raised,  beoaase 
the  entire  machinery  ot  Goveminent 
is  under  the  control  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  highest,  as  wellaa  Uie 
lowest,  of  the  Irish  officials  take  their 
instruotious  from  the  Chief  Secretary.  It 
is  not  at  all  necessary  that  he  should 
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lengths  they  can,  in  order  to  induoe 
people  to  fpyo  evidence  whioh  would  be 
advene  to  the  Irish  Uembers,  and  to 
the  other  persona  charged  by  the  Tiitut. 


isane  instructionB  in  the  SautU  or  b; 
oircolar,  beoaase  no  secret  society  in  the 
vorld  conveys  its  wishes  to  its  Members 
flo  surely  and  eeoretly  as  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman coaveyB  bis  wishes  to  his  subor- 
dinates. The  right  hon.  Oentleman, 
replying  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle, 
baB  to-night  indulged  in  a  great  many 
atroug  epithets— epithets  whioh  struck 
me  as  being  rather  of  the  fishwife 
-obaraoter;  but  the  Chief  Secretary 
scarcely  attempted  to  meet  the  serious 
-charge  brought  ai^ainst  him,  the  police 
force,  and  the  magisterial  party  in  Ire 
land,  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
aubmitted  to  the  House  a  long  list  of 
instanoee  taken  from  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Boyal  Oommission,  whioh 
proved  beyond  the  possibility  of  dispute 
that  Irish  Besident  Magistrates,  Divi- 
sional Magistrates,  and  police  have  been 
for  a  considerable  penod  engaged,  not 
only  in  giving  information  to  the  Timm, 
but  in  collecting  evidence.  The  Chief 
Secretary  only  attempted  to  deal  with 
two  of  the  charges  made,  allowing 
-the  rest  to  go  by  default.  He  dealt  with 
the  ease  of  the  visiting  of  Tracy  by 
Head  Constable  Preston,  and  the  case  of 
the  visiting  of  Walsh  by  Inspector  Alan. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  denied  that 
Alan  tried  to  influence  Walsh  by  telling 
him  that  a  certain  prosecution  in  con- 
nection with  a  criminal  fraud  upon  an 
insurance  company  would  not  be  pro- 
ceeded with  against  him  if  he  would  come 
over  to  England  and  give  evidence  for 
the  Timtt.  The  Chief  Secretary  scoffed 
At  the  Bu^^esdon,  beoaase,  he  sud,  it 
was  not  in  the  power  of  the  Inspector 
to  promise  Walsh  immunity  in  respect 
of  an  offence  committed  against  a  Liver- 
pool  insurance  company.  But  it  must 
be  remembered  that  the  offence  was 
committed  in  one  of  the  western  towns 
of  Ireland,  and  that  it  was  in  that  place 
And  not  in  Liverpool  that  the  proseon- 
tion  in  respect  of  the  offence  would  have 
taken  place.  The  argument  of  the  right 
bon.  Gdiitleman  on  that  point,  therefore, 
was  utterly  worthlese.  It  is  perfectly 
notorious  in  Ireland  that  the  whole 
viachinery  of  the  Government — the 
whole  of  the  police  and  magieterial 
^forces — have  been  engaged  in  assisting 
the  Timtt,  not  mere^  doing  it  in  a 
legitimate  way,  bnt  going  the  greatest 


the  other  persons  charged  by  the  I*nut. 
The  Chief  Secretary  has  laid  down  a 
proposition  that  it  is  the  buainese  of  the 
Government  to  supply  all  information 
in  their  possession  for  the  purposes  of 
this  investigation.  All  that  is  quite 
true,  but  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that 
the  object  of  this  inquiry  is  to  consider 
charges  and  allegations  mode  by  the 
Finui  newspaper  against  certain  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  and  others  It  most 
be  assumed  that  when  the  TlVrtti  mode 
the  charges  and  allegations  they  had 
some  foundation  for  the  charges  and 
allegations  they  made,  and,  therefore, 
I  suomit  it  was  not  the  business  of  the 
Government  to  go  beyond-  giving  the 
TVfflM  whatever  information  they  asked 
for.  It  was  not  the  businese  of  Govern- 
ment to  volunteer  information  to  the 
TTiMM — to  volunteer  evidence  whioh  the 
Timfff  could  not  possibly  know  anything 
about  at  the  time  they  published  their 
artioles.  Now  let  me  refer  to  the 
evictions  which  have  taken  place  at 
Faloarragh,  and  to  the  reebtanoe  mode 
by  the  people  at  those  evictions, 
resulting  in  the  trial  at  Eonis- 
killen  before  Judge  Johnson.  It  was 
proved  at  the  trial  that  the  bailiffs 
who  were  employed  to  execute  the 
decrees  of  possession  were  not  the  ordi- 
nary bailiffs  who  had  been  hitherto, 
under  all  previous  Acts  of  Parliament, 
employed  in  similar  circumstances.  I 
have  been  told  that  under  the  Aot  of 
1887  a  landlord,  when  he  has  got  a 
decree  of  possession,  is  entitled,  con- 
trary to  the  practices  under  all  previous 
legislation,  to  appoint  his  own  bailiff. 
That  may  be  good  law,  but  I  eubmit  to 
the  SoUcitor  General  for  Ireland  that  it 
is  a  most  inexpedient  thing  that  such  a 
proceeding  shonld  be  encouraged.  In 
the  case  I  refer  to,  it  was  proved  that  a 
most  disgraceful  and  scandalous  scene 
took  place  at  the  evictions.  At  the  pre- 
sent time  there  are  certain  people,  a 
kind  of  freebooters,  engaged  in  carrying 
out  evictions.  These  men  do  not  go  in 
the  professional  manner  that  ordmary 
bailiffs  employed  by  a  sheriff  would  do, 
but  they  go  like  a  pack  of  freebooters 
in  an  enemy's  country,  and  behave 
themselves  aeoordingly.  The  men  em- 
ployed in  the  Falcarragh  evictions  were 
not  satisfied  to   take    the    houses  by 
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usault,  or  b;  an;  other  of  the  methods 
employed  by  regular  batli&,  but  they 
commenoed  a  cannonade  orfusilade  with 
stonee  at  the  houses  vhenever  the 
people  presented  themeelTsa  at  the  win- 
dows. The  result  was  that  many  people 
were  seriously  hurt.  Her  Majesty  s  mail 
cart  happened  to  ha  passing  by  and  a 
passenger  was  struok  by  a  stone  thrown 
by  an  emergenqy  man.  The  passenger 
applied  to  the  Besident  Magistrate  for 
rearees,  but  that  gentleman  refnaed  to 
take  any  action  in  tfan  matter.  I  men- 
tion this  in  order  to  urge  on  the  Qorem- 
ment  the  desirability  of  aotingnpon  and 
enforcing  the  suggestions  that  Jud^ 
Johnson  made  at  the  trial.  He  said,  in 
passing  sentence  on  the  prisonern,  that, 
when  charging  the  Qrand  Jury,  he  was 
under  the  impression  that  the  writs  had 
been  addressed  to  the  Sheriff,  instead  of 
to  obscure  and  irresponsible  persona ; 
and  he  expressed  a  strong  opinion  that 
in  alt  such  oases  it  would  be  most 
desirable  that  the  writ  should  be  ad- 
dresaed  to  the  sheriff  of  the  oonnty. 
The  reason  of  this  opinion  was  quite 
obnouB.  I  hope  that,  although  land- 
lords are  quite  within  their  right  in 
omploying  these  men,  when  the  forces 
of  the  Crown  are  applied  for  in  order  to 
assist  in  oarrying  out  evictions,  the 
GoTemment,  under  such  ciroumatanoeB 
as  those  I  have  narrated,  will  oonsider 
the  very  wise  suggestions  of  Judge 
Johnson,  and  will  hesitate  before  they 
send  the  niilitary  and  police,  and  there- 
by give  their  sanction  to  suoh  diagraoe- 
ful  and  outrageous  proceedings  as  took 
place  at  Faloarragh.  I  pass  now  to 
questions  relating  to  what  is  called  the 
material  interest  of  the  country.  When 
the  Qovemment  came  into  power  a  few 
years  ago,  one  of  the  great  planks  in 
their  platform  was  a  Local  Government 
for  Ireland,  similar  to  English  Local 
Qovemment.  In  addition  to  that, 
Ireland  was  to  have  a  great  scheme 
of  public  works,  fears  nave  passed, 
and  the  only  ontcome  of  the  promises  of 
the  Oovernment  bas  been  a  scheme  for 
drainage,  which  was  brought  in  last 
year  by  the  Chief  Secretary  in  the  form 
of  IMvate  Bills.  It  is  true,  they  were 
read  a  first  time,  but  no  serious  effort 
was  made  to  get  them  passed.  The 
fact  that  objection  was  raised  to  the 
Bills  being  taken  after  12  o'clock  at 
night  was  made  a  great  handle  of  in 
the  country.  No  less  a  personage  than 
Ur.  Murphf 


the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  him- 
self spoke  of  the  alleged  obatruotioa  of 
busiaeas,  and  painted  out  that  the  Irish 
Members  were  responsible  for  theabsenoe 
of  the  material  development  of  Ireland.  I 
oharacteriee  that  as  an  utter  and  hollow 
aham,  because,  when  the  Bills  were 
introduced,  they  were  not  introduned 
with  the  intention  of  their  being  passed. 
I  believe  that  the  Bills  ware  utterly  in- 
adequate and  insufficient  for  the  object 
they  were  supposed  to  have.  In  my 
opinion  they  were  merely  intended  as  a 
sop  to  the  people,  who  were  expecting 
the  Government  to  fulfil  their  pledges. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  introduotioa  of 
the  Bills  has  had  a  very  injuriona  effect 
upon  the  material  development  of 
Ireland.  There  are,  at  the  present 
time,  in  foroe  in  Ireland  some  very  use- 
ful Drainage  Acts.  They  are  capable  of 
great  improvement,  no  doubt,  and 
would  be  improved  if  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Boyal  Commisaion  on 
Public  Works  were  carried  out.  But 
8lnoe  the  Government  promised  legis' 
tation  in  a  direction  opposite  to  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Soyal  Com- 
mission, the  result  is  that,  whereas  in 
former  years  certain  work  was  being 
done  every  year,  under  the  existing 
Drainage  Acts,  since  the  Government 
intimated  their  intention  of  legialating 
in  reepeot  of  drainage,  the  whob  of  the 
operation  of  existing  Acts  has  been 
suspended.  While  no  new  legislation 
has  been  passed,  the  existing  Acts 
are  now  practically  at  a  stand  atill. 
The  whole  schema  of  the  Barrow  Drain- 
age will  be  ajtoieo,  and  when  it  is  per- 
fected the  public  and  the  Government 
will  wish  that  it  had  never  been  com* 
menced.  Only  quite  recently  the  acheme 
was  condemned  at  a  public  meeting  in 
the  Queen's  County.  I  submit  that,  for 
all  practical  purposea,  it  is  out  of  the 
power  of  anyone  to  properly  criticize 
the  scheme  before  the  Committee  of  thia 
House  or  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  to 
submit  that  the  Bill  can  be  much  more 
satisfactorily  dealt  with  on  the  Second 
Beading  in  this  House,  where  the 
opinions  of  many  persons  acquainted, 
with  the  subjeot  can  be  taken.  I  trust 
that  we  shall  have  an  opportunity  of 
considering  it  on  the  Second  Beading, 
and  that  we  shall  not  be  treated  as  we 
were  last  year  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
throwing  the  scheme  at  ua  after  12 
o'clock  at  night,  and  telling  us  that  if 


jo^CjOe>gle 


457 


Bvppl^— 


jMarohSI,  18S9| 


CVetl  StrviMt.         46$^ 


U  ma  not  disoossed  then  it  wonld  not  be 
ooomdarod  at  all.  With  rM^aid  to  the 
g«ieral  policj  of  tha  Chief  Beoretary,  I 
contend  that  it  has  been  a  oomplete 
faUnre.  Even  those  who  sympathize 
with  the  Party  with  which  the  right 
hem.  Gentleman  is  connected  in  Ireland, 
and  who  originally  used  to  be  lonil  in 
their  praiaee  of  the  heroic  action  of  the 
right  non.  Qentlemaa,  have  learned  to 
ooneiderably  modify  the  enlogistic  terms 
in  which  they  speak  of  him.  The  con- 
dition of  things  between  the  people  and 
the  police  is  infinitely  worse  than  it  e^r 
iras  in  the  whole  of  my  experience — a 
reenlt  directly  to  be  attributed  to  the 
policy  of  exasperation  adopted  by  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman. 

Ub.  HANDEL  0089HAU  (Bristol, 
E.^  Ithinkitthedutyof  EogliabHem- 
bers  to  take  part  id  this  diBonsaion,  see- 
ing that  the  matter  is  one  which  affects 
as  all.  The  Police  Force  of  Ireland  is 
paid  for  out  of  the  National  Exchequer; 
therefore  I  think  it  is  the  dnty  of 
English  Members  to  critioiza  the  action 
of  the  Ohief  Secretary  with  regard  to 
that  force;  and  I  am  bound  to  say,  from 
the  clofle  examination  I  hare  been  able 
to  give  the  subject,  I  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  this  matter  has  been 
completely  destruotiTe  of  the  interests  of 
the  country.  The  Ministry  hare  their 
own  policy  with  regard  to  the  Qovem- 
mant  of  Ireland  and  we  have  ours,  and 
it  is  for  experience  to  show  which  is 
right;  but  the  position  of  affairs  has 
lately  very  much  widened  by  the  indis- 
criminate use  of  the  Irish  Police  in  con- 
nection with  the  Special  Oommission 
now  sitting  in  the  Strand.  If  it  has 
oometotbie — thatthe  Police  Forces  in  this 
country  are  to  be  need  for  the  purpose 
of  attacking  and  blackening  the  cbarac- 
tanot  Members  of  this  House— I  do 
not  know  who  is  safe.  The  Government 
stand  charged  with  using  the  Executive 
Forces  of  the  Grown  for  the  puipose  of 
blackening  the  character  of  a  Party  in 
tiiia  House ;  and  it  is  not  enough  to  say 
they  have  not  suooeeded  in  it,  for, 
aa  a  matter  of  fact,  the  result  has 
been  to  blacken  themselves  instead 
of  their  opponents.  Worse  than  this, 
the  conduct  of  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
been  completely  demoralizing  to  the 
Polios  Force  itself,  for  what  can  be 
more   demoraliring   than    to    use    the 


Police  Force  to  advance  a  cause  which 
is  founded  upon  forgery  and  peijnry  ? 
The  whole  thing  is  demoralizing,  not 
only  to  the  cause  itself,  but  to  the 
people  governed.  The  Police  Force  of 
Ireland  has  coat  us  an  enormous  sum 
of  money,  and  this  comes  home  to  tilie- 
people  of  England.  I,  for  one,  object 
to  my  oonstituente  being  chai^^  to 
keep  up  a  system  such  as  the  Chief 
Secretary  is  now  carrying  out.  Hia 
policy  is  irritating  to  the  people.  The- 
object  of  a  Government  shoidd  be  to- 
cement  the  people  to  themeelves  and  to 
the  law ;  but  the  policy  at  present  guid- 
ing the  Irish  Administration  is  exactly 
the  reverse — it  is  one  which  irritates 
the  people ;  and  history  shows  us  that 
more  Empires  have  beeo  wrecked  by 
maladministration  of  that  sort  than  by^ 
any    obstinacy    on     the    part    of     the 

a  pie.  So  tar  as  the  Amendment 
are  the  Committee  is  coocemed,  I 
cordially  support  it ;  and  if  I  have  any 
fault  to  find  with  it,  it  is  that  it  is  too 
modest,  and  does  not  propose  to  reduce 
the  salary  of  the  Chief  Seoretaiy  by 
a  sufficient  sum.  I  should  have  pre- 
ferred the  Amendment  if  it  had  proposed 
to  reduce  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
salary  by  half  the  amount,  for,  even 
with  half  his  salary,  I  should  hold  he 
was  overpaid  for  his  present  misgoverD- 
ment  of  Ireland.  I  trust  that  the  effect 
of  this  discussion  will  be  to  alter  the 
position  in  which  we  stand  in  respect  of 
the  use  of  the  forces  of  the  Ctowu 
in  Irdand.  I  am  convinced  that  if  the 
people  of  England  only  knew  how  their 
money  was  being  squandered  in  thia 
respect  in  order  to  support  the  Irish 
landlords  and  an  oppressive  Administra- 
tion, that  the  Chief  Secretary  would  not 
occupy  his  present  position  ten  minutea 
longer.  If  the  country  were  polled 
to-morrow,  unquestionably  to-morrow 
would  be  the  last  day  of  the  existence 
of  the  present  Goverament.  ErictioDS 
have  been  carried  out  in  Ireland  which 
have  resulted  in  the  death  of  persons 
evicted,  and  I  maintain  thatthe  conduct 
of  the  Government  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  is  stained 
with  crimes  like  that.  I  maintain  that, 
for  one  man  who  has  died  in  Ireland 
from  any  attempt  to  break  the  law,  ten 
have  bean  killed  by  evictiona.  On  be- 
half of  my  oonstituents,  I  declare  that 
we  object  to  the  use  of  the  forces  of  tha 
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ok.  HABBIB  (Gftlwaj,  £.)=  The 
right  h<m.  Gentleman  th«  Chief  8«cra- 
tazy  haa  mferrod  to  the  man  Tnej  in 
an  inainnatlng  manner.  Well,  if  be  had 
any  charge  to  make  against  the  man.  or 
if  there  me  anything  behind  what  he 
was  saying,  the  proper  conrae  for  him 
-to  haye  pursued  waa  to  haive  put  hia 
facts  before  the  House  like  a  man.  I 
do  not  know  that  anyone  has  ever  been 
worae  treated  by  the  Irish  Office  than  I 
myself,  with  regard  to  papers  seized  in 
my  house.  I  waa  anbpcenaed  to  produce 
certain  papers,  and  I  had  not  got  them, 
as  they  had  been  destroyed.  ICany  of 
them  were  of  no  Talne,  and  even  these 
that  were  of  value  were  not  my  property, 
but  the  property  of  persons  who  had 
oorrespondBd  with  me,  so  I  thought  it 
my  duty  to  destroy  them.  But  the 
Ooremment  did  not  destroy  the  copies 
they  had,  and  as  soon  as  the  Bpwoal 
Oommiaaion  was  opened  they  were  pro- 
duced for  the  use  of  the  Tm»t'  lawyers. 
I  do  uot  say  that  the  Ooremment  were 
not  justified  in  their  action — at  all 
•rents  in  producing  some  of  these 
letters,  if  they  threw  light  on  the 
inquiry,  but  in  giving  up  uiese  private 
dooumeats  the  Oovemment  should  have 
anbmitted  them  to  the  Judges,  and  not 
to  the  limii,  to  be  garbled  and  used  in 
any  manner  the  Twu**  oounael  thought 
proper.  There  was  any  amount-  of 
whispering  in  the  Oonit  abont  the 
serionaaess  of  the  matter  in  my  lettars ; 
and  the  Attorney  General,  in  his  loi^, 
dul),  stupid  speech,  which  was  a  hybrid 
between  a  oharohman's  and  a  lawyw's, 
made  an  eaortftons  deal  of  the  matter. 
The  Attorney  General  in  tbia  way  fished 
to  see  if  he  oould  get  informers  to  prop 
np  the  case  of  l£e  TI'mm  by  muisg 
aoousatioBS  for  which  there  was  not  a 
eointilla  of  foundation.  I  say,  Sir,  that 
coodiiot  such  as  this  is  calculated  to 
bring  not  only  the  Qovemment  into 
contempt,  but  the  law  of  the  land. 
There  was  nothing  in  the  oMe  against 
me,  eioept  evidence  wUoh  the  Attorney 
General  extracted  bom  petiured  in- 
formers,  and  which  would  net  have  been 
listened  to  even  by  a  Dublin  jury.  If 
the  Government  were  anxious  that  a 
fair  investigatioa  should  be  made,  why 
did  they  not  call  the  Resident  Uagia- 
trates  and  others  from  the  district  In 
Jfr.  Bmtdtl  CMth^ 


which  I  live,  whom  they  brought  over  to 
give  evidcaue  on  behalf  of  the  Timm,  to 
give  evideoM  as  to  my  character  and 
antecedents.  The  Attorney  Geneial 
sheltere  birasdt  behind  his  bnef ,  but  ha 
got  his  brief  fkom  himself;  andiffaehad 
locked  at  the  matter  as  a  man  of  honour, 
surely  he  would  have  seen  that  theis 
was  no  foundation  for  the  infamous 
(Aaigea  made  against  my  character. 
With  regard  to  another  matter  last 
August  I  received  an  invitation  f^<om 
my  constituents  to  go  down  to  the 
district  of  Fortumaa.  The  complaint 
was  raised  that  there  were  no  efForti 
being  made  to  get  np  snbsoriptions  for 
the  defence  of  those  who  were  being 
prosecuted  by  the  TIi'mm  hef we  the  Oom- 
miaaion, and,  having  a  desire  to  address 
my  oonstituenta  on  the  subject,  I  went 
down  to  Portumna.  Aa  we  wei« 
acquainted  with  the  practices  of  the 
Conatabolaiyin  oonneotioii  with  popular 
demonstrations  in  Ireland,  we  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  if  our  meeting 
were  advertised  there  would  be 
a  Proclamation  from  Dublin  Oastle 
to  prohibit  it.  The  result  was  that 
we  decided  upon  sending  round  a 
otnmlar  to  the  people  w  the  effest  that 
I  intended  to  address  a  meeting  in  the 
open  air  at  theohapel ;  and  as  the  police 
were  in  tiie  habit  of  reeoiting  to  the 
chapel  yard  on  Sunday,  though  the  meet- 
ing was  in  one  sense  private,  it  waa 
public  so  fair  as  the  poHee  were  oon- 
oemed.  l%ore  was  not  time  fi>r  a  Pro- 
otamation  to  oome  down  from  DubHa 
Oastle  forbidding  the  meeting.  W^ 
the  meeting  waa  held,  and  we  inteaAed 
to  talk  about  the  maaistratea  and  the 
Ohief  Seoretaiy  and  the  Government, 
and  all  that,  without  the  slighteat  iutar- 
ferenoe  on  the  part  of  the  police.  We 
also  should  have  introduced  the  question 
of  subseriptiona  to  meet  the  Tmuf 
charges.  Now,  if  that  had  been  kepi 
in  the  baet^round  we  should  not  hwa 
been  molested,  aad  the  police  would  not 
have  vi<4ated  law  and  mder  astbaydid. 
No  sooner,  however,  did  I  get  on  A* 
platfoim  than  Mr.  Beid,  the  IKstriot 
laapeotor,  aad  hia  police  came  np, 
armed  to  the  teeth,  with  a  dreadful  look 
oa  thair  faeea,  and  disturbed  na.  I 
asked  if  he  had  got  any  order  &om 
Dublin  Oastie  to  stop  the  meeting.  I  said 
we  had  a  perfect  right  to  hold  ika  meet- 
ing; biU,saldh«,  "If  you  arenotoffthe 
ground  in  a  short  time  1  will  let  you  see." 
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Of  ooune  we  hwl  to  jitAA  to  the  argu- 
ment of  bard  eteel,  and  we  then  pro- 
ceeded with  our  prooeesion,  break,  oara, 
and  band  into  un proclaimed  lipperar;, 
where  we  had,  inatead  of  the  smaU 
.gathering  we  originallj'  oontemplated,  a 
•monster  meeting.  Now  I  would  ask  die 
"Chief  Secretary,  or  the  ciril,  quietl;- 
•Iteaking  Solicitor  General,  wbeuier  the 
tactice  pursued  b;  the  police  are  not 
-only  inefficient  for  their  own  purposes ; 
but,  remembering  the  condition  of  things 
that  exists,  are  Uie;  not  likely  to  lead 
to  scenes  of  bloodshed  ?  We  hear  much 
of  outrage  and  assassination  and  incite- 
ment to  violence,  and  many  a  baaty 
-word  uttered  on  a  platform  is  referred 
-to  in  this  House ;  but  if  the  account 
were  fairly  balanoed,  I  think  the  danger 
of  incitement  would  not  be  found  on 
-our  side.  There  was  another  instance. 
Father  Cohen's  oar  was  to  be  sold  for 
rent,  and  I,  with  myhon.  Friend  theKem- 
Eber  for  South  Tipperary,  decided  to  have 
a.  demonetratioo,  and  obtain  the  means 
^r  giring  the  reverend  gentleman  a 
new  oar.  Accordingly  a  meeting  was 
-announced.  On  this  occasion  Hr.  Beid 
took  the  preoautioQ  to  write  to  Dublin, 
-and  BO  we  bad  the  usual  Proclamation 
with  "God  save  the  Queen,"  and  here 
iet  me  say  bow  I  regret  that  the  name  of 
the  highest  lady  in  the  land  should  be  so 
continually  dragged  into  these  ptoceed- 
jngs.  You  cry  out  often  that  Her  Ka- 
Jesty's  Writs  will  not  run.  What  does 
that  mean  bat  that  Her  H^ssty's  sub- 
jects object  to  extermination?  Well,  this 
-time  we  bad  a  Proclamation  staring  us 
in  the  face,  but  it  stated  that  no  meeting 
should  be  allowed  to  disturb  the  sale, 
and  so  we  determined  there  should  be 
'DO  disturbance.  The  sale  was  over,  and 
'then  we  decided  in  a  dmstitntional  man- 
ner to  bold  our  meeting  and  express  our 
sympathy  with  Father  Cohen.  But  Hr. 
Beia  came  to  the  front  again,  talked 
about  illegality  and  proclamations  ;  and, 
though  we  argued  the  point,  in  the 
j-esult  we  yielded  to  the  bayonet  argu- 
ment on  his  side,  and  once  again  formed 
procession  aud  headed  for  Tipperary, 
this  time  not  so  for  off.  We  started, 
but  on  reaching  the  bridge  we  found 
cur  further  progress  barred  by  a  line  of 
police  with  bayonets.  There  we  were,  a 
peaceful  procession  of  people  about  to 
-express  our  sympathy  with  a  local  priest, 
actioe  perfectly  legally,  not  insulting  or 
meddling  with  any  human  being,  doing 
VOL.  COOXXXIV.    [thod  axuxB.] 


as  the  law  required,  going  into  an  nn- 
proclaimed  dietriot ;  but  there  on  the 
bridge  were  the  fixed  bayonets  before 
us.  O'Connor  and  I  walked  on  in  front. 
Kr.  Beid,  the  District  Inspector,  came 
up  in  great  haate,  there  was  some  whis- 
pering and  "collogoing"  among  the 
polioe,  and  then  we  were  allowed  to  pass. 
And  BO  we  had  a  demonstration  ten 
timee  more  efiective  than  if  we  had 
been  allowed  to  carry  out  our  original 
intention.  I  do  not  know  if  the  Chief 
Secretary  has  any  explanation  of 
these  things  and  I  do  not  much  oare. 
Ton  m^  hear  him  speak  for  hours 
in  this  House ;  but  go  to  Qalway  and 
you  will  see  the  state  of  the  faots 
which  I  hare  described,  but  in  mere 
outline,  the  skeleton.  If  I  were  to  go 
into  the  subject  of  OTictions,  and  show 
yon  how  the  whole  efforts  of  the  Gorera* 
ment  are  directed  against  these  poor 
mountaioeeie,  to  turn  them  out  of  tlie 
homes  their  own  efforts  have  made  com- 
paratively comfortable  out  of  a  desert 
waste— if  I  were  to  go  into  that  and 
show  you  how  these  homes  are  tors 
down,  how  Her  Majesty's  soldien,  the 
Scotch  Fusiliers,  with  bagpipes  playing, 
go  about  levelling  these  homes,  doing 
all  this  in  the  name  of  the  Queen — if  I 
went  into  this,  I  should  also  say  that, 
though  all  th,e  laws  made  sinoe  the  time 
of  Moses,  though  all  the  powers  that 
ever  juled  mankind,  though  sU  the 
writers  that  ever  wrote,  said  differently, 
the  people  are  right  in  defending  their 
homes. 

Ma.  FLTNN  [Cork,  N.):  In  the 
course  of  the  debate  this  evening  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  has  been 
called  in  a  very  marked  manner  by  the 
forcible  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  the  Member  for  Newcastle  to  the 
manoer  in  whieh  the  Irish  police  hare 
been  placed  at  the  dispowl  of  the 
managers  of  the  Timti,  and  not 
only  the  police,  but  Resident  Magis- 
trates and  all  the  paraphernalia  of 
law  and  order  in  Ireland.  As  so  mnch 
has  been  said  and  so  well  on  the  matter, 
I  will  not  detain  the  Committee  with  my 
obeervations  upon  it  at  any  length. 
What  I  have  to  say  is  by  my  calling 
attention  to  the  manner  in  which, 
directly  and  indirectly,  the  forces  of  the. 
Crown  ia  Ireland,  and  more  especially 
the  Besident  Magistrates  and  the  Con- 
stabulary, have  used  those  who  have 
endeavoured  to   collect  and  bring  for- 
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Wttrd  eridenoe  on  behalf  of  the  defen- 
dants ia  the  celebrated  Tinui  cose.  My 
hon.'  Friend  (Ur.  Harris)  has  referred 
to  Oalway,  and  to  meetings  oalled  for 
the  purpose  of  collecting  subscriptions 
for  the  defendants,  and  the  manner  in 
which  these  meetings  have  been  ruth- 
lessly suppressed  by  the  Constabulary  ; 
and  one  might  have  thought  that,  if 
only  to  preserve  an  outward  shov  of 
decent  impartiality,  the  police  in  such 
instances  would  have  received  censure 
&om  the  Chief  tjecretory.  But  the  same 
thing,  and  that  in  a  much  more  offensive 
manner,  has  occurred  from  time  to  time 
in  County  Kerry.  We  hear  mnoh  de- 
clamation about  equal  laws  and  equal 
justice ;  but  what  can  the  outraged 
peasant  of  Kerry  think  of  a  system 
which  to  his  knowledge  from  reading, 
and  from  his  personal  knowledge  of 
local  events,  places  the  whole  maohiaery 
of  the  police  unreservedly  at  the  dis- 
posal of  TVmm'  agents,  while,  on 
the  other  hand,  meetings  to  promote 
subscriptions  for  the  support  of  the  de- 
fence of  their  own  Members  against  the 
charges  made   by  the    Times  are  die- 

gsrsed  ?  Before  the  House  adjourned  at 
hrietmas  the  conduct  of  officials  in 
County  Kerry  was  brought  before  the 
notice  of  the  Chief  Secretary.  I  regret  to 
say  mention  of  Kerry  has  been  frequently 
before  the  Commission,  and  a  number  of 
outrages  have  been  referred  lo  in  the 
evidence  of  Resident  MagistrateB,  Com- 
missioners, or  whatever  Uiey  are  called. 
The  information  given  was  brought 
forward  under  circumstances  of  great 
suspicion,  into  which  I  will  not  nowenter, 
but  of  which  we  may  hear  something 
when  the  Commission  re-assembles. 
Upon  the  real  or  alleged  outrages  in  Kerry 
the  Time*  case  appeared  very  strong ;  but 
when  my  hon.  Fnend  (Mr.  Harrington), 
who  now  lies  under  the  barbarous  sen- 
tence of  sis  months'  imprisonment, 
directed,  in  asBociation  with  friends  who 
know  the  localities,  inquiries  to  be  made 
and  information  to  be  collected  relative 
to  the  issues  before  the  Commission,  the 

Eersons  they  employed  in  this  duty  were 
anted  b;f  tLe  police  from  plaoe  to  place, 
arrested  in  many  instances,  and  sent  to 
prison.  Three  young  men  from  the  town 
of  Killamey  on  a  Sunday  morning  were 
engaged  in  collecting  evidence  for  the 
purpose  I  have  described.  They  carried 
with  them  certain  tabulated  forms  to  be 
SUedipwitlL  reference  to  such  debates 
Mr.  Ftym 


Civil  8*rvie»t. 


4S4 


as  rentals,  valuations,  the  value  of  im- 
provements made  by  the  tenantry,  and 
other  matters  relevant  to  the  inquiry 
now  proceeding.  From  house  to  houB» 
these  young  men  were  followed  by  the- 
police,  and  at  last,  while  they  were  tta- 
gaged  in  taking  down  information  in 
the  house  of  a  tenant,  the  police  insisted 
upon  entering.  The  tenant  endeavoured 
to  prevent  the  trespass,  and  the  young 
men  explained  their  business;  yet,  not- 
withstanding, these  young  men  were 
arrested  on  the  spot,  taken  to  the- 
nearest  police  barracks,  aud  on  the  next 
morning  sent  to  gaol.  We  asked  for  an 
explanation  of  the  circumstances  here, 
and  after  that  process  of  interrogation, 
which  Conservative  papers  call ''bad- 
gering Ministers,"  we  bad  the  satisfao- 
tion  of  a  declaration  that  the  papers- 
taken  from  these  young  men  would  be 
restored,  and  that  if  no  other  charges- 
were  formulated  against  them  they 
would  be  released  in  due  course.  There- 
were  really  no  charges  whatever,  though 
there  was  the  usual  attempt  to  trump- 
up  a  charge  of  intimidation.  It  waa,. 
however,  perfecdy  clear  that  the  busi- 
ness of  these  men  was  collecting  evi- 
dence as  to  the  condition  and  treatment 
of  their  countrymen;  but  we  have  never- 
heard  from  that  day  to  this  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  has  caused  any 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  this  matter,, 
no  word  of  apology  to  the  men  unjustly 
arrested,  or  of  censure  for  the  police 
who  behaved  in  this  way.  All  that  wa* 
done  was  the  return  of  the  papers  seized. 
Does  not  the  Committee  conceive  that 
police  intimidation  of  this  kind  may  go 
a  long  way  to  provoke  violence  in  Ksny  t 
If  the  Irish  Administration  had  any 
conception  of  the  elementary  lawB  of 
administration,  they  would  have  insti- 
tuted a  searohing  inquiry  into  such 
matters  when  brought  to  their  know- 
ledge, and  have  given  specific  orders  to 
the  Constabulanr  not  to  interfere  witii,. 
except  to  faoilitatfl,  the  .work  u^n 
which  these  men  were  engaged.  Similar 
thinga  have  occurred  in  other  parts  of 
Kerry,  and  persons  engaged  in  collect- 
ing evidence  have  found  it  necessary 
to  receive  what  is  equivalent  to  that 
passport  which  now  obtains  in  Denial 
giviog  to  the  local  police  an  explana- 
tion of  their  mission  and  satisfy  tho 
official  mind  of  their  bonajidta.  Is  not 
this  a  Boandaloue  condition  of  things, 
another     proof'— a    negative    proof- — . 
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ftdded  to  thfl  poutire  proofs  brought 
forward— that  tne  Qorentmant,  instead 
of  acting  impartiallj,  have  used 
all  their  energies  to  support  the 
Tim**,  whenever  it  was  possible,  to 
burke  and  stifle  inquiry,  and  to  prevent 
the  eluddatJon  of  truth  on  the  evidence 
brought  before  the  Gommission  ? 

Ma.  T.M.HEALT  (Longford,  N.):  I 
was  very  much  struck  by  an  observation 
of  the  Chief  Seeretary  in  defending  the 
action  of  an  Irish  Inspector  with  regard 
to  charges  made  against  a  man  named 
Walsh,  and  he  defended  him  on  the 
ground  that  Inspector  Alan  discovered 
evidence  connected  with  Walsh  in  the 
course  of  a  secret  investigation  held 
under  the  1st  section  of  the  Grimes 
Act.  Now,  the  moment  I  heard  that, 
my  mind  wae  directed  to  finding  out 
what  amount  of  aocuracy  hie  statement 
oonbuned.  I  remembered  that  there  is 
a  provision  in  the  Act  requiring  the 
publication  in  the  DuMin  GautU  of 
quarterly  Beturas  showing  the  number 
of  inquiries  held  under  the  Ist  sec- 
tion, the  place  where  held,  the  hours  of 
inquity,  tbe  number  of  days  occupied, 
the  number  of  summonses  issued,  the 
names  of  witnesses  examined,  the  num- 
ber and  names  of  persons  committed 
for  contempt,  and  the  result  of  snch  in- 

auiries.  I  therefore  assumed  that,  as 
le  Act  is  only  two  years  old,  the 
law  would  have  been  complied  with. 
But  will  the  Committee  believe  that  the 
advocates  of  law  and  order — the  gentle- 
men who  proolaim  their  anxiety  to  give 
us  the  letter  of  tbe  law — for  the  two 

Sears  the  Statute  has  been  in  force 
ave  never  complied  with  the'  law? 
Here  is  the  Dublin  Oaittte  pure  as  a 
virgin  of  all  information  on  the  subject 
of  seoret  inquiries  during  the  last  two 
years.  We  are,  therefore,  unable  to 
oheok  the  statement  of  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Oentleman  as  to  the  inquiry,  and 
may  assume  that  no  auob  inquiry 
was  held,  or  else  wa  must  as- 
sume that  the  law  has  not  been 
complied  with.  We  spent  months  or 
weeks  over  the  Seoret  Inquiry  Clause, 
of  which,  t  daresay,  Mr.  Courtney,  you 
have  painful  reooUectian,  and  at  last  we 
got  the  Oovemment  to  assent  to  oertain 
provisions  on  this  subject ;  but  I  have 
searched  the  OautU,  and,  as  I  say,  I  find 
no  record.  Then  I  may  ask  the  Com- 
mittee, if  we  have  a  Oovemment  that 
iriU  break  a  Statute  like  this,  whioh  is 
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in  the  public  mind  and  before  the  public 
eye,  what  may  these  proceedings  be  in 
private  which  we  have  no  means  of 
checking,  what  illegality  may  they  not 
commit  in  furthering  the  interests  of  a 
gentleman  like  Mr.  Walter  and  a  journal 
like  the  Timtt  f  That  is  a  subject  which  no 
doubt  will  be  foundation  of  inquiry  later 
on.  I  turn  now  to  other  matters  in  the 
speech  of  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
will  take  this  case  of  Walsh  aa  a  sample 
of  the  veracious,  the  candid  manner  in 
which  the  right  hon.  0ent1eman  deals 
with  a  subject  before  the  Souse.  He 
said  it  was  out  of  the  power  of  the  Dis- 
trict Inspector  in  any  way  to  intimidate 
the  witness  Walsh  in  connection  with 
the  secret  inqoiry  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  dragged  in  by  the  hair  and 
horns — ao  to  speak.  He  said  it  was 
impossible  for  Inspector  Alan  to  intimi- 
date Walsh,  thougn  he  said  Walsh  con- 
fessed that  he  was  a  fraudulent  person  ; 
that  be  had  been  guilty  of  various  thefts 
and  embeatzlementa ;  that  it  was  quite 
impossible  that  the  Inspector,  Alan' 
could  offer  the  man  any  guarantee  of 
immunity,  because  he  was  an  Irish  Dis- 
trict Inspector,  and  the  crime  was  com* 
mitted  at  Liverpool.  Will  the  Com* 
mittee  believe  there  is  not  a  shred  of 
foundation  for  that  statement?  It  is 
true  that  the  head  office  of  the  insur- 
ance company  who  would  be  tbe  pro- 
secutors was  in  Liverpool ;  but  it  would 
I  be  a  new  doctrine  of  law  to  say  that  a. 
I  man  was  to  be  tried  in  Liverpool  for  an 
offence  committed  in  Ireland  because 
the  company  against  whom  he  com- 
mitted the  offence  had  their  head  office 
in  Liverpool.  I  suppose  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  got  that  idea  into  his  head 
through  having  had  so  much  to  do  with 
changes  of  venue.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  not  a  bit  abashed  or 
ashamed;  and,  of  course,  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  opposite  are  a& 
proud  of  him  as  ever.  Well,  if  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  were  detected  day  after 
day,  and  night  after  night,  in  making 
statements  which  turned  out  on  ex- 
amination to  be  without  foundation, 
Irish  constituents,  who  are  noonsed  of 
sending  men  into  this  House  without 
regard  to  their  honour  and  oharacteTr 
would,  I  believe,  quickly  dismiss  such 
a  man  &omhis  position.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  no  apology  to  offer  or 
mitigation  to  suggest,  but  ridee  off  on 
the  statement,  which,  he  said,  showed. 
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*ttat  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Nev- 
oastle  moat  be  wrone,  thftt  District  In- 
BpeotOT  Aiwa,  told  Mm  so;  and  hers 
someoae  said  why  was  he  not  called 
on  the  point?  Whereupon  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  receivinif  inspiration 
from  that  distinguished  fount,  the 
learned  Attome;  General,  said:  "He 
conld  not  be  examined  on  the  point  be- 
cause it  was  not  relevant  to  the  issue." 
Then,  what  becomes  of  the  statement 
that  we  could  have  examined  Mr. 
tjoames  as  to  the  way  in  which  be  got 
up  his  eridence?  I  myself  tried  to 
cross-examine  Mr.  Soames,  and  was  at 
once  met  by  the  chief  ally  of  the  n'«M 
on  the  Bench — namely  Mr.  Commis- 
sioner Smith ! ["  Order !"] 

Tee  OHAIRUAN:  Order,  order! 
Tiie  hon.  Member  must  withdraw  that 
remark. 

Ms.  T.  M.  HEALT:  I  respectfully 
submit  that  I  am  not  speaking  of  any 
Judges  of  the  land,  but  of  Koyal 
Oommisaionera.  ["Withdraw!"]  They 
are  Boyal  Oommisaioners  appointed  by 
Statute,  and  are  not  even  mentioned  in 
the  Act  as  Judges.  They  are  mentioned  in 
thiaway — "Sir  Archibt^d  Levin  Smith,  or 
Sir  something  Smith,  and  Sir  something 
Day."  ["  Order! "  and  "  Withdraw !  "J 
These  Commissioners  have  not  the 
power  of  sentence  possessed  by  the 
Judges,  and  I  reepectfally  suggest  that 
I  am  entitled  to  deal  with  them  as  Com- 
missioners. But,  of  course,  I  will 
withdraw  if  you.  Sir,  rule  that  I  am 
out  of  order.    [■'  Withdraw !  "] 

Tbb  GHAIBMAN  :  I  must  call  upon 
the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw  the  re- 
mark. 

Mb.  T.  H.  HEALT :  I  will  do  so  with- 
out any  more  words,  and  will  say  that  I 
was  at  once  met  by  Mr.  Justice  Smith 
with  the  inquiry,  "  How  is  that  relevant 
-to  any  issue  ?  "  In  the  same  way  I  meet 
the  BUggOBtion  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
when  he  says  that  we  could  have  cross- 
oiamined  Mr.  Soames  as  to  how  he  got 
up  his  evidence.  I  meet  him  in  this 
way,  "How,  and  in  what  way,  is  this 
relevant  to  the  issue?"  The  Committee 
must  remember  that  the  witness  Walsh 
stated  that  he  was  compelled  by  Sub- 
loapector  Alan  to  come  forward  to  give 
evidenee  against  the  local  priests  in 
-CuuDty  Mayo,  because,  if  he  did  not,  he 
wuuld  be  prosecuted  for  felony  and 
fraud.  In  fact,  there  was  not  a 
eiugle  witness  who  come  forward  for 
Jfr.  T.  It.  Efl^ 
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the  Tiwut,  of  the  informer  class,  who 
was  not  either  an  ex-higbwayman,  a 
man  who  had  eoSered  penal  servitude, 
or  was  ezonsed  from  doing  so  by  the 

Klice.  The  Irish  Secretary  has,  I 
tieve,  given  an  answer  on  that  point. 
He  says  the  fact  that  they  were  unable 
to  obtain  evidence  was  owing  to  the 
melancholy  state  of  Ireland.  Well, 
aooording  to  the  Treasury  Bench,  Ireland 
is  always  in  one  of  two  conditions — it  is 
always  either  in  a  melancholy  condition 
or  a  condition  of  great  prosperity.  If 
they  want  to  show  how  the  Crimes  Act 
is  working,  then  Ireland  is  happy,  pros- 
perous, and  contented.  Her  Majesty's 
Judgee  ore  being  presented  with  wmte 
gloves  all  over  the  country,  people  are 
settling  down,  cattle  are  a  pound  a  head 
dearer,  and  the  hanks  have  two  millions 
more  of  investments ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  if  we  want  Local  Government,  or 
any  concession  from  the  Ministers  which 
will  benefit  the  country,  then  Ireland  is 
in  a  most  terrible  condition — a  most 
melancholy  condition.  When  we  say, 
"  Why  do  not  you  get  proper  and  suit- 
able evidence?"  Ireland  gets  into  a 
"  melancholy  condition !  "  I  should 
have  thought  that,  under  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  wise  administration,  Ire- 
land would  have  thrown  over  oU  its 
evil  practicee,  and  that  the  law  once  more 
would  have  re-asserted  itself  in  all  its 
majesty,  and  that,  with  the  power  and 
intelligence  of  such  Resident  Magistrates 
08  Captain  Segrave,  whose  firmness, 
courage,  and  independence  are  above  all 
praise,  intimidation  had  been  forever  laid 
at  rest.  But,  oh  !  that  is  not  the  cose  at 
all.  For  the  purposes  of  the  TVmm'  in- 
quiry, intimidation  is  so  rampant  that 
the  widow  of  a  murdered  man  is  a&aid 
to  come  forward  to  face  a  murderer; 
that  is  the  result  of  two  and-a-halfyeant 
of  thie  administration.  One-sixth  of  the 
period  of  20  years'  resolute  government 
has  expired  which  was  to  restore  Ireland 
to  the  golden  rule,  and  yet  these  are  the 
extraordinary  admissions  which  come 
from  the  Front  Bench  opposite.  I  trust 
the  Liberal  Unionists  will  take  note  of 
this  admission — that  law  and  Order  have 
absolutely  no  friends  in  Ireland  except 
tbe  police.  Probably,  this  is  on  admis- 
sion made  by  the  right  hon.  Qeotleman 
in  one  of  his  unguarded  moments — 
probably,  the  Committee  will  do  well  to 
correct  the  Chief  Secretary's  speech  of 
Thursday    by    the    Chief     Secretary's 
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speech  of  Monday;  and,  probably,  if 
tne  Commit  tas  could  remember  wliat 
the  right  bon.  Qentleman  taya  on  Uon- 
day,  it  would  come  to  the  oonolusion  that 
his  speech  on  Monday  requires  no  reply 
firom  us.  It  is  because  tho  Committee 
■nd  the  House  has  a  knack  of  forgetting 
on  Monday  what  was  said  on  Thursday, 
and  of  forgetting;  on  Thursday  what 
was  said  on  Monday,  that  it  is 
Decessaiy  for  qb  to  make  these  A- 
povures  in  this  House.  So  much 
for  the  Walsh  part  nt  the  case. 
With  regard  to  theShannon  incident,  the 
Irish  Secretary  stated  that  he  was  no  more 
responsible  for  Mr.  Shannon  than  any 
Member  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
Souse.  Is  that  true  or  not  J  Who  ad- 
mitted Shannon  into  Maryborough 
Prison?  Did  ha  get  in  OTerthewaUF 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  him  the 
order  to  see  the  convict  Delaney,  who 
had  been  sentenced  to  death  and  re- 
prieved, and  who  was  also  an  ex-high- 
wayman, and  therefore  the  most  suitahle 
witness  for  the  Timet.  Shannon  saw 
Delenpy  and  administered  the  oath  to 
him.  Oh,  Sir,  the  value  of  the  oath  of 
Delanay  !  What  a  sweet  savour  it  must 
have  had  under  the  nostrils  of  the  At- 
torney General !  I  am  sure  the  sugges- 
tion that  Shannon  should  get  Delaney  to 
gjve  tha  additional  sanctity  of  an  oath 
to  his  statement  emanated  from  the  pious 
brain  of  the  Attorney  General.  There 
was  in  it  that  touch  of  purity,  that  de- 
termination to  do  everything  that  was 
noble  and  becoming  to  the  Lmder  of  the 
Bar.  If  we  could  only  probe  this  matter, 
we  should  find,  I  am  persuaded,  that 
Shannon  took  into  Maryborough  the 
Family  Bible  of  the  Attorney  General. 
Shannon  hod  access  to  the  prisoner 
Delaney ;  when,  however,  I  tried  to  see 
Mr.  W.  O'Brien  in  Clonmel  Gaol,  I  was 
refused  admission.  But  then  Mr. 
O'Brien  hod  the  misfortune  not  to  be  an 
Invincible,  and,  not  being  a  Timet  wit- 
ness, I  and  a  solicitor,  also  a  Member  of 
this  House,  were  refased  permisaion  to 
see  Mr.  O'Brien  tor  the  purposes  of  bis 
defence  until  the  matter  attracted  the 
attention  of  Mr.  Banm  Dowse.  That 
was  fair  play,  fair  dealing,  and  impartial 
oonduct  on  die  jHut  of  the  Chief  Seoetary 
in  the  right  han.  Gentleman's  own 
Opinion,  bat  it  is  not  so  in  mine.     I  now 

SM  from  the  8>hannon  incident.    The 
oiue  will  remember  the  splendid  way 
in  which  the  Irish  Secretary  gets  over 


'  all  his  diffloulties.  He  certainly  has 
adopted  most  unfair  tactics  In  this 
House,  his  manner  of  getting  over  hie 
difSculties  being  altogether  withont  pre- 
cedent— a  mannerin  which  I  have  never 
seen  any  official  try  to  get  over  diffi- 
culties before.  He  says,  "  Bring  your 
charges,"  and  when  we  cite  four  or  five 
different  cases,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
selects  the  most  trivial,  and  gives  a  sort 
of  reply  to  it,  more  or  less  indifferent, 
and  then  says,  "  With  regard  to  the 
other  cases,  I  know  nothing  about 
them."  That  is  the  style  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  does 
not  even  take  the  trouble  to  get 
up  hie  facts  with  regard  to  these 
Irish  coses.  Surely  it  is  due  to  his 
character  as  a  statesman  that  he  should 
treat  these  matters  in  a  more  solid 
fashion.  Surely  he  should  give  more 
valne  for  the  handsome  salary  he  re- 
ceives— though,  of  course,  we  know  that 
it  is  on  this  side  of  the  House  that  all 
the  paid  agitators  sit.  We  are  sure  on 
this  side  of  the  House  that  the  £5,000 
a-year  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  draws 
is  always  dropped  into  the  poor-box. 
I  maintain  that  ire  are  entitled  in  these 
cases  to  a  distinct  answer  with  regard 
to  the  charges  we  bring,  and  it  is  in  the 
ability  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
give  these  answers  that  we  can  test  his 
statements  as  to  the  desire  of  the 
Government  to  give  real  assistanoe  to  the 
Special  Commisiion.  We  have  asked 
how  it  is  that  the  police  have  provided 
for  thsir  informers  first-class  and  third- 
olasB  railway  tickets ;  and  it  is  fair  to 
ask,  if  it  is  only  the  function  of  the 
police  to  assist  in  bringing  forward 
eases,  why  do  they  make  themselves  tha 
caretakers  and  pilots  of  the  TiiMt'  wit- 
nesses? The  Timii  informers  are  as 
much  personally  conducted  to  the  Boyal 
Commission  Court  as  a  party  of  Cook's 
tourists  are  by  those  who  take  them 
round  to  see  the  sights.  What,  then, 
comes  of  this  pretended  imparti^ty  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  7  The  trick 
about  snbpcsnas  does  not  avail  in  the 
ease  of  Mr.  Home,  the  Beaident  Magis- 
trate, who  has  just  been  promoted  37 
steps  at  a  time  for  taking  down  the 
statements  of  witnesses  as  the  TVmm 
proofs.  I  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Seoreta^  a  question  to- 
day about  Mr.  Home — as  to  his  promo- 
tion—and the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
was  careful  to  answer  one  portion  of  tb* 
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qnestum  and  omit  the  most  important 
part  of  it.  Ifftj  I  now  ask  him  for  an 
ansirer?  In  addition  to  asking  over 
how  manjr  of  his  seniors  Mr.  Home  had 
been  promoted,  I  Bskod  how  long  was  Mr. 
Horse  engaged  in  oolleoting  the  oTidence 
was  need  bj  the  Tli'mM  before  the  Special 
Gommiesion,  but  to  that  the  right  bon, 
Oentleman  did  not  deign  to  giveany  reply. 
Ton  cannot  talk  about  suopcenas  in  the 
matter  of  Mr.  Home.  Here  is  an  Irish 
Besident  Magistrate,  with  a  salary  of 
£500  or  £600  a-year,  who  is  said  to  be 
of  great  rolue  for  the  purpoaes  of  the 
detection  of  crime  in  Ireland,  engaged 
in  Liondon  preparing  evidence  for  the 
TtntM.  Now  I  rejoice  to  think  that  Mr. 
Hume  has  been  so  Buocessful  in  detecting 
crime ;  but  is  ths  Strand  or  Fleet  Street 
a  "disturbed  district"?  Is  the  Inns 
of  Court  Hotel  a  proper  venue  for  the 
exercise  of  Mr,  Home's  great  ability? 
Waa  it  to  take  down  the  7V'«««'  proofs 
that  he  was  brought  over  ?  As  far  as  I 
can  recollect,  the  evidence  for  the  Timet 
began  on  the  2lBt  of  October,  but  Mr. 
Home  was  in  London  long  before  that 
time,  and  I  should  like  to  know  when 
Mr.  Home  did  come  F  This  system  of 
issuing  hundreds  of  subpcenaa — throw- 
tng  the  net  over  all  the  Irish  police 
barracks — is  a  transparent  farce  and 
humbug.  I  say  you  are  defiling  the 
avenues  of  the  law  and  abating  judicial 
processes  by  bringing  over  these  men 
on  subpoena,  and  then  never  calling 
them  or  attempting  to  call  them.  T< 
Bay,  "  Oh,  they  were  brought  over 
obedience  to  subpoena  !  "  But'  my 
answer  is,  the  way  to  test  that  would 
have  been  for  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  to  give  me  the  Beturn  I  asked  for. 
I  asked  for  a  Hetum  showing  the  number 
of  policemen  who  bad  been  brought 
over  from  Ireland,  the  number  called, 
and  the  time  those  who  were  not  called 
remuned  in  London.  That  would  have 
put  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  to  the 
test,  but  it  was  refused.  Mr.  Home 
might  have  been  here  on  snbpcena,  but 
the  snbpoena  was  humbug,  ana  I  charge 
upon  the  Attorney  General  that  he  must 
have  been  oonoemed  in  a  direct  decep- 
tion when  he  directed  a  whole  series 
of  subpcenas—l^"  Order,  order!"] — if, 
having  issued  those  subpoenas,  there  was 
no  intention  of  calling  the  witnesses. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
B.  E.  Wbbstxb,   Isle    of  Wight):    I 
ifr.  T.  X.  Btalg 


never  directed  a  single  eubpoena  to  be 
served. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  should  like  to 
know  who  advised  the  proofs?  If  the 
Attorney  General  did  not  direct  the 
subpoenas  to  be  served  he  failed  in  his 
duty,  and  did  very  little  for  the  £1,900 
he  got  on  his  brief.  Who  directed  the 
subpoenas  to  the  Irish  constables?     It 

the  du^  of  someone  to  adrise  the 
proofs,  and,  so  far  as  I  know,  that  duty 
IS  supposed  to  fall  upon  the  senior 
counsel  in  the  case.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  says  he  did  not  do 
that.  Who,  then,  brought  over  these 
constables  ?  How  long  were  they  here  ? 
If  there  was  no  intention  of  calling 
them,  why  did  not  the  Irish  Secretary 
take  some  steps  to  see  that  judici^ 
process  was  not  being  abused  in  this 
way  ?  Mr.  Soames  issued  a  circular,  in 
which  he  informed  the  Ttmei  witnesses 
that  they  would  be  served  with  sub- 
pcsnas  when  their  attendanoe  was 
required  in  London.  Why  was  that 
circular  not  sent  to  Captain  Plunkett 
and  Captain  Slack  ?  Now,  in  the  month 
of  March,  the  Gtovemment  are  very 
anxious  that  it  should  not  be  sapposed 
that  they  are  rubbing  skirts  with  the 
TimM,  and  would  have  us  to  understand 
that  they  are  conducting  business  on 
the  water-tight  compartment  system. 
They  wish  us  to  believe  that  the  Go- 
vernment have  nothing  to  say  to  the 
Attorney  General,  and  that  the  Attorney 
General  has  nothing  to  say  to  the  Go- 
vernment. Captain  Flunkett,  Mr. 
Andrew  Beid,  the  Inspector  General 
of  Constabnla^,  told  me  on  one  ocoasion, 
had  been  in  London  for  several  weeks 
past.  I  asked  him,  "Does  not  his  at- 
tendance here  dislocate  the  pnblio 
service  ?  "  and  his  reply  was,  "  On,  yes, 
it  does,  and  we  wish  he  were  back  in 
Dublin."  Hon.  Members  will  find 
that  in  the  Blue  Book  relaUng  to 
the  incident  which  took  plao* 
one  night  here  in  the  Lobby. 
Fearing  that  Captain  Plnnkett  was 
dyine  of  mna*  while  here  in  London 
and  Found  time  hanging  heavily  on  his 
hands  in  the  evening,  I  was  anxious 
that  he  should  return  to  his  official  duties 
in  Ireland,  and  so  I  asked  how  long 
Captain  Plunkett  had  bean  absent  from 
his  duties,  whether  his  pay  continued 
during  his  absence,  whether  arrange- 
ments similar  to  those  made  with  other 
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psraoDS  subpcsnavd  by  the  Timu, 
that  witoMtea  should  luLve  notiM  whea 
1ib«7  were  required,  had.been  made  with 
him.?  The  SoUoitor  Oeneml  for  Ireland, 
in  reply,  stated  that,  with  the  exoeptioii 
ot  a  short  mterval,  O&ptain  Plunkett  had 
been  in  London  oinoe  the  22nd  Ootober; 
bis  examination,  be  it  remembered,  not 
taking  place  till  February,  ao  that  at 
least  one-third  of  the  £1,000  a-year  you 
Are  going  to  rote  him  to  night  he  has  no 
right  to,  as  he  was  acting  for  and  paid 
by  the  TimM  all  the  while.  The 
Solioitor  Qenraal  for  Ireland  also  said 
Captain  Plnnkett's  pay  coutiiiaed  during 
his  absenoe,  and  it  was  unneoeuary  to 
give  Captain  Plunkett  inetruotionfl ;  that 
the  Ooremmeut  were  most  anxious  to 
hare  him  back  in  Ireland ;  but  he  was 
bound  to  remain  in  London  in  obedience 
to  his  subpoena,  and  the  time  of  his  ex- 
amination was  a  matter  over  whioh  he 
had  no  oontral.  This  was  before  the 
discovery  that  Oaptaio  Plunkett's 
sbsenoe  was  a  source  of  embarrassment 
to  the  Irish  Government;  that  em- 
barrassment was  not  disoOTered  until  the 
disoovery  of  the  Plgott  frauds.  It  will 
thus  be  seen  that  so  far  baek  as  Decem- 
ber the  attention  of  the  QoTemment  was 
called  to  the  needless  absence  of  Captain 
Plunkett  &om  Ireland,  and  to  the  fact 
that  in  the  case  of  other  Timtt'  witne 
there  was  a  notification  that  they  need 
not  attend  until  notioe  was  sent.  Why 
was  not  a  similar  course  pureued  with 
regard  to  Oaptun  Plunkett?  He  was 
bong  kept  here  against  the  will  and  in 
«pite  of  the  wishes  of  the  government, 
jost  about  as  mush  as  Le  Garon  was  called 
u  spite  of  their  wishes,  both  of  them 
having  been  subpceuaed  and  called  by 
the  Attorney  Qeanal,  who,  if  he  had 
not  wished  to  have  them  here,  would 
have  refused  to  cause  theOoremmenl  the 
embarrassment  whioh  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment BuStored  by  the  absence  of  Captain 
Plunkett.  When  he  was  at  last  oallod 
Captain  Plunkett  had  not  ■  word  to  say, 
and  if  he  said  very  much  we  should 
have  published  about  him  a  letter  that 
is  not  forged,  and  CaptMn  Plunkett's 
oontinuance  in  the  Public  Service  after 
the  publication  of  that  letter  would  have 
been  about  as  precarious  as  that 
of  Hr.  O'Neill  Begrave  after  the 
Oovemment  first  learned  what  had 
happened  in  his  case.  But  I 
will  pass  from  this  subject.  Captain 
Unnkett  m«j  go  back  and  earn    his 


thousand  a-year  as  for  as  I  am  con- 
cerned. I  now  come  to  Captain  Slack. 
He  was  here  for  60  days,  and  if  any- 
one will  turn  to  the  evidence  given  by 
him  and  Captain  Plunkett  he  will  see 
that  the  pretence  that  these  persons 
were  really  wanted  for  any  genuine 
purpose  ie  all  nonsense,  because  the 
amount  of  the  evidence  they  gave  was 
nii — at  any  rate  it  contained  nothing 
relevant  to  the  issue.  What  they  were 
here  for  was  to  put  pressure  on  the 
Constabulary  officers  and  privates,  and 
also  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  in  getting 
up  the  proofs  wanted  by  the  I\m«*,  just 
as  much  as  Mr.  Home  was  here  ftnr  the 
purpose  of  directing  the  Timtt'  proofs. 
Witn  regard  to  the  case  of  the  man 
Tracy,  tao  Chief  Secretary  says  this 
man  was  visited  by  Head  Constable 
Preston  in  Uillbank  Prison  on  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Soames,  and  he  givea  as  the 
reason  for  this  visit  that  Tracey  had 
been  concerned  in  most  serious  and 
abominable  crimes  in  Ireland.  Now,  if 
Tracy  had  been  concerned  in  su<di 
crimes,  why  was  he  not  tried  for  tbem  ? 
The  Oiief  Secretary  is  probably  under 
the  idea  that  the  man  Tracy  is  in  Mill- 
bank  under  sentenoe.  Nothing  of  tho 
kind ;  he  could  walk  out  of  prison 
to-morrow  were  he  so  miuded.  The 
fact  is  that  he  is  tiiere  of  his  own  free 
will,  and  is  kept  there,  in  lavender,  by 
the  police,  fed  by  them,  and  supplied 
with  luxuries  by  Uiem.  Let  us  see  what 
are  the  facta.  What  is  the  abominable 
crime  Tracy  has  committed  ?  Will  the 
House  believe  that  Tracy  has  been  for 
months  and  months  in  prison  in  Ireland, 
at  £rst  in  Bligo,  and  then  in  Belfast, 
where  there  was  ample  opportunihr  for 
the  Irish  Government  to  Bend  Head 
Constable  Preston  to  him,  and  finally  ia 
Millbankf  And  for  whsdhas  he  bees 
in  gaol  all  thia  time?  He  is  in  gaol 
because  he  refuses  to  find  a  £5  bail  to 
be  of  good  behaviour.  And  why  was 
he  called  on  to  find  a  £S  bailF  He 
never  brought  before  any  Court,  and 
never  sentenced,  If  he  were,  I  challenge 
the  records  of  that  Court.  I  challenge 
the  production  of  the  aummons  to  which 
he  appeared,  and  the  sentence  to  which 
he  was  subjeeted.  He  was  brought 
before  one  of  the  Besident  Magistrates  in 
a  police  barrack  in  secret,  a  pretended 
trial  was  gone  through,  and  the  man  was 
committed  to  gaol  with  his  own  ooa- 
nivanoe,  the  ima^ary  £6  bail  haviag 


jo^CjOOglC 


«a 


Stvph/— 


{0OHMON8) 


Cml  Stnieu. 


47* 


been  pnt  npon  him  so  that  the  police 
might  hare  Mm  nnder  their  thumbi  at 
the  time  they  might  vant  his  evidence, 
he  being  in  the  meantime  supported  in 
lozury,  BS  far  as  a  gaol  affords  luxury, 
in  the  matter  of  food,  reading,  and  so 
on.  That  is  the  case  of  the  man  Tracj. 
What,  then,  becomes  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary's suggestion  that  Preston  visited 
him  in  Millbank  because  his  bosom  tras 
the  repository  of  the  darkest  secrets  of 
Irish  crime?  What  ground  is  there 
for  the  snggeetion  that  any  attempt 
has  been  mode  to  tamper  with  Tracy 
on  the  part  of  the  Irish  Members  ?  Who 
was  to  tamper  with  him?  Was  he  not 
under  the  Government  lock  and  key? 
Nobody  can  get  aoceas  to  a  prison 
except  Shannon  and  Pigott — I  beg  par- 
don—and Mr.  Soames.  Who  was  it 
that  was  tampering  with  Tracy?  I 
submit  we  are  entitled  to  information  on 
that  point.  For  my  part,  I  never  heard 
of  Tracy  until  about  a  month  ago,  and 
then  I  heard  this  man  was  placed  under 
a  pretended  bail  of  £5,  in  secret,  in  a 
police  barrack — the  law  providing  that 


retentive  the  Irish  Seoretary's  memory  ia 
on  some  pointa,  and  how  absent  it  ia  on 
others.  I  remember  the  other  day  I 
asked  him  a  qnsstion  about  Inspector 
Webb,  who  had  been  kept  here  three  or 
four  months.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman 
is  able  to  get  all  sorts  of  informatioa 
when  it  is  intended  to  cast  a  slur  on  a 
If  ember  of  this  House,  the  Member  for 
North  Fermanagh,  whom  he  described 
as  "courting  under  a  false  name." 
How  dear  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa'a 
information  was  upon  that  point.  Tbe 
right  Gentleman  thinks  these  ara  the 
ways  and  means  of  getting  him  a  repu- 
tation for  candid  statesmanship,  and  to 
make  his  rule  and  government  popular 
in  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Oentlemao 
has  no  ambition  in  this  House  and  no 
ambition  in  Ireland  ezoept  a  policy  of' 
exasperation.  His  whole  demeanoor 
in  this  House  and  his  whole  policy  iu' 
Ireland  is  planned  and  contrived  with 
the  view  to  exasperation.  His  state- 
ments in  this  House  and  his  refusals 
of  information  are  all  of  a  piece,  and 
whenever  he  cannot  give  any  explana- 


snob  cases  should  not  bo  heard  except  in  I  tions,  his  exonse  is  simply,  "I  know 


Petty  Sessionfl,  when  the  ordinary  magis- 
trates are  able  to  sit.  The  Qovemment 
raise  up  a  tribunal  when  they  want  one 
just  as  a  jury-mast  is  raised  on  board 
ship,  and  after  a  pretended  trial  and  an 
imaginary  bail,  the  man,  in  connivance 
with  the  Government,  goes  to  prison. 
This  man,  I  presume,  is  really  an  in- 
former. I  know  nothing  of  him,  exoept 
that  I  believe  him  to  be  as  arrant  a  rascal 
as  ever  breathed,  who  has  drawn  money 
from  the  Time*  and  is  trying  to  draw 
money  from  us — which  he  will  not  get, 
as  we  are  not  such  fools  as  Mr.  Soames, 
That  is  the  story  of  the  man  Tracy, 
and  I  ask  what  becomes  of  the  charge 
that  be  was  being  tampered  with  by 
us ;  and  what  becomes  of  the  suggestion 
that  he  was  visited  by  Preston  for  some 

Oose  connected  with  the  detection  of 
crime?  What,  then,  was  Head  Oon- 
stable  Preston  doingin  London?  Hewas 
here  for  months,  and  yon  will  to-night 
be  voting  bis  salary  for  doing  duty  for 
the  Time».  If  we  could  only  have 
bronght  forward  one  case  of  this  kind, 
we  abould  have  proved  up  to  the  hilt 
oonnivanco  between  the  Government 
and  the  Timti ;  hut  instead  of  one  we 
bring  forward  scores,  and  they  are  met 
by  the  Irish  Secretary  saying  he  knows 
nothing  about  them.  It  is  curious  how 
'"'  T.M.BmI^ 


nothing  whatever  upon  the  subject."  I 
ask  the  House  to  consider  whether,  if 
this  was  any  English,  or  even  any  Indian. 
matter,  this  Mnd  of  manner  would  be- 
tolerated?  This  House  a  century  ago 
impeached  its  Ministers  in  India,  mt 
wrongs  done  on  Indian  subjects,  and  did 
not  think  it  beneath  it  to  occupy  day» 
and  days,  and  months  and  months,  an£ 
years  and  years,  in  a  scrutiny  of  th» 
misdeeds  of  its  subordinates  in  Indiic 
And  when  we  bring  forward,  not,  it  ia 
true,  charges  of  theft  andohargesofpeoa- 
lation,  not  charges  of  stealing  mere  cash' 
or  filthy  lucre,  but  stealing  from  ua  onr 
good  name— when  we  expose  tbe  mean, 
devices  by  which  your  policy  is  sullied, 
you  have  nothing  to  say  except  "I  do  not 
know  " ;  and  differsnt  newspapers  have 
no  other  explanation  to  give  the  con- 
stituents exoept  that  Ministers  are  being 
badgered.  Poor  Ministers!  If  Minis- 
ters do  not  like  being  badgered, 
they  have  an  easy  remedy.  Let 
them  dissolve.  I  can  promise  the 
Chief  8ecretat7  that  if  he  takes  the 
opinion  of  the  country  on  the  question 
of  his  being  badgered,  he  will  never  be- 
badgered  more.  If  he  dislikes  the 
operation,  it  is  wonderful  how  simpla 
is  the  care  and  the  remedy.  And  I 
now.  Sir,  invite  him  to  addrMS  himselft. 
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with  some  other  meana  than  of  putting 
fonrard  the  plea  of  i^orance,  to  the 
serious  allegatioDB  of  the  Member  for 
Newcastle;  and,  if  he  is  unable  to  do 
so,  I  ask  the  House  with  what  serious- 
aesB,  with  what  face,  with  what  reason- 
ableness, can  yon  ask  us  here  to-night 
to  rote  the  salaries  of  men  who  are 
implicated  and  "  mixed  up"  with  traus- 
actions  as  shady  and  as  disgraceful  as 
any  that  have  stained  the  records  of  your 
action  with  the  unfortunate  people  of 
the  country  of  Ireland  ? 
*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTJE:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Uember  who  has  just  sat 
down  appears  to  think  that  I  object  to 
what  he  calls  being  badgered — that 
ia,  having  questions  asked  me  from 
time  to  time ;  bnt  he  is  entirely 
mistaken.  I  have  always  found 
that  operatioQ  exceedingly  agreeable. 
I  do  not  know  that  I  have  very 
much  to  .add  to  vhat  I  have 
said  at  all  since  I  tauubled  the  Com- 
mittee last.  Still,  I  think  it  only 
oonrteons  to  make  some  reply.  The  hon. 
Hember  for  Northampton  has  moved  to 
reduce  the  Yote  for  my  salary  by  £500, 
and  the  chief  ground  for  that  reduction 
is  that  I  am  involved  in  this  conspiracy 
with  the  Tinut  and  the  publication  of 
the  forged  letters.  One  piece  of 
evidence  for  this  is  that  I  was 
responsible  for  allowing  Pigott  to 
malce  visits  to  a  convict  imprisoned 
for  a  long  term  for  some  dyna- 
mite or  other  crime.  That  qusHtion  may 
be  a  very  proper  one  to  raise,  but  not 
against  me,  because  Pigott  did  not 
visit  a  prisoner,  directly  or  indirectly,  in 
any  prison  under  the  control  of  the  Irish 
Oovemment.  If  anybody's  salary  is  to 
be  reduced  for  ttiis  proceeding  it 
certainly  is  not  mine.  The  hon. 
Hember  for  Northampton,  or  some 
other  hon.  Hember  who  spoke  below  the 
Gangway,  appears  to  think  that  the 
Government  are  insomesenae responsible 
for  the  escape  of  Pigott,  because  they 
alleged  Pigott  was  under  the  charge  of 
Irish  policemen,  who  must  have  relaxed 
their  oare  or  he  could  not  have  escaped. 
That  was  a  counter-stroke  to  the  question 
I  pat  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton or  others,  as  to  how  it  came 
about  that  if  Pigott  confessed  on  Friday 
eveningthathewaaaforgerandpenurer, 
the  persons  to  whom  he  oonfessed  took 
no  steps  to  have  Pigott  watched  or 
arrested  ?    What  is  the  value  of  that 
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counter- stroke  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  f  The  Irish  constable  of 
whom  he  spoke  he  appears  to  think 
had  some  power  of  legal  aupervisioa% 
over  that  man.  That  is  not  the  case; 
As  I  am  informed,  Pigott  had  to  pass  to 
and  from  the  Court  day  by  day  to  giv& 
his  evidence,  such  ae  it  was,  and  in  order 
to  protect  him  from  annoyance  or  mob-~ 
hing  a  request  was  made,  I  suppose  by 
Mr.  Soames,  but,  at  any  rate,  by 
nobody  connected  with  the  Irish  Go* 
vemment,  to  the  subpcenaed  constables- 
that  they  would  do  what  they  could 
to  prevent  Figott'a  being  mobbed  or  in- 
Bulted.  It  was  in  no  official  capacity 
that  they  did  that,  ^or  had  they  th« 
slightest  right  of  any  sort,  kind,  or  de- 
scription to  watch  Pigott  when  Pigott 
did  not  want  to  be  watched.  If  he 
ought  to  have  been  watched,  it  was  not 
the  Irish  oonetablea  who  ought  to  have 
watched  him,  and  the  question  still  re- 
mains unanswered,  how  it  came  about, 
when  Pigott  confessed  on  Friday  even-- 
ing  that  he  was  a  forger  and  perjurer, ' 
that  no  steps  were  taken  to  put  the^ 
English— not  the  Irish— police  on  bis 
tro^,  and  take  care  that  Pigott  did  not 
escape. 

•Ms.  BEADLATJGH:  There  is  the 
case  of  Shannon,  in  Maryport  Gaol.  I 
would  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man^^   

*Mb.  BALFOTIE  :  X  was  goin^  to  say 
a  word  about  Shannon,  partly  in  con- 
nection with  the  hon.  Member  for- 
Northampton,  and  partly  in  connection 
with  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  Then  the  hon.  and  learned 
Hember  asked  a  question  with  regard' 
to  Captain  Slacke  and  Captain  Plun- 
kett— I  was  about  to  say  insinuated, 
but  it  does  great  injustice  to  the  style  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Hember  to  say  that 
he  ever  insinuates :  he  does  not  stick  at 
the  broadest  assertion.  He  told  the 
House  that  the  whole  of  that  course  of' 
issuing  subpcenoB  to  Irish  magistratea 
and  constables  to  give  evidence  was  all 
humbug.  They  were  wanted  not  to  give 
evidence,  but  to  come  to  London  to- 
supervise  witnesses ;  and  he  stated, 
when  the  Irish  Government  protested 
that  they  were  put  to  great  incon- 
venience by  the  absence  of  so  large  a 
number  of  oonstables  from  Ireland,  that 
they  were    also  humbugging.      I  can 

assure  the  hon.   and  learned  Membir 

that  if  he  had  been  responsible  for  law- 
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and  order  in  Ireland — an  Qxtremo  hypo- 
titeeis — the  hon.  and  leamad  Member 
would  have  found  it  quite  as  inoon- 
Tenient  as  I  did  to  be  asprired  of  the 
'  BOTTioea  for  so  long  a  period  of  so  large 
a  number  of  Irish  oonstables.  All  I  can 
flay  ia,  that  the  request  of  the  Irish 
OoTerament  vaa  not  onlj  fervent,  but 
.  senuiDe.  I  am  informed  that  the;  vere 
kept  because,  from  day  to  day,  those 
who  had  the  conduct  of  the  Ttm«»'  oaae 
intended  to  call  them,  thoueh  I  pre- 
sume incidents  occurred  in  the  course 
of  the  trial  which  prevented  them  giving 
their  evidence.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  must  be  aware  of  the  fact  that  it 
ia  not  always  in  the  power  of  counsel  to 
know  at  what  period  the  servioes 
of  partioular  witneaees  mar  be  required, 
and  it  was  on  acoonot  of  that  delay,  for 
which  certaioly  I,  whose  salary  it  is 
now  proposed  to  reduce,  am  not  respon- 
sible, that  the  services  of  those  gentle- 
men were  so  long  required  in  ijondon. 
'The  hon,  and  learned  Member  told  me 
^lat  I  admitted  that  Alan  could  oot  be 
-cross- examined  upon  the  aotion  he  had 
taken  in  regard  to  Walsh,  and  said,  of 
-oourse,  the  same  rule  applied  to  Mr. 
Soames  and  other  persons  who  might 
liave  been  called.  I  feel  some  diffidence 
in  couteetiog  a  legal  point  with  the  hon. 
and  laamea  Member,  because  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  is  a  lawyer  and  I 
am  not,  but  I  am  given  to  understand 
that,  although  it  would  have  been  im- 
possible to  call  Alan  for  that  purpose, 
still,  when  Mr.  Soames  got  into  the  box 
and  oSFered  himself  for  examination  and 
•oross-examiQation  as  to  the  method  in 
whiob  he  got  every  piece  of  evidence 
laid  before  the  Court,  it  would  have 
been  entirely  competent  tor  the  hoa. 
Member  for  Longford,  or  any  other 
hon.  Members  engaged  in  the  case,  to 
have  subjected  Mr.  Soames  to  the  very 
closest  cross-examination  as  to  the 
methods  by  which  he  obtained  the  evi- 
dence which  he  submitted  to  the  Court. 
Then,  Sir,  the  hon.  Member  was  very 
indignant  about  the  action  taken  with 
regud  to  Tracy,  and  said  he  had  sever 
heard  of  him.  That  is  very  likely.  But 
Tracy  was  a  man  who  had  been  well 
known  to  the  police  for  a  long  time.  I 
do  not  mean  to  insinuate  by  that  that  he 
waa  a  man  who  ought  to  have  been 
imown  to  the  hon.  Member,  but  what  I 
meant  to  point  out  is,  that  Tracy 
Jias  been  engaged,  as  the  Oovemmeut 
Mr.  A.  J.  Saljour 


know  &om  many  •ouroea,  in  the  com- 
mission of  serious  and  organised  crime 
in  the  West  of  Ireland.  I  repeat  what  I 
have  stated  before,  that  Tracy  volun- 
teered information  in  Ireland  to  the 
police  on  the  subject  of  crime  to  which 
he  had  been  a  party,  implicating  also 
other  persona.  Boon  after  that  he  waa 
denouuoed  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
prison  in  which  he  was  confined  aa  an 
informer.  Thereupon  he  was  removed 
to  Belfast,  and  the  police  attempted  to 
obtain  a  fuller  confession  from  him.  He 
was  removed  at  the  suit  of  the  TVmm  to 
London,  but  it  was  iu  pursuit  of  the 
inquiiy  begun  at  the  iustanoe  of  Tracey 
himself  tlMt  Head  Constable  Preston 
acted  88  he  did.  That  appears  to  be  a 
clear  and  lucid  statement.  As  I  under- 
stand, there  would  have  been  no  harm 
in  Preston's  visiting  Tracey  on  behalf  of 
the  limtt.  But,  as  a  matter  of  faot, 
Preston  did  not  visit  him  on  behalf 
of  the  TimM,  or  for  the  purpose  of 
forwarding  the  Tmtt'  case,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  making  furUier  iuvestigatioa 
into  the  important  matters  with  regard 
to  which  Traoy  had  already  given 
partial  information.  I  admit,  of  course, 
that  the  permission  to  make  the  viatt 
was  given  on  the  application  of  Mr. 
Soamee.  Not  only  has  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Home  Secretary  stated 
that  in  this  House,  but  I  have  stated  it 
myself  also. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT :  WiU  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  tells  us  what  Traoy 
was  in  gaol  for  7     And  for  how  long  F 

*Mb.  BALFOUB  :  I  believe  he  was 
in  prison  in  default  of  finding;  bail  in 
connection  with  a  charge  of  intimida- 
tion and  threatening  life. 

Db.  TANNEB  :  The  Primrose 
League? 

THa  .OHAIBUAN:  Order,  order  I 
The  hon.  Member  ia  not  entitled  to  in- 
terrupt. 

*Mb.  BALFOHB  :  Now  I  come  to  the 
case  of  Shannon  and  his  visit  to 
Delauey,  a  matter  which  has  beea 
brought  before  the  Committee  both  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Xorthampton  ana 
the  hoQ.  and  learned  Member  I<a 
North  Longford.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  has  admitted  that  I 
was  not  responsible  for  Mr.  Shannon's 
actions,  since  Mr.  Shannon  was  in  no 
way  dependent  on  the  Government, 
either  of  Ireland  or  £ngland,  but  ha 
appears  to  think  that  I  ought  to  have 
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nrf  solai;  out  down  £600,  beoaoBe 
when  Ut.  Shannon  did  Tisit  this  man 
in  gaol  he  administered  an  oath  to 
him,  and  bshared  in  a  manner  that  did 
not  meet  with  the  approval  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Xorthampton.  Now  I  do 
not  know  how  far  Mi.  Shannon  was  jos- 
tifisd  in  administering  an  oath.  Z 
beliere  that  although  it  might  not  have 
been  an  illegal  oath,  it  might  have  been 
impropeTj  but  it  was  not  administersd  by 
m;  dlreotion,  or  by  a  servant  of  the  Irish 
Government,  or  even  in  the  hearing  of 
:any  servant  of  the  Irish  Qovemment.  I 
have  not  inquired  into  these  details.  I 
think  it  was  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Uembar  for  Newcastle 
that  the  Governor  ought  to  have  been  in 
jiearing,  and  that  therefore  the  Ooventor 
was  responsible,  but  I  am  given  to  un- 
■derstand  that  it  is  not  always  necessary 
or  usual  that  interviews  should  be  in 
the  presence  of  a  warder  in  Ire- 
land. I  would  remind  the  C!ommittee 
'that  when  application  was  made  by  the 
soliQitor  of  Patrick  Molloy,  who  was 
charged  with  perjury,  for  permission  to 
aee  without  the  presenile  of  a  warder 
M'Oaffery,  Dalaney,  and  Mallett  the 
permission  was  granted  by  the  Frieone 
Board,  and  therefore,  if  the  precedent 
was  bad,  it  at  all  events  applies  impar- 
tially both  to  persons  who  are  supposed 
to  be  in  the  interest  of  the  linut  and  to 
persons  who  have  certainly  shown  that 
they  were  not  in  the  iatereet  of  the 
liwui.  I  would  next  deal  with  the 
parallel  drawn  by  th«  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  North  Long- 
Jord  between  the  treatment  he  received 
when  he  desired  to  visit  Mr.  O'Brien  in 
gaol  and  the  treatment  of  Mr.  Shannon 
Vhen  he  wished  to  visit  Deloney  in 
the  convict  prison.  I  would  remind 
'the  hon.  andleamed  Member  for  North 
Longford  that  he  woe  rather  ungrate- 
ful in  his  allusion  to  this  point.  The 
j>risoa  rules,  aal  understand,  are  in  Eng- 
land tolerably  precise  in  this  matter.  A 
prisoner  may  see  his  solicitor  or  his 
solicitor's  clerk  with  regard  to  a  suit 
jtending,  but  the  hon.  andleaznedQeDtle- 
man  was  neither  a  solicitor  nor  a  eolid- 
'10*8  clerk. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  Permission  was 
refused  to  his  solicitor  to  see  Mm. 

*Ma.  BALFOUB :  I  am  speaking  not 
from  book,  for  I  have  not  inqnired  par- 
licularly  into  this  matter,  bntlthinkthe 
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hon.  Oentleman  is  wholly  misinformed 
on  this  point,  for  I  have  no  doubt  that 
every  faoilitv  was  given  to  Mr.  O'Brien 
to  see  his  solicitor  or  his  solicitor's  clerk 
with  regard  to  any  case  pending.  But 
that  is  not  all.  This  refusal  to  allow 
any  one  but  the  solicitor  or  the  solicitor's 
clerk  to  see  Mr.  O'Brien  at  Clonmel  was 
relaxed  when  Mr.  O'Brien  got  to  Tralee 
in  favour  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  himself,  and  I  think  that  it 
is  most  ungrateful,  when  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  so  far  as  I  know,  was 
the  only  counsel  for  a  prisoner  ever 
admitted  to  see  that  prisoner,  that  ha 
should  taunt  the  Irish  Qoveroment  with 
undue  harshness  in  that  respect. 

Mb.  1.  M.  HEAIiY :  It  was  only  done 
after  the  attention  of  the  Ooverement  had 
been  directed  to  it  by  Baron  Dowse. 

*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  do  not  see 
bow  that  affects  the  (ase.  It  is  not  the 
function  of  the  Irish  Judges  to  say  who 
shall  see  a  prisoner  or  who  sbsll  not. 
Whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  as  far  as  I  know, 
is  the  only  counsel  who  has  been  allowed 
to  visit  an  Irish  prisoner  in  prison  under 
the  same  conditions  as  Mr.  O'Brien.  I 
am  speaking  without  book ;  it  is  possible, 
though  I  am  not  aware  of  it,  that  there 
might  be  another  Member  of  the  House 
equally  fortunate. 

An  hon.  Mehseb  :  I  was  visited  in 
prison  by  my  oounsel. 

Da.  KENNY  COork,  S.) :  Mr.  Corew 
has  been  visited  by  hia  counsel. 

•Me.  J.  0'OONNOE(Tipperary,  S.):  Z 
had  a  private  interview  with  my  connsel 
while  I  was  in  prison. 

*Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  should  like 
to  have  the  partioulors  of  these  visits, 
because  all  persons  in  prisons  have  a 
right  to  be  visited  under  certain  condi- 
tions, and  the  question  is  whether  those 
were  made  by  the  connsel  as  ordinary 
visitors  or  as  counsel.  ["As  counsel. "J 
Then  I  begin  to  fear  that  the  ordinary 
prison  rules  in  Ireland  are  relaxed  in 
favour  of  hon.  Gtantlemen  opposite.  I 
was  not  aware  of  the  circumstance,  and 
I  do  not  know  that  I  particularly  regret 
it.  I  think  I  have  gone  through  the 
main  points  brought  forward,   and   I 

hope 

Mb.  HEALY  :  How  about  the  breadi 
of  Section  1  of  the  Crimes  Act. 

*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  think  the 
hon.  Glentleman  must  be  mistaken  on 
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that  matter.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
mtnraa  are  made  in  strict  acoordance 
irith  the  law.     I  will  inquira. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  will  pnt  a 
queation  about  that  on  the  Paper. 

*Ms.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  By  aU  meane. 
I  hope  the  Oommittse  dow  benn  to , 
realize  oa  bow  very  flimsy  foundatioQ 
aocnsations  as  ^rave  aa  were  ever  made 
against  public  meu  have  been  freely 
used  in  the  country  by  responsible 
stateemen.  It  is  bad  enough  that  such 
accusations  should  be  made,  and  made 
without  any  shadow  of  ground  whatever, 
but  that  they  should  be  made  in  the  very 
same  breath  wben  those  Qentlemen  are 
oomplaining  o(  the  iniquity  of  bringing 
false  accusations  against  your  politicfti 
opponents  appears  to  me  to  add  an 
additional  tinge  of  darkness  to  a  page 
already  sufficiently  dark  in  the  history 
of  the  present  Opposition. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CSONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland  Div.) :  I  shoald  not  have  risen 
had  it  not  been  for  some  observations 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  from 
'  vhich  I  gather  that,  instead  of 
separating  himself  from  one  of  the  most 
indecent  incidents  in  the  career  of  his 
relative  the  Prime  Mininter,  he  is  rather 
anxious  to  follow  the  very  mean  lead 
which  that  nobleman  has  given  to  the 
oountiy.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
meant  his  words  to  be  understood  as 
implying  the  same  insinuation  as  the 
Prime  Minister's — namely,  that  the 
forgery  of  these  letters  is  not  yet  con- 
clusively proved.  I  think  that  the  bring- 
ing forward  of  these  forged  letters  as 
a  oharge  was  infamous  enough,  but  I 
describe  it  as  more  infamous,  more 
mean,  more  dishonourable  to  persevere 
in  the  insinuations  that  those  forged 
letters  are  genuine  after  the  Attorney 
General  bos  been  compelled  publicly  to 
hnmiliate  himself  by  withdrawing  them, 
after  the  Ttmtt  itself  has  withdrawn 
them,  and  after  the  Judges  selected  by 
the  Attorney  General — for  when  the 
hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  was  asked 
to  consult  with  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  on  the  point,  be  refused  to  do 
BO — after  the  Judges  themselves  have 
described  them  as  ao  palpable  forgeries 
that  it  was  not  worth  while  even  to  add 
an  interim  report.  I  think  the  country 
will  snfBctently  judge — aye,  the  Qovem- 
ment  will  not  give  the  country  the  oppor- 
tunity of  judging,  because,  wbsneTsr 
the  country  has  bad  the  opportunity,  it 
Jfr.  A.  jr.  Bdfow 
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has  given  its  judgment  in  a  way  you  do 
not  sJtogether  like.  I  say  I  thmb  the- 
country  will  judge  of  the  honour  of  men 
like  the  Chief  Secretary  and  the  Prim» 
Minister,  of  the  decency  and  the  fair 
play  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  who  still 
endeavours  to  galvanize  into  life  the 
forged  letters  of  the  suicide  Figott. 

The  OHAntMAN :  I  must  ask  th& 
hon. Member  to  withdraw  the  last  phrase,, 
which  ia  not  in  order. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'OONNOE  :  What  is  the 
phrase  7 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  statement 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  was  still  endea- 
vouring to  galvanize  the  forged  letters 
into  life. 

Mr.T.  p.  O'CONNOB  :  I  was  alluding 
to  the  Chief  Secretary  and  the  Primo 
Minister.  The  Chief  Secretary  haa 
joined  himself  to  the  Prime  Minister  in 
galvanizing   those  forged   letters    into 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Member  to  withdraw  that  phrase.     * 

Mr.T.  p.  O'CONNOR  r  With  regard 
to  the  Prime  Minister,  I  am  afraid,  Mr. 
Courtney,  I  cannot  withdraw  it. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order!  I 
again  call  on  the  hon.  Member  to  with- 
draw it. 

Mr.T.  P.  O'CONNOR:  I  withdraw 
it  with  regard  to  the  Chief  Sooretary, 
but  with  regard  to  the  Prime  Minister 
I  cannot.  I  desire  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  Chief  Secretary — — 

The  chairman  :  I  hope  that  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House  will 
assist  me  in  keeping  order.  I  beg 
hon.  Members  on  both  sides  below  the 
Gangway  to  do  so. 

SU.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  I  wish  t» 
call  the  Chief  Secretary's  attention  to 
the  fact  that  he  has  more  than  onoe  in- 
sinuated that  Pigott's  flight  was  pro- 
curedbyhon.  Gentlemen  on  these  benimes. 
Does  the  right  hnn.  Gentleman  repu- 
diate that  suggestion?  [Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour  :  Certainly.]  Then  I  want  t» 
know  what  the  Chief  Secretary  meaut 
by  asking  how  it  was  that  when  Pigott 
made  a  confession  of  forgery  and  perjury 
on  Friday  night  no  means  were  taken  to- 
procure  hia  arrest  in  Kngland.  There 
were  two  people.  fAu  hon.  Meuber: 
Laboucbere.]  The  hon.  Member  below 
the  Gangway  opposite  gives  articulate 
and  open  axpression  to  the  covert  in- 
sinuation of  the  Chief  Secretary.  Ia 
the  hon.  Member  below  the  Gangway 
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right  who  B&ya  th&t  the  Uember  for 
NorthKmptOD  was  the  person  to  whom 
the  Chief  Secret&r;  pointed  ?  Or  is  the 
'Chief  Seoretary  rigbt,  who  iBdignantl; 
repudiKtes  any  such  euggeetion?  If 
the  right  hoa.  Qeatteman  did  mean  the 
Uember  for  N'orthampton,  he  ought  not 
to  hare  confined  himself  to  insinuation, 
but  to  have  spoken  openlj'.  If  he 
did  not  mean  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,.! am  afraid  he  must  have 
meant  i/Lr.  Shannon  or  the  TttuM.  ■  But 
the  Chief  Secretary  Beeme  to  be  ignorant 
of  the  most  elementary  facts  of  the  case. 
It  was  not  on  Friday  that  Figott  made 
his  confession,  but  on  Saturday ;  and  it 
was  made  not  only  to  the  hon. 
Uember  for  Northampton,  but  also  to 
Ur.  Shannon,  one  of  the  solicitors  for 
the  Tim**.  Now  anybody  who  read  the 
letter  of  the  llthof  November,  in  which 
Figotc  as  plainly  as  language  could 
-«onvey  it  said  that  Ms  evidence  would 
not  bear  szaminatioa,  must  have  known 
that  Figott  was  a  forger,  and  would 
prove  a  perjurer  if  put  into  the  box.  On 
Saturday  Figott  oonfeaaed,  not  only  to 
the  Member  for  Northampton,  but  also 
to  Shannon,  and  the  differenoe  between 
the  two  confeseione  was  that  Shannon 
oompelled  Figott  to  make  an  affidavit 
with  regard  to  hie  confes^on.  Why  did 
he  wont  an  affidavit?  If  he  believed 
the  confession  to  be,true,  he  had  only  to 
wait  till  Tuesday  for  confirmation  of 
Figott's  statement  in  the  witnees-box. 
Way,  then,  did  he  insist  on  an  affi- 
davit ?  It  was  because  the  affidavit 
would  be  used  when  Pigott  had  escaped. 
It  is  therefore  perfectly  oleoi,  nom 
this  fact  alone,  that  on  the  Saturday 
before  Pigott'e  flight  Shannon  knew 
that  Figott  intended  to  fly,  and  took 
good  core  to  facilitate  it.  Now,  the 
right  hon.  Uentleman  has  said  that 
Figott  was  not  watched  by  the  police. 
Agun,  the  Chief  Secretary  is  ignorant 
of  the  elementary  facts.  The  polioe 
swore  that  they  watched  ilgott,  not 
only  in  coming  and  going  to  the  Court, 
but  in  the  hotel,  and  on  one  occasion 
followed  him  into  the  streets.  The 
most  singular  part  of  the  whole  trans- 
action is,  that  Shannon  fait  himself  so 
allied  with  the  Uovemment,  he  ha<{  the 

Eolice  so  much  under  his  control,  that 
0  actually  ordered  Irish  constables  to 
watoh  Pigott.  That  is  a  pretty  state  of 
things  for  a  strictly  impartial  and  jnst 
-Uovemment,    anxious    for   tmth    and 


justice  to  prevail.  They  allow  & 
whipper-snapper  of  a  solicitor  to  order 
the  Irish  police  about  an  if  he  were  the 
Inspector  General  of  the  Constabulary. 
Then  the  Chief  Secretary  has  not  said  a 
word  about  Inspector  Home,  who  was 

5 roved,  by  Oonstable  Irwin,  to  have 
een  in  the  Inns  of  Court  Hotel  super- 
intending the  witnesses — drilling,  and 
examining,  and  cross -examining  them, 
and  preparing  them  for  the  Attorney 
QsDeral.  Was  Home  then  under  sub- 
poena? If  so,  why  was  he  not  called 
and  examined  1^  Again,  we  have  not  a 
word  from  the  Chief  Secretary  with  re- 
gard to  Walsh.  The  Under  Secretary 
for  India  commented,  with  forensic  in- 
dignation, on  what  he  called  the  in- 
decency of  a  former  Solioitor  Oeneral — 
the  right  hon.  Oantleman  the  Member 
for  Derby— interfering  with  the  pro- 
ceedings of  a  judicial  tribunal.  Let  ns 
apply  the  principle  to  the  speeches  of 
the  Oovemment.  A  man  called  Walsh 
was  examined,  and  maintained  his 
statement  that  he  was  intimidated  by  a 
deputy  inspector,  called  Alan,  into 
makine  a  certain  statement.  Alan  was 
not  caUed  before  the  Court,  and  yet  he 
had  made  a  private  communication  to 
the  Chief  Socrotary — made  a  private 
communication  with  regard  to  his  at- 
tempt to  make  a  witness  before  the 
Commission  commit  perjury;  and  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  has  thought  fit, 
upon  that  oommunication,  to  charge  the 
witness  examined  before  the  Commission 
with  perjury.  And  he  made  that 
charge,  above  all,  against  a  witnsss 
who  was  a  member  of  the  troop  of  in- 
formers and  scoundrels  who  constituted 
the  witnesses  of  the  Attorney  Qeneral. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  given 
us  an  answer  to  our  charges  in  regard 
to  Shannon.  He  says,  "1  am  not  re- 
sponsible for  him."  Who  is  responsible 
for  what  takes  place  in  the  gaols 
of  the  oounb'yF  He  has  told  us 
nothing  about  the  risits  to  Nally  and 
Sf  utlett.  We  are  informed  we  shall  have 
an  opportunity  of  eliciting  all  these  facts 
from  witnesses  before  the  Commission, 
but  how  are  we  to  get  them  from  wit- 
nesses who  are  not  produced  F  how  are 
we  to  learn  from  these  men  that  Shan- 
non went  into  their  prison  cells  and  at- 
tempted to  bribe  them  by  promises  of 
liberty  into  beooming  peijurers,  and, 
perhaps,  forgers  f  The  Ohief  Secretary 
saye  uiat  the  Oovemment  are  simply 
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ansions  for  the  eluddBtion  of  the  truth, 
and  that  thej  are  libelled  by  the  attacks 
on  them  as  being  the  allies  ofthe  Timn. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  said  that 
libel  is  oar  daily  bread.  That  was  a 
most  unkind  remark  for  the  right  hon. 
Qentlemaa  to  make  in  the  presence  of 
his  colleague,  who  has  made  a  good 
deal  of  daily  bread  by  {lublishing  the 
forged  letters  of  the  Tim»».  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  spare  a  little 
time  from  his  oconpatidn  of  boycotting 
libel  literature,  and  from  the  reproduc- 
tion ofthe  forgeries  of  the  7Vm««,  the  re- 
proach would  come  more  effectually  from 
the  Treasury  Bench.  The  Oorerament 
say  they  stand  impartial  between  the  two 
sides  in  this  case,  and  sre  only  anxious 
forthe  truth.  Well,  if  they  have  a  wit- 
ness, it  was  surely  part  of  the  truth  to 
know  his  antecedents,  so  that  those  who 
are  attacked  by  his  evidence  may  have 
some  opportunity  of  testing  his  credit. 
Supposing  that  this  had  been  a  crimi- 
nal trial,  and  that  the  Attorney  Gene- 
jal  had  been  prosecuting  for  uie  Go- 
vernment in  name,  as  hn  had  in  this 
case  prosecuted  in  reality,  what  would 
he  have  had  to  do?  Badly  as  the 
hoD.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  acted 
in  the  whole  business,  I  thiok  he 
would  have  shrunk  from  the  honour- 
able traditions  of  a  Crown  prosecutor 
and  not  have  pursued  the  course  in  a 
criminal  case  that  he  had  adopted  .  in 
this  case.  No  Judge  would  have  al- 
lowed bim  to  spring  on  a  prisoner  in 
the  dock — — 

ViacoxisT  CBANBOENE  (Lancashire, 
N.E,,  Darwen] :  Sir,  I  rise  to  order.  I 
wish  to  know  if  the  hon.  Member  is  in 
order  in  what  ho  ie  saying  ? 

The  OHAIBMAN  :  I  am  reluctant 
to  interfere  with  the  hon.  Member,  but 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  the  argument 
that  he  is  pursuing  is  not  relevant  to 
the  Vote  before  the  House. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOH:  Allow  me, 
Sir,  respectfully  to  point  out  that  I  have 
been  dealing  with  the  statement  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  that  the  Government 
had  stood  impartial  between  the  Timti 
on  the  one  side  and  the  Irish  Members 
on  the  other.  But  I  bow  to  your  ruling. 
The  Chief  Sooretary  says  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  acted  with  impartiality  ; 
but  if  the  Irish  Members  had  been 
prosecuted  by  the  Government  they 
would  have  been  prassnted  with  the 
names  of  all  the  witnesses.  Did  the 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor 
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Chief  Secretary  instruct  the  police  con- 
stables even  to  give  them  the  namos  of 
the  witnesses  who  were  to  be  brought 
against  them,  or  did  they  tell  them  that 
Delaney  had  been  sentenced  to  five- 
years'  penal  servitude  for  highway 
robbery  ?  Were  they  informed  as  to 
Le  Oaron  or  the  other  witnesses  who- 
were  to  be  brought  against  themf  Not 
a  word,  not  a  whisper,  not  a  syllable 
did  they  hear  of  those  witnesses  who- 
wore  to  give  that  most  damaging  evi- 
dence—most damaging  evideuoe  if  true. 
I  know  that  the  distinction  between 
truth  and  falsehood  is  not  very  dearly 
grasped  by  msny  people.  The  names- 
uf  those  people  were  not  g^ven  to  the 
accused,  and  yet  the  Chief  Seoretary 
calls  that  standing  impartially  between 
the  two  sides  in  the  case.  The  Chief 
Secretary  and  the  Government  went  into- 
that  business  with  the  Titmi;  they  went 
into  it  tu  win  ;  and  they  did  win  by  it 
until  the  calumnies  and  forgeries  were- 
exposed.  Probably  some  hon.  Membera 
now  in  this  House  have  got  into  Parlia- 
ment through  these  calumnies  and 
forgeriee.  The  Government  have  elected 
to  stand  or  fall  with  the  Timti:  and  now 
the  Timti  and  its  cause  and  its  forgeries 
have  crumbled  to  dust ;  and  the  Timtt- 
will  drag  the  Chief  Secretary  and  th» 
Government  down  with  it. 

The  Committee  divided. 

While  the  House  was  being  cleared 
for  the  Division,  Mr.  Chamberlais 
walked  across  from  the  front  Opposition 
Bench  to  the  Treasury  Bench,  where  h» 
entered  into  conversation  with  Mr.. 
Ritchie.  This  was  the  signal  for  derisive- 
cheering  from  below  the  Opposition 
Gangway.  Variouscriesroseindistinctly 
above  the  cheers,  and  Mr.  W.  RKDUoiri> 
shouted,  "  You  are  in  yonr  right  plaoe 
now." 

Tbs  chairman  :  I  have  noticed 
repeated  irregularities  during  the  even- 
ing on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Fermanagh,  and  if  he  persists  in  thia 
conduct,  I  shall  have  to  order  him  to 
withdraw. 

Ma.  W.  REDMOND :  With  very 
^at  respect.  Sir,  I  ask  you  to  point  out 
in  what  respect  I  have  been  disorderly. 
I  am  totally  unaware  of  it.  I  must  say 
I  think  the  charge  most  unjust. 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes  211  ^ 
Noes  276.— (Division  List,  No.  37.) 
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Original  Qaeetion  again  propoaed. 

Mb.  MUNDBLIA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  I  beg  to  move  that  we  do  qov 
report  Frogress. 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SUITH:  I  shaU  not 
oppose  the  Uotion.  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  we  hare  now  reached  the  second 
nigbt  of  the  debate,  and  I  shall  have 
to  ask  the  House  to-morrow  to  come  to 
a  deoision  on  the  Vote  on  Aocount. 

Motion  made,  and  Questioa,  "That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — (3fr.  Mundtlla) 
■ — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Frogress  reported. 

WATS    AMD    UBAKS. 

Conddered  in  Committee. 

{In  tha  Committee.) 
Reiolved,  That,   tovardt  makinif  good  the 


ISS8  sod  ISBK,  the  sum  at  £131,069  U».  2d. 
be  KTSated  oat  of  the  CoDsolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  BEDBMPTION. 
Conndered  in  Committee. 

[In  the  Committee.) 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

1.  "  That  it  is  expedient  to  anthorizB  the 
redempUoD  of  Uie  ConBoIidated  Three  per  Cent 
AnnuitieB,  and  the  Seduced  Three  per  Cent 
Annuitie*,  and  the  itaae  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  of  the  necetsuy  amonnti  to  pay  off  the 
principal    sutDS    payable   to    holders   uf   inch 

2.  That  the  sums  required  for  such  redemp- 
tion be  railed  by  the  creatioa  of  Two  and 
Three-quBTtsrs  per  Cent  ConaolidatedStock,  or 
by  berrowiDf^fora  limited  period,  the  principal 
moneya  so  raiaedand  the  interest  thereon  beiof; 
charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund. 

3.  That  all  eipensee  incurred  in  carrying 
out  Buch  redemption  of  Stock,  and  for  pro- 
viding for  the  payment  of  dividende  in  certain 
easea.  aa  veil  aa  additional  remaneiation  to  the 
Banks  of  EogUnd  and  Ireland,  be  charged  on 
the  Consolidated  Fund. 

i.  That  provUion  be  made  for  earning  out 
the  arrangements  necessary  for  such  redemption 
of  Stock." 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EX- 
GHEQUGR :  At  an  earlier  period  of  the 
evening  I  said  that  if  these  ResolutionB 
were  taken  to-night  it  would  bind  no 
one,  but  simplj  enable  me  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  which  should  be  printed  and  show 
the  measure  which  I  shall  ask  the 
House  to  pass.  The  Committee  will  be 
aware  that  the  amount  of  Consols  and 
Seduced  left  outstanding  after  the  Con- 
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of  the  National  Debt  had  taken 

Slace  amounted  to  about  £41,250,000.  • 
if  that  sum  upwards  of  £5,000,000  an 
now  held  by  Government  Departments, 
and  there  is  a  further  sum  of  £6,000,001} 
standing  in  the  name  of  the  Fajmaster- 
General  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Judicature,  and  between  £  1 ,  000, 000 
and  £2,000,000  investments  in  the  Fost 
Office  Savings  Banks.  With  regard  to 
these  a  special  arrangement  will  bo 
proposed.  This  would  leave  about 
£29,000,000.  There  is  in  the  hands  of 
the  Commissioners  for  the  Seduction  of 
the  National  Debt  and  other  resources 
which  will  be  available  before  the  6th 
of  Jul;  a  sum  of  about  £6,500,000.  M7 
plan  is  to  pa;  off  the  whole  on  the  6th 
of  July,  with  the  one  esoeption  I  have 
mentioned,  in  accordance  with  the 
notice  given  on  the  6th  of  July  laet. 
The  task  is  a  heavy  one,  but  I  think  it 
is  by  no  means  beyond  the  resources  of 
the  Government,  and  it  will  be  mora 
convenient  both  for  holders  of  Consols 
and  for  succeeding  Chancellors  of  the 
Exchequer  that  a  deter mmed  effort 
should  be  made  to  pay  off  the 
whole  on  the  6th  of  July,  rather 
than  proceeding  by  varione  instalments. 
I  ehall  aek  the  Committee  to  be  good 
enough  to  give  a  very  free  hand  to  the- 
Govemment,  so  that  the  Gkivemment 
may  be  able,  according  to  the  price  of 
Consols  or  the  facilities  of  the  money 
market,  to  carry  out  this  operation  to  the 
greatest  benefit  of  the  State.  On  former 
occasions  it  was  impossible  to  define  in 
advance  the  terms  on  which  the  money 
could  be  raised.  As  this  ii  a  liabili^ 
which  haa  been  undertaken,  it  is  clear 
that  considerable  latitude  must  be  given 
to  the  Government  in  order  to  raise  th» 
funds  which  will  be  necessary  for  pay- 
ing off  the  amount  of  Consols  still  out- 
standing. I  should  propose  that  powers 
should  he  given  to  raise  Two-and-Three- 
Quarters  per  Cent.  Stock,  the  same  as 
that  into  which  Consols  generally  have 
been  converted,  or  to  raise  a  portion  of 
the  amount  by  Treasury  bills  or  by  Ex- 
chequer bonds,  or  by  whatever  means 
may  be  moat  available  in  the  market  at 
the  time.  The  Bill  will  speak  for  itself, 
and  when  the  Second  Beading  is  taken 
by  the  House  I  shall,  of  course,  be  pre- 
pared to  make  a  fuller  statement  than  at 
present ;  but  the  Bill  will  be  in  the  hands 
of  Members  in  about  tvo  days'  time,  and 
the  House  will  then  see  the  full  pardou- 
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Ws.  The  fev  words  I  have  addressed 
to  tbe  Committee,  however,  will  show 
-the  general  aspect  of  the  case.  I  traet 
ibat,  as  the  conversion  of  the  SOO 
nillioiis  Bterlinf;  has  been  carried 
-out  with  BucoesB,  and  in  terms 
not  injurious  to  the  State,  though 
BOme  people  consider  the  terms 
were  rather  too  hard  on  the  holders  of 
<7onsols,  confidence  will  be  shown  me 
as  the  representative  of  the  Qovemment 
in  carrying  out  the  balanoe  of  this  very 
large  operation. 

Da.  TANNEE  (Cork,  Mid) :  I  wish 
to  explain  that  I  put  down  a  notice  of 
(Opposition  to  this  Motion  in  the  interest 
of  certain  trustees,  and  I  thought  the 
matter  ought  to  be  threshed  out  at  the 
proper  time — not  at  2S  minutes  to  one 
in  the  morning.  It  is  not  because  of 
-any  remonstranse  from  Her  Majestv's 
Government,  but  in  consequence  of  a 
request  which  was  addressed  to  me  by 
■a  hon.  Qentleman  that  I  withdrew  oppo- 
sition on  the  present  occasion. 
*Mb.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhampton): 
As  the  proposal  of  the  Government  is 
one  most  conducive  to  the  public  con- 
venience, I  hope  there  will  be  no  objeo- 
tion  to  taking  the  Besolution  to-night. 
*Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
ude) :  I  BUfpoBe  we  are  right  in  con- 
cluding that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  control  of  the  whole  amount  except 
£29,000,000  ? 

Thi  CHANCELLOH  or  the  EX- 
-CHEQUER :  I  have  stated  that  there 
are  in  the  hands  of  the  Government 
£5,000,000,  in  the  hands  of  the  Beceiver 
Gener^  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judi- 
cature £6,000,000,  and  invested  by 
trustees  of  savings  banks  £1,000,000  or 
£2,000,000.  The  Qovemment  have  not 
such  absolute  control  over  these  two 
latter  sums  as  thej  have  over  monej 
held  by  the  Government  Departments, 
and  they  will  propose  special  arrange- 
ments in  regard  to  them.  The  Govern- 
ment will  be  prepared  to  pay  not  only 
£29,000,000,  but  £33,000,000  if  neces- 
sary, but  we  stand  committed  to  pay  off 
by  the  6th  of  July  every  Consol  holder 
vho  presents  his  Consols  before  then. 

Hasolutions  agreed  to. 

TSUSTBI  SAVINGS  BANKS. 
Order«d,  Thst  the  Select  OommittM  be  re- 
appointed to  ioquire  into  and  report  on  ( 1 )  the 
aominUtration  of  Trustee  SavingB  Bankg  ondei 

Mr.  Owhm 
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"  The  IVostee  Ssvingi  Btmbs  Act,  IS63  " ;  (2) 
The  poweii,  daties,  and  liabilitiea  of  the  Trns- 
tees,  Hana^rB,  and  Offioers  of  l^iteea  Savings 
Banks ;  (3)  The  rektiono  of  Trustee  Savings 
Banks  to  Uie  Gommiasioaera  for  the  Beduotion 
ot  the  National  Debt,  the  Begistntr  of  Priendl; 
Bocietiei,  and  other  Uffioes  or  Departments  o( 
the  Ooveinment,  so  far  as  these  relationa  affect 
the  internal  manafement  of  the  affidrs  of  Ute 
said  Banks ;  ■nd(4)  The  alleged  aseumption  hj 
certain  Trustoe  Savings  Banks  of  dedgnatioQa 
colcolated  to  mislead  depodtors. . 

That  the  Committee  do  consist  of  Seventeen 
Members — namol^,  Mr.  Barbour,  Mr.  Bartley, 
Mr.  James  Campbell,  Mr.  Cameron  Corbett. 
Bir  John  Dorington,  Mr.  John  EUia,  Mr.  Hay- 
den,  Ur.  Brodie  Hoare,  Hr.  Howell,  Sir  John 
Kannairaf.  Ur.  Kenrick,  Ur.  Shaw  Lefevre, 
Ur.  Mowbraj,  Mr.  William  Bedmond,  Mr. 
David  Thomas,  Mr.  Whitley,  and  Ur.  Stuart- 
Wortley. 

That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for 
persons,  papers,  and  reoorda. 

That   Five  be  the  qnonun.— (Ifr.  Staart' 

MOTIONS. 


On  Motion  of  Mr.  Oully,  Bill  to  relieve  the 
Courts  of  Assize  from  the  trial  of  penons 
charged  wiUi  offences  triable  at  Quarter 
Sessions,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
QuUj,  Mr.  Addiwn,  Mr.  Aiquith,  Ur.  Dug- 
dale,  Sir  Matthew  White  Itidley,  and  Mr. 
Wharton. 

BiUpreeented,  and  read  first  time.  [BUI  187.] 


FOOTPATHS    J 


I    ROADSIDE    WASTES  BILL. 


On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bhaw  Leferre,  Bill  tor 
the  better  protection  of  Footpaths  and  Koad- 
side  WB«t«s,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Hhaw  Lefevre,  Ur.  Bryce.  and  Ur.  Story- 
Uaskelyne. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  flnt  time.  [BilllM.J 

TOWK     BOLDIKOS. 

Ordered,  That  the  Comroittee  on  Town 
Holdings  do  consist  of  Twenty-fire  Memban. 

Tha  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated 
of,— Mr.  Arthur  Acland,  Mr.  Amherst,  Ur. 
UsTtley,  Mr.  Baumann,  Mr.  fieadal,  Ur. 
Biggar,  Mr.  Conybeare,  Mr.  Channing,  Mr. 
Stonnonth  Darling,  Ur.  Thomas  Ellis.  Sir  John 
Whittaker  BUia,  Ur.  Ellon,  Air.  Lewis  Fry, 
Dr.  Foi,  Ur.  Seale-Uayne,  Ur.  Lawson,  Mr. 
Heath,  Mr.  Knowles,  Sir  Henry  Jamea,  Mr. 
Compton  Lawrance,  Mr.  lUeartney,  Sir 
WiUiam  Marriott,  Ur.  Jamee  Bowiauds,  Vis- 
count Wolmec,  and  Colonel  Nolan. 
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EEttTJEST  OF  THE  TUKKHH  AMBAB- 

BADOB  FOa  THB  SUPPaSSSION  OF 

AN  ABKENIAN  JOUENAL  PUBLISHED 

IK  LONDON. 

Eabl  QBANVILLE  :  I  bag  to  Mk 

the  noble  Harquess  at  tbe  head  of  the 

OflrernmeEt  whether  there  isauyobjeo- 

tioa  to  state  what  was  the  object  of  the 

Tint    of   Inspector   Melville,    of    the 

fyiminul  Inveatigatioii  Department,  to 

the  house  of  two  Armenian  gendemen, 

the  manager  and  editor  of  an  Armenian 

iontnal ;  and  whether  sooh  risit  was  paid 

in  oonseqnence  of  any  oommnnioaticm 

from  the  Turldsh  Qoramment ;  and,  if 

so,  what  the  communication  was? 

Tra  Mabqitbss  of  SALISBURY : 
,It  was  in  conse^uenoo  of  a  oommnnioa- 
titm  ttom  the  Turkish  QoTemment  that 
mj  attention  waa  aroused  to  this  matter. 
Toe  Turkish  Ambassador  asked  us  to 
suppress  a  certain  Armenian  journal 
oaUed  the  Bauudan.  I,  of  ooorse, 
at  once  answered  the  Turkish  Ambas- 
sador that  we  conld  not  sapprese  the 
journal;  and  therefore,  so  far  as  the 
Turkish  Ooyeniment  was  concerned, 
^ere  the  matter  ended.  But,  as  Z 
wanted  to  know  whether  the  journal 
was  published  in  London  or  in  Paris,  I 
asked  the  Home  Office  to  make  inquiry, 
and  I  presume  that  is  the  reason  why 
Lispeotor  Melville  was  sent. 

SALMON  FBjHEBIKa  LEQIBLATIOH. 

THBEAai.oFMINTO:  In  eonsequenoe 
of  a  parwaph  I  have  seen  in  the  news* 
papers,  Img  to  ask  the  noble  Marquess 
VOL.  OOOXXXIV.    [TRiBDBniu.] 


at  the  head  of  the  Ooremment  whether 
he  is  correctly  reported  as  saying  that 
there  is  no  intention  on  the  part  of  the 
OoTOTnment  to  proceed  with  the  salmon 
fisheries  legislation ;  and  whether  it 
is  the  intentioa  of  the  Ooremmentto 
introdnoe    any     such     measure     this 


The  MABOnBss  or  LOTHIAN:  I 
nuiy  say  that  I  was  as  much  surprised 
'  as  the  noble  Lord  upon  reading  the  para- 
graph in  Question.  I  should  like  to 
correct  an  iaea  which  seems  to  be  enter- 
tained by  some  people,  that  there  is  at 
this  moment  any  Bill  before  Parliament 
dealing  with  this  question.  There  is  no 
Bill  at  all  on  the  subject  at  the  presemt 
time  before  Parliament.  As  I  stated  to 
your  Lordships  last  year  in  laying  a 
Bill  on  the  Table,  I  did  so  with  the  sole 


might  think  fit  to  make,  and  I  cannot 
My  that  I  was  disappointed  in  the  result. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  the  noUe 
Lord,  I  can  only  say  that  I  hare  given  no 
anthorilry  of  any  sort  or  kind  fbr  the 
statement  appearing  in  the  newspapers, 
nor,  BO  far  as  I  oan  learn,  is  that  state- 
ment founded  upon  any  letter  writtoi 
by  anyone  in  auUiority.  With  regard 
to  the  latter  part  of  the  question,  in  the 
tresent  state  of  bnsineBS  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  it  is  imposnble 
for  me  to  give  any  distinct  statement  as 
whether  legislation  on  this  subject  is 
likely  to  be  intooduoed  in  the  course  of 
the  present  Sesuoo. 

STANDING   0BDXB8   OF  THE   BODSE 
OP    L0BD8  — EBPOBT    OP    AMEND- 
MENTS. 
Ths    Muansss    oir     BAUSBURT 

moved  to   amend  Standing  Order  No. 

XLIc.  BO  that  it  should  read — 
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"TheStuidingOomiiutteeihtll  connrtinall 
of  not  mora  thui  ItO  Lorda,"  &c. : 
and  b7  Standmn  Order  No.  XLId.  to 
proride  tluit— 

"  His  qnoniin  of  tlie   StaDding   CommittM 

dwU  ba  MTMI." 

Earl  BEATJOHAUF  :  I  vonld  like 
to  ask  the  noble  Uarqueae  if  lie  con 
give  US  some  doe  as  to  where  be  pro- 
pooee  theee  Staoding  Oommitteea  should 
meet? 

Tmi  Mabqokm  of  SALISBTJBY  :  I 
regard  40  aa  the  magazine  upon  which 
the  Committee  vill  draw  ratber  than 
tJie  actual  number  of  noble  Lords  who 
will  at  any  one  time  attend.  I  do  not  think 
there  will  be  any  practical  difficult;. 

The  Amendments  were  resolved  upon. 

TkB  lUat,  OF  BELMOBE  moved  to 
add  to  Standing  Order  XLIf.  the 
worde— 

"  Bnt  in  the  abMnoe  from  any  meetiQ;  of  a 
Standing  Oommittee  of  ths  Chairman  »o  ap- 
pointed, the  Committee  shall  hare  power  to 
appmnt  anothai  Chainnan  for  that  meeting, 
prefarenoo  being  given  to  a  Lord  (if  pnaent) 
who  dull  hare  Men  appointed  to  serve  u  a 
Chainsan  b;  the  Committee  of  Selection." 

The  Amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Hoved,  "  That  the  Standing  Orders  as 
BOW  amended  be  the  Standing  Ordere  of 
the  House  relating  to  the  conduct  of 
pnblic  business." 

Agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  Standing  Orders  be 
printed. 

THE  CORPS  OF  NAVAL  VOLUNTEEBS. 
•Viscount  SIDMOUTH,  in  rising  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  whether, 
if  it  be  the  case  that  the  Admiralty  are 
dissatisfied  with  the  present  condition 
of  the  Coips  of  Naval  Tolnnteere,  any 
measure  is  in  contemplatian  for  pro- 
mottngtheefficient^of  that  Corps,  said: 
Uj  Lords,  I  do  not  know  whether  it  will 
be  oat  of  order  for  me  to  quote  words 
used  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament ; 
but  my  question  has  reference  to  a 
statement  made  by  the  First  Lord  of  ths 
Admiralty  in  another  place,  which  I 
cannot  but  regard  as  being  made  hastily 
and  nnthinkingly,  and  which  has  in- 
fiioted  considerable  pain  upon  a  very 
gallant  anddeserving body  of  Volunteers. 
X  am  quite  aware  that  the  services  of 
that  Oorps  are  not  generally  so  well 
known  as  they  are  to  myself,  and  as  they 
Jiarqueu  of  Saluiur]/ 


ought  to  be  to  your  Lordships.  Uanj- 
noble  Lords  have  asked  me  who  the 
Naval  Volunteers  are.  The  Corps  has 
existed  under  adverse  conditions,  and 
with  ve^  little  support,  since  the  year 
1872.  It  was  not  until  1884  that  thw 
received  a  capitation  grant,  althongh 
ib^  had  gone  through  a  very  severe 
training,  had  complied  with  all  the 
requirements  of  the  Admiralty,  and  had 
received  &om  the  officers  who  inspected 
them  the  most  satisfactory  testimoniala 
of  efficiency.  There  are  four  of  these 
brigades  round  the  ooast.  There  is  Uw 
London  Btigade,  which  embraces  a 
Corps  at  Hastings,  and  another  at 
Brighton.  There  is  a  brigade  at 
Bristol,  which  embraces  two  or  thre» 
other  western  stations.  A  Corps  has 
recently  been  formed  at  laverpool,  and 
there  is  one  at  the  Clyde,  both  of  which 
are  under  the  command  of  noble  Lords,. 
Members  of  this  Honse.  The  late 
Gk>vemment  refused  an  applioatioTi  from 
Plymouth.  Theee  Naval  Volonteera 
have  received  &om  sucoessive  Lords  of 
the  Admiralfy  a  good  many  very  fine 
vords,  bnt  very  bad  treatment.  When 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Northbrook) 
was  at  the  head  of  the  Admiral^,  he 
did  very  little  to  encourage  the  CoTpSr 
althoogh  directly  he  was  oat  of  office  he' 
spoke  of  them  in  the  very  highest  terms. 
I  will,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
just  refer  to  one  or  two  documents  which 
bear  testimony  to  the  effioienoy  of  tho 
corps.  The  first  is  onewhich  comes  last 
in  date ;  but  it  is  one  of  the  most  import- 
ant. The  noble  Marqaeas  at  the  head  of 
theOovemment  said  "that the  Corps  had 
not  received  the  attention  which  it  ought 
to  receive  from  the  Admiralty."  That  is 
reported  as  the  answer  of  the  noble 
Marquess  to  a  question  in  this  House  by 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Earl  Oowper). 
[The  Marquess  oiSalisbubt:  I  do  not 
reoollect  it.]    I  beg  my  noble  Friend's 

Cdon.  The  words  are,  "The  Motion 
not  received  the  attention  which  it 
ought  to  have  received  from  the  Admi- 
ralty." Then  Mr.  Ward  Hunt,  when. 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  several- 
years  back,  visited  the  Bristol  Oorps, 
and  said  that — 

"  This  was  a  moTsment  that  the  Admitaltjr 
very  much  favoured,  and  they  thought  it  a  very 
important  thing  that  even  seaport  town  s  honld 
have  a  nam1>er  of  Naval  Volimteer«  prepared  to 
serve  in  case  of  need." 
Then,  there  are  a  number  of  Beports- 
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from  gallantoffioera  who  were  8<nit  down 
to  tbe  different  ports  for  the  purpose  of 
inspecting  the  corps.  Lord  Chart  es 
Beresford,  who  is  a  thoroughly  practical 
manihaaspokenin  the  very  highest  terms. 
Dot  only  of  the  objects  of  the  Corps, 
which  he  considers  most  imilortant,  bat 
of  the  exertions,  and  the  discipline  of  the 
corps  themselTOS.  I  think  it  is  a  thou- 
sand pities  that  anything  should  proceed 
from  nigh  quarters  osJculated  to  dis- 
courage the  corps  or  to  lessen  the  zeal 
of  men  who  have  devoted  their  time  and 
considerable  sums  of  money  to  promote 
its  efficiency.  One  of  &e  oomplaints 
mode  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
is  that  the  corps  ore  not  proficient  in 
their  gnnnery ;  bat  any  aefioiency  of 
this  kind  that  there  may  be  is  due  to  the 
fkct  that  the  Admiral^  have  declined  to 
supply  guns.  In  the  few  instances  where 
guns  have  been  supplied,  the  very  hard 
condidon  has  been  imposed  upon  the 
COTpa  of  finding  a  permanent  gun  deck, 
which  has  cost  the  officers  of  the  corps 
£fiO.  The  officer  in  command  of  tne 
corps  has  charge  of  valuable  stores,  for 
which  he  is  res^nsible,  and  after  all  the 
trouble  and  pains  he  has  taken  for  many 

J  torn  he  holds  the  humble  posidon  of 
eotenant  only.  The  Admiralty  decline 
to  give  any  higher  rank ;  and  I  need 
baraly  point  out  that  that  is  one  reason 
which  very  naturally  renders  the  corps 
unpopular  in  many  places  where  we 
might  expect  to  find  a  large  body  of 
offleors.  The  London  corps  is  very 
highly  distinguished.  It  is  composed 
almost  entirely  of  men  of  education  and 
birth,  who  take  upon  themselves  readily 
the  work  wliioh  is  undertaken  by  able 
seamen  in  the  BoyalNavy.  And,  when 
they  are  taunted  with  not  having  their 
Boa-legs,  I  may  tell  yoa  that  many  of 
them  nave  been  on  pleaeore  cruises  as 
far  as  die  coast  of  Normandy,  and  are 
oonstantly  engaged  in  Naval  pursuits 
about  the  fingLiahOoast  for  the  pnrpose 
of  promoting  their  efficiency  as  Naval 
Vofunteers.  On  several  oooa»ons  the 
corps  ,have  been  exceedingly  anxious  to 
obtain  permisaioD  to  ruse  a  body 
amongst  themselves  for  service  in  Esy^t 
snd  cdsewhere,  and  have  expressed  tneir 
willingness  to  adopt  any  conditions  that 
the  Admiralty  might  ohoose  to  impose. 
Under  all  the  circumstances,  they 
ImI,  and  naturally  feel,  that  it  is  a  little 
bard  npon  them  that  the^  shoald  be 
^ken  of  in  ancfa  disparaging  teinu  by 


the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 
Tour  Lordships  will  remember  the 
coldness  and  disparagement  with  which 
our  gallant  Volunteer  soldiers  were 
spoken  of  when  the  Volunteer  move- 
ment began)  but  now  there  is  hardly 
anofficerinthe  Army  whodoes  not  recog' 
niEO  the  Volunteers  as  a  most  powerful 
and  efficient  auxiliary  force.  Those 
Volunteers  have  had  the  advantage  of 
advertisement,  and  they  very  naturally 
and  properly  have  attracted  crowds 
wherever  they  have  gone,  but  the  Naval 
Volunteers,  living  on  the  coast  and 
making  no  display,  have  hitherto  at- 
tracted but  little  notice.  But  now  that 
the  nation  seems  perfectly  alive  to  the 
necessity  of  increasing  the  Naval  De- 
fences  of  the  kingdom,  it  is  to  be  hoped 
that  the  Government  will  give  more 
support  to  the  Naval  Volunteers,  and 
that  the  enthusiasm  of  a  country  having 
a  much  larger  sea  coast  than  that  of 
France  mayM  stirred  up  in  that  matter, 
so  that  we  may  raise  an  efficient,  valu- 
able, and  numerous  force  of  Naval 
Volunteers.  I  will  now  ask  my  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Elphinstone),  who  speaks 
with  so  much  authority  upon  this  ques- 
tion, from  his  great  profesaioaal  ex- 
perience, the  question  which  I  Iiave 
placed  upon  the  Paper. 

LoED  ELPHINSTONE  :  I  greatly 
regret  that  any  words  uttered  oy  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  have  given 
pain,  as  the  noble  Lord  opposite  seems 
to  think  they  have,  to  the  gallant 
corps  to  whom  reference  has  been  made. 
I  am  perfectly  sure  that  in  anything 
which  the  First  Lord  said,  nothing  could 
be  further  from  his  wish  or  intention 
than  to  cause  them  any  sort  of  pain. 
The  noble  Lord  asks  me  whether  it  is 
the  case  that  the  Admiralty  ara  dissatis- 
fied with  the  present  condition  of  the 
corps  of  Naval  Volunteers.  The  term 
"  dissatisfied  "  cannot  be  applied  to  the 
views  the  Admiralty  hold  with  regard 
to  the  present  condition  of  that  corps. 
On  the  contrary,  the  Admiral^  fully 
recognize  the  zeal  and  enet^  displayed 
by  that  corps,  and  the  willingness  with, 
which,  at  great  cost  and  sacrifice  to 
their  time  and  oonvenienoe,  they  have 
come  forward  in  order  to  go  through 
their  training.  The  diBBcnIty  which  the 
Admiralty  have  with  respect  to  the  ex- 
tension of  the  corps  to  other  districts  is 
the  difflflulty  of  any  means  of  employing 
them.     By  the  Act  under  whicn  they 
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are  embodied,  they  cannot  b»  oalled 
upon  to  serre  away  from  theii  own 
portB.  except  in  the  case  of  f^rehended 
iDTasion.  Tfaerefore,  nnleae  that  con- 
tingency ariHa,  they  are  not  available 
for  the  only  eemoe  for  which  the 
Admiralty  oonld  utilize  them — namely, 
in  supplementing  the  crews  af  ships  em- 
ployed round  the  coast.  When  the  oorps 
was  first  rused  it  was  nnderslaod  that 
it  ehonld  be  employed  in  vessels 
■tationed  at  the  Tarioue  ports.  But 
the  Admiral^  cannot,  of  oourae,  under- 
take to  looafize  the  ships  of  the  Nary 
to  partionlar  porta.  It  is  essential  to 
the  proper  safeguarding  of  oar  ports 
that  the  Admiral^  and  the  admirals  in 
command  of  our  forces  should  have  a 
free  hand  in  the  distribution  or  in  the 
oonocntration  of  their  ships  as  the 
exigencies  of  the  moment  required. 
That  would  be  especially  essential  in  a 
maritime  war,  and  that  precludes  the 
employment  of  the  Naval  Volunteers  in 
Her  Hajes^'s  ships  when  invasion  is 
not  apfffehended.  The  local  defences  of 
the  pwts,  whether  by  batteries  or  by 
enb-marine  mines,  are  under  the  War 
Department;  so  the  Admiralty  cannot 
allocate  to  the  Kaval  Volunteers  any 
ihare  in  those  duties.  There  is  no 
analogy  whatever  between  the  Naval 
and  the  Military  Serviees  as  affecting 
the  Volunteers.  The  Militair  Volunteers 
are,  so  to  apeak,  self-contained — that  is 
to  sa^,  they  are  supplied  with  arms  and 
munitioDB,  and  with  instruction  ;  but  in 
the  case  of  the  Naval  Volunteers  they 
mnst  not  only  be  supplied  with  arms  and 
mnnitians  and  instruction,  but  must 
also  be  supplied  with  ships,  and  thie  the 
Admiralty  cannot  undertake  to  do. 
They  are  prepared  to  supply  them  with 

E,  ammunition,  and  iuetmction. 
lOUDt  SiDuoiTTH :  Yon  could  let 
train.]  Sut  there  is  no  object 
in  training  men  nnless  there  is  a  prospect 
of  being  able  to  turn  that  training  to 
acoonnt,  and  of  this  the  Admiral^  can 
bold  oat  no  prospect.  Short  of  looali- 
ling  ships  to  individual  porta,  the 
A^iuralty  would  gladly  enooorage  the 
Boyal  Naval  ArtiUsiy  Volunteers,  and 
would  be  quite  prepared  to  oonnder  any 
aoheme  woioh  could  be  deriaed  for 
Qtiliring  their  services ;  hut  ontil  some 
mch  echeme  can  be  determined  upon,  the 
Adnuralty  are  reluctant  to  add  to  a  force 
vhioh,  as  now  composed,  affords  no  ade- 
quate return  for  their  coat  to  the  oonntty. 
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•Eabl  OOWPBB  :  I  am  sure  it  is  the 
desire  of  all  your  Lordships  that  this 
corps  of  Naral  Volunteers  should,  if 
possible,  be  placed  in  such  a  poution 
that  they  may  beoome  a  permanent  and 
efficient  part  of  ttie  defensive  foroes  of 
the  county.  As  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Elphmstone)  has  pointed  out,  the 
chief  difficulty  seems  to  be  that  the 
training  necessary  to  effidenoy  is  im- 
possible, because  the  men  have  not  the 
necessary  ships,  and  the  Admiralty  do 
not  see  their  way  to  provide  them.  I 
beg  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether,  if 
the  ships  are  provided  by  volunteer 
efibrt,  either  by  niring  or  constmcting 
vessels,  the  Admiralty  will  consider  the 
question  of  increasing  the  number  of 
Naval  Volunteers  ? 

•Thk  Eam.  of  EAVENBWOETH: 
My  Lords,  I  think  the  disclaimer  which 
my  noble  Friend  below  me  (Lord  £1- 
phinstone)  has  made  will  be  beneficial, 
because  the  words  uttered  by  the  First 
Ijord  of  the  Admiralty,  in  another  place, 
seem  to  have  been  misunderstood.  It 
would  he  particularly  unfortuoate  that 
the  words  of  anyone — especially  one  in 
a  high  position—should  be  ooDstrued  aa 
throwing  cold  water  upon  the  Naval 
Volunteer  movement  at  snch  a  time  aa 
this,  when  the  public  mind  is  ^reaUy 
excited  upon  the  great  question  of 
naval  defence,  and  prepared  to  welcome 
any  force  that  may  defend  our  shores. 
There  is  no  difficulty  whatever  in  rws- 
ing  any  number  of  men ;  the  only  diffi- 
onl^  is  one  which  the  Admiralty 
themselves  have  raised — namely,  aa 
to  the  employment  of  the  men- 
It  is  no  use  raising  the  men 
onleaa  they  can  be  drilled.  The 
men  are  anxious  to  raise  themselves  to 
that  pitch  of  efficiency  which  is  required 
of  them,  bnt  they  say  that  this  is  realty 
a  matter  for  the  Oovemment,  and  that 
ships  should  be  supplied  to  drill  them  in. 
There  is  another  difflcnlty  which  has 
arisen  and  which  requires  conudering, 
and  that  is  to  define  precisely  the  dutiea 
which  in  an  emergency  those  men 
might  be  required  to  perform.  If  it  it 
assumed  that  we  held  the  command  of 
the  sea  round  our  coasts,  these  men 
would  have  very  little  to  do ;  but  if  we 
should  lose  at  any  time  that  oommand, 
DO  body  of  Volunteers  we  could  raise 
would  be  Bufficient  to  protect  onr  porta 
from  iiyory  and  probable  loss.  I  under- 
stand tiie  Admirally,  however,  to  say 
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that  they  must  have  ses&ring  mea,  and 
Z  think  they  are  right.  The  fonctionB 
of  thifl  corps  will  be  twofold— first,  to 
anpport  and  assist  the  submarine  miniDg 
corps,  which  are  drilling  with  ooneider- 
able  alacrity  at  various  ports;  and 
Moondly,  to  defend  the  immediate 
Tidiiity  of  any  portioular  port  to  whioh 
they  might  be  attaohed  against  what  are 
called  raiders.  The  first  thing  that 
would  happen  in  war  would  be  the  send- 
tiiK  of  a  number  of  light  Teseels  fitted 
with  guns  to  operate  effectirely  agtunat 
our  oommeroe,  and  we  ought  to  have  a 
number  of  corresponding  tossoIh  to  meet 
those  raiders.  It  would  be  of  immense 
importance  to  have,  at  any  rate,  a 
ancleuB  of  such  a  force  in  each  of  our 
great  ports,  and  the  Admiralty  may,  I 
think,  reasonably  be  preesed  to  afford 
the  neoeesary  fooilitieB  for  drill.     Any 

fanboal,  though  old  or  obsolete,  would 
a  for  the  purpose  in  time  of  peace,  if 
fitted  with  modem  guns.  I  have  in  my 
hand  a  list  of  the  smps  which  are  in  the 
course  of  the  present  financial  year  to  be 
removed  from  the  Nary  List,  and  1  find 
there  are  at  least  ten  second  class  gun 
vessels,  and  gun  boats,  which  wonld 
make  an  excellent  nucleus  for  the  pur- 
Soae.  As  this  is  a  National  movement, 
it  is  not  right  to  ask  the  Naval  Volun- 
teers to  find  their  own  vessels,  and  there 
is  no  earthly  reason  why  the  Ooreroment 
should  not  spare  some  of  the  old  vessels 
now  about  to  be  struck  off  the  Navy  Ijst. 
Lord  ELPHINSTONE  :  l£y  Lords,  I 
regret  that  I  am  net  in  a  position  to 
oommit  the  Admiralty  by  any  statement 
as  to  the  provision  of  ships  for  the  Naval 
Yolnnteere.  The  difficulty  is,  as  I  said 
before,  that  we  have  not  the  money  to 
provide  ships.  I  think  that  it  the  large 
towne  were  to  take  steps  to  provide  ships 
themselves,  no  difficulty  would  be  raised 
by  the  Admiralty  on  the  question  of  In- 
oreasing  the  force.  The  noble  Lord  be- 
hjne  me  (the  Earl  of  Bavensworth)  has 
said  there  are  a  number  of  obsolete  ships 
that  ooidd  be  used  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Volunteers.  Now,  then,  is  the  op- 
portunity for  the  Volunteers  to  approach 
the  Admiralty  with  a  view  to  obtainisg 
some  of  those  ships.  The  noble  Lord 
also  suggested  that  the  Volunteers 
should  work  with  the  submarine  miners, 
but  Z  must  point  out  that  those  aub- 
marine  miners  are  under  the  War  Office 
and  not  under  o  ii  control  in  any  way. 
With  regard  tt  guns,  we  have  aa  uur 


before,  the  whole  diffioulty  is  with  re* 
gard  to  the  ships. 

Hddm  si^'onmBd  at  half-pstt  Firs  o'clock 

to   Thursday   next,    a   quarter 

bef(ne  EUvsn  o  cloak. 


HOUSE    OF    00HH0N8, 
D^idai/,  22nd  ifareh,  1889. 


QUEEK'S  COLLEOB,  IBELAND 
(PBOFE8SOE8). 

Betum  ordered — 

■'Showing,  in  the  case  of  tlio  FrofeBson  of 
the  Queen's  Collevei  in  Iralond,  the  following 
particolart  :^1.  Date  of  appointment  of  ea<£ 
Professor,  distinguiahing  thoaa  who  were  ia 
office  at  the  date  of  passing  of  thd  Bo;tiI  Uoi- 
verdty  Act  of  18T8.  2.  Official  income  on 
appointment,  and  in  the  current  Sesdon,  re* 
■peotivelj.  3.  Whether  the  whole  time  of  the 
Piofesaor  ia  devoted  to  the  public  seiviae. 
4.  Whether  a  right  to  penaon  or  eomDOnaation 
on  retirement  siiita  under  the  Civil  Sarrioe 
Service  Snpemnnuation  Acts,  or  otherwise ; 
and  whether  any  tpeoial  terms,  in  leapect  to 
pension,  have  he«n  made  with  any  FrofeMor." 
—  {llT.  Pinktrltn.) 

COAL,  CINDERS,  to. 

Aooounts  ordered— 

"Of  the  quantitief  of  CoaU,  Cindets,  and 
Patent  Foal  shipped  at  the  several  Porta  ot 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  ooaatwayii.to 
other  Ports  of  the  United  Kingdom,  in  the 
year  ISas. 

"  Of  the  qosotities  and  declared  value  of  Goals, 
Cinden,  and  Patent  Fuel  exported  bom  the 
leveral  Porta  of  England,  Scotland,  and  Ire- 
land to  Foreign  Countries  and  the  British 
Settlements  Abroad  in  the  ^mi  1888,  diatia* 
guiahing  the  Ootuitiiee  to  which  the  same  ware 

"Of  the  quantities  of  Cosla,  CSndera,  anl 
Patent  Fael  exported  from  the  United  Eingdoni 
in  the  yoar  1SB6. 

"  Of  the  quttntitiea  of  Coals  and  Patent  FnsI 
broosht  ooastwaya,  by  inland  navigation,  and 
by  T^wsy,  into  ttie  Port  of  Txindon  during  the 
year  1888. 

"  And  of  the  qoantitiai  of  Goal  and  Patent 
Fail  received  ooastwayi  at  the  vaiiooi  Porta  of 
the    United    Kingdom."— (Air   Smirf    Bjauf 

QV£8TI0N8. 


DEFEOTtVB  SVTOaDS. 
Ua.  HANBUBT  (Freeton)  asked  th» 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  hi* 
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•ttmtion  has  b«en  called  to  a  letter  in 
the  Tm*$  of  8th  Maroh,  signed  bj 
HajoT-Qeneral  Sir  D.  C.  Dmnr-Lowe, 
in  which,  on  behalf  of  the  Special  Com- 
mittee of  188S,  "ba  i^iyil|n'rnn  tbe  re- 
aponnbili^  now  oast  on  that  Committee 
for  the  teane  of  defaotiTe  swords  of  the 
ao-oalled  1885  pattern  ;  "  whether  it  ie 
dierebj  intended  to  be  conveyed  that 
the  defective  swords  were  not  mannfac- 
tured  in  acoordance  with  tbe  Committee's 
pattern ;  and  if  the  Committee,  on  whom 
he  haa  placed  the  reeponsibili^,  ia,  aa 
its  Chairman  states,  not  responnble, 
vhoiaF 

•Thx  8ECHETAHT  of  STATE  tob 
'WAR  (Hr.  E.  Stanhofx,  lincolnBbire, 
Homoaatle) :  I  have  seen  the  letter  of 
Hajor-Qeneral  Sir  Druij-Lowa  in  the 
Timu  of  March  8tb ;  bnt  my  hon. 
Triend  is  as  well  able  to  interpret  what 
Ihe  letter  is  intended  to  convey  as  I  am. 
As  he  is  aware,  the  transactiona  in  qnea- 
tien  took  place  before  I  was  connected 
with  the  War  Office ;  bat  I  am  aasored 
by  m^  military  advisers  that  tbe  re- 
sponaibiU^  for  the  pattern  of  1865  rests 
with  the  dommittee  of  that  date. 

KNOOKADOON  PIEE. 

Ur.  lank  (Cork  Cotinty,  E.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  the  fol- 
lowing paragraph  in  tbe  Beport  made  by 
the  Coanty  Surveyor  to  tbe  Cork  Grand 
Jury: — 

"  I  hare  to  teport  that,  notwithstandiag  the 
BoMd  of  Works  aunriiig  theouelTM  that  kU 
work!  an  KiiiDd  marine  itraotures  before 
handing  then  over  to  the  ooontT,  the  pier 
lately  conBtracted  by  them  at  Knociadoon  haa 
snffwed  leTBra  injnry,  and  72  feet  of  the  end 
hM  been  carried  away.  ...  In  this  oaM 
the  damage  it  largely  dne  to  bad  conorete.  A 
mm  of  aboat  £200  will  be  reqnired  to  rebuild 
thifl  end  of  the  pier ;  whether  the  engineer  who 
Inipeoted  and  reported  npon  thi<j>ier  is  the 
■me  offloer  who  reported  that  the  Ballyootton 
Rer  was  a  "  Mnnd  marine  etractnie ; '" 
and  what  ateps  the  Government  in- 
tend to  take  to  seeure  a  tmstworthy 
Beport  npon  such  piers  ? 

Da.  iInNER  (Cork,  Mid)  abo  aaked 
if  it_  waa  a  fact  that  the  Koockadoon 
Pieri  in  tbe  county  of  Cork,  lately  built 
by  the  Board  ofWorka,  Ireland,  had, 
owing  to  faulty  oonstracdon,  recently 
suffered  severe  injury ;  whether  it  was 
true  that  72  feet  of  tbe  end  of  the  pier 
has  been  carried  away;  and  what  sum 
iraa  alleged  to  be  now  necessary  in 
order  to  rebuild  tbe  pi^. 
Jfr.iTMiwy 


*Ths  SECBBTASY  to  the  TBBA* 
SDBY(Ur.  Jkcxaon,  Leeds,  N.)  said 
damage  to  Knockadoon  Fier  had  ooeur- 
red  for  a  length  of  about  60  feet.  The 
cement  oaed  in  the  constmction  was  ob- 
tained &om  a  respectable  firm,  and  had 
undergone  a  better  test  than  that  pre- 
scribed.  The  work  appeared  perfectly 
Bonnd  in  every  respect  when  oompleted 
and  tranaferred  to  the  oonntry.  Tb9 
failure  of  the  cement  aiaoe  then  la  being 
duly  investigated  with  the  mannfae- 
tnrers,  and  le  due,  as  far  as  oan  be 
judged,  to  soma  hitherto  nnexplained 
chemical  action,  similar  to  that  in  the 
cose  of  the  Aberdeen  and  other  har- 
boura.  Tbe  board's  officer  in  the  matter 
was  the  same  Gentleman  who  reported 
on  the  Ballyootton  Fier.  The  Board  of 
Works  intended  under  the  peculiar  tax- 
Dumstancee,  to  propose  to  carry  out,  with 
the  aasent  of  the  Chand  Jury,  the  repuxs 
■•"■■■—  *  "  rbour 


OOTTEWrMENT  OOSTHAOTS. 

Mr.  LANB  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
tbe  Admiralty  what  ware  the  aotaal 
prioea  in  the  tenders  submitted  to  the 
Admiralty  by  the  Danish  and  Irish 
firms  for  tbe  supply  of  meas  pork ; 
whether  he  ia  aware  that  the  Irish  con- 
tractors  assert  that  tbey  oan  supply 
better  quality  than  the  Danish  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  Danish  Govern- 
ment have  for  many  years  past,  through 
their  Agricultural  Department,  apent 
large  Bume  of  money  in  promoting  tbe 
improvement  of  the  breeds  of  native 
bogs  and  of  the  methods  of  curing  and 
packing;  and,  whether,  imder  those 
oircumatanoes,  he  will  consider  the  ex- 
pediency of  giving  the  contract  for 
aup^ying  the  British  Navy  to  firms  in 
the  United  Kingdom  rather  than  to  a 
Danish  firm  t 

The  FIE8T  LOED  of  the  ADMI- 
BALTT  (Lord  Georoe  Hamiltov) 
(Middlesex,  Ealing) :  It  is  inexpedient, 
both  in  the  interests  of  the  Government 
and  of  contraotora  tbemeelves,  to  name 
the  actual  prices  quoted  in  tbe  tenders 
for  Government  supplies,  but  I  have 
no  objeotian  to  stating  that  there  woa 
an  average  difference  of  9^  pw  cent  in 
favour  of  Danish  as  against  Irish  P^^^m 


w  0 
Irish  pri( 
in  tbe  last  tenders  for'salt  pork.  There 
is  no  reason  to  snpposa  that  Irish  pork 
is  of  better  quality  than  Danish,  and 
lengthened    experienoe    shows     great 
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«qtulity  in  thU  rwpMt.  There  i 
infmnAtion  at  the  Admiralty  reUtiDa; 
to  the  nported  action  oi  the  Dani^ 
Ooremment  in  promoting  improve- 
ment in  the  breed  of  native  hogs, 
or  of  methods  of  oaring  and  pacVini 
1^  am  deairona,  witUn  raaaonabl 
limit*,  to  favour  home  prodootion  for 
Qoremment  Bnpplioe,  oat  1  oannot 
ondertake  to  reject  tendere  from  abroad 
whan  it  is  manifeatlj  in  the  pnblii 
intereet  to  aooept  them. 

HEDICALI.T  TEAIMZD  SCHOOL 
IHSPECTOHS. 
Da.  FABQUHARSON  (Aberdeea- 
•hire,  W. )  asked  the  Yioe  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Ooundl  on  Education 
whether  it  is  hie  intention  to  direct 
that  sohool  inepeotore  shoald  in  future 
be  medically  trained,  so  as  to  enable 
them  to  fulfil  their  new  duties  of 
detooting  defects  of  vision  in  youog 
dhildran ;  and,  if  their  Beporte  show 
that  short  sight  is  on  the  inorease, 
what  steps  the  Department  will  take  to 
4^eok  the  progrees  of  an  infirmit;  which 
most  eerioaslj  hamper  the  future  oie- 
(ulnees  of  oar  indaetrial  nopnlatiou  f 

•Ths  vice  PBE8IDENT  of  tbk 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Haet  Dikx,  Kent, 
Daittord) :  It  was  not  included  in  my 
promiae  the  other  day  that  none  but 
trained  oculists  ehonld  in  future  be  em- 
irs ;  but  when  we  have 
)  information  on  the 
aubjeot,  oare  will  be  taken  to  acquaint 
the  House  with  the  stepe  it  is  proposed 
to  take. 

Dn.  FABQUHABBON :  The  matter 
is  really  one  of  national  importance. 
Will  the  Qovemment  consider  the  pro* 
priety  of  appointing  a  small  Depart- 
mental Committee  to  inquire  into  it  f 

•SmW.  HABTDYKE:  Ifully  admit 
the  importance  of  the  matter,  and  the 
inapeetors  will  devote  very  careful  eon- 
aideration  to  it. 

Da.  FABUUHABSON :  But  the  in- 
apeetors are  not  medical  men. 

IBBLA.ND  — POOB  LAW 
ASRANQBUEim}. 
Ub.  T.F.A  (Londonderry,  8. )  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  his  attention  had  been 
drawn  to  the  case  of  Andrew  HeBride, 
mbo  left  Ireland  when  14  years  of  age, 
and  spent  48  years  in  Scotland,  but  who 


now  under  a  removal  warrant  has  be> 
oome  a  charge  with  bis  wife  upon  the 
rates  of  the  uagherafelt  Union ;  and  it 
the  Government  can  take  any  stape  to 
remedy  the  hardstiip  of  each  oases  to 
Irish  ratepayers  F 

The  CHIEF  8E0BETABT  Fon  IBE- 
LAND  (U>.  A.  J.  Balkjcb,  Manchester, 
E.)  said  the  question  had  refsrenoe  to  a 
somewhat  ancient  grievance  in  regard 
to  Poor  Law  arrangements  io  Ireland. 
Ha  was  afraid  it  was  not  in  his  power 
to  give  any  pledge  in  regard  to  legisla- 
tion on  the  subject,  but  he  was  satisfied 
there  were  defects  in  the  law. 

THE  TBOCADEEO. 

Ub.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  if  ha  was  aware  that  a  eong 
entitled  "  Home  Bule,"  whiob  was  sung 
at  the  "  Trooadero "  during  the  first 
five  days  of  last  week,  was  prohibited  on 
St,  Patrick's  Eve  ;  and  if  euch  prohibi- 
tion was  instigated  by  the  police  f 

Tna  8ECHETABT  of  STATE  n» 
THE  HOME  DEPABTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  K) :  I  am  in- 
formed that  a  song  called  '•'  Home  Bule  " 
sung  at  the  Trooadero  was  dieoontinaed 
by  order  of  the  manager,  The  police 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  witn  the 
matter. 

POLICE  VISITS  IN  IRELAND. 

Ma.  BLANE  asked  the  Chief  Seore- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
if  he  can  state  the  reaeon  why  a  body  of 
Constabulary,  armed  with  rifles  and 
bayonets,  made  a  raid  in  the  night  on 
the  house  of  John  Harkins,  of  Middle- 
town,  county  Donegal,  burst  in  the 
doors,  and  turned  the  inmates  out  of 
bed ;  and  if  other  bouses  in  the  district 
were  dealt  with  in  a  similar  way  T 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  The  Ooa- 
Btabulary  Authorities  report  that  it  is 
the  case  that  a  few  nights  ago  the  bousa 
of  Harkins  and  ether  houses  were  visited 
by  the  police  in  their  search  for  certain 
persons  charged  with  complicity  in  the 
murder  of  District  Inspeotor  Martin, 
who  are  sttll  in  hiding.  No  doore  were 
burst  open  and  no  inmates  were  turned 
out  of  bed.  The  police  did  not  succeed 
in  making  any  arrests. 

Ma.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  8.] :  Did 
the  poUce  act  with  or  without  warrant  F 

lb.  A.  I.  BALFOUR:  I  am  afrftid 
I  cannot  answer  that  question. 
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have  a  queBtfon  npon  tlie  paper  on  the 
■ame  subject.  Is  it  trii«  tnat  ever; 
hoiue  was  §eaTolied  between  Middletovn 
ani  DunleeiT,  a  distance  of  nine  milas? 
Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  rather  think 
it  is  true. 

CHRBSTB  HOaPTTAL. 

Hr.  HUNDEIiLd  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  asked  the  Vioe  President  of  the 
Oommittee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion what  was  the  present  position  of 
the  Christ's  Hospital  Scheme,  and  whe- 
ther there  was  any  prospect  of  its  being 
laid  upon  the  Table  in  time  to  permit  of 
its  becoming  law  this  year;  and, 
wheUier,  having  regard  to  the  ikot  that 
3,000  children  have  already  been  de- 
prived of  a  three  years'  course  of  bsood- 
dary  education,  he  will  eiert  himself  to 
pat  an  end  to  these  prejudicial  delays? 

8iB  W.  HABT  DYKE :  According  to 
the  information  given  me,  the  objections 
to  the  Christ's  Hospital  Scheme  will 
probably  be  heard  by  the  Jadioial  Com- 
mittee before  the  Whitsuntide  holidays, 
in  which  case  there  might  be  time  for 
the  scheme,  if  sustained,  to  become  law 
this  SeasioQ.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
most  be  aware  that  since  the  Scheme 
was  approved  by  the  Education  Depart- 
ment I  have  had  no  power  to  influence 
its  progress. 

INDIAN  COVENANTED  CIVIL  SERVICE. 
Hk.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether,  in  the  List  of  the  Indian 
Covenanted  Civil  Service,  published  in 
January  1&8S,  an  alteration  was  made 
in  the  arranfement  of  the  names  of 
members  of  uiat  service,  and  the  names 
of  all  statutory  civilians  for  the  first  time 
shown  in  a  separate  list ;  whether  the 
following  heading  was  placed  over  this 
separate  list,  "  Statutory  Civilians,  who, 
though  not  members  of  the  Covenanted 
Civil  Service,  hold  appointmentsTeserved 
ordinarily  for  that  service;"  whether 
he  will  state  why  these  changes  have 
been  made,  and  what  were  the  oircum- 
Btanoes  under  which  it  was  then  deter- 
mined that  the  statutory  civilians  were 
"not  members  of  the  Covenanted  Civil 
Service,"  although  for  five  years  they 


of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  waS' 
obtained  before  the  alteration  was  niad» 
and  the  "beading"  adopted;  and 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
this  House  the  Papers  expluning  and 
justifying  the  above  alteration  ? 
rEHK  UNDER  8ECHETABY  (y 
STATE  TOE  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gokst, 
Chatham) :  The  alteration  referred  to- 
was  made  in  the  Bengal  Civil  List- 
not  in  the  other  provinces  of  Indian 
The  new  description  appears  to  be  more- 
accurate,  and  in  accordance  with  the 
Act  of  Parliament.  It  was  a  recurrence- 
to  the  more  correct  practice  which  at 
first  obtained.  The  Statutorv  Civilians- 
were  not  informed  of  the  change,  nor 
was  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  ob- 
tained. The  Secretary  of  State  cannot 
lay  any  Papers  on  the  Table  which  will 
affiird  any  further  explanation  or  justifi- 
cation. 

IRELAND.— POUCE  AT  OWEEDORE. 

Ms.  IfAC  NEILL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieatenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  can  state  why,  in  addition 
to  the  Police  and  Military,  a  staff  of 
detectives  from  Belfast  are  stationed  in 
the  district  of  Qweedore;  and  under 
what  authority  did  these  detectives  last 
Friday,  acoompanied  by  two  Gweedow 
constables,  make  a  house  to  honse  visit 
in  the  townlands  of  Uagheralisk  and. 
Knockstaller,  note  book  in  hand,  and 
inquire  of  the  head  of  each  house- 
whether  he  was  at  chapel  on  Sunday, 
3rd  February,  and  question  the  inhabi- 
tants as  to  their  whereabouts  and  their 
associates  on  that  day  F 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  constabu- 
lary authorities  report  that  they  ars- 
taking  such  steps  as  they  oonuder 
necessary  to  make  all  the  persons  im- 
plicated  in  the  murder  of  District 
Inspector  Martin  amenable.  The  ques- 
tions  now  being  asked  in  this  House- 
are  calculated  to  embarrass  them  in  that 
direction.  But  when  the  case  has  beoo' 
decided  by  a  Court  of  Law  they  will  be 
prepared  to  give  every  information! 
-hich  may  be  reasonably  required. 

Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield) :  At  what  hour  of  the  night 
did  these  visits  take  place  ? 

Mb.   a.    J.    BALFOUR:    I  cannot 


had  been  so  classified  and  so  regarded ;  answer  the  question  without  notice, 
whether  the  statutory  civilians  have  been  |  Mb.  MAC  NEILL :  Under  what  au- 
informed  of  the  change ;  and,  if  yes,  in  thori^.  Common  or  Statute  Law,  hav» 
what  manner;     whether   the    opinion    these  detectives  from  Belfast  bean  or- 
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dared  to  oroHezamine  uidStu  Ohomber 
th«  peopl«  ? 
•Ub.  SP£A£EB  :  Order,  order ! 

ALLEQED  PSBJtTKT  IN  WALES. 
Hb.  BATm  THOMAS  (ICerthjr 
lytiil)  asked  the  8eorotw7  of  State  for 
the  Home  Departmeot  vhather  hia 
atteBtioB  had  been  oalled  to  the  remarks 
of  Ur.  Jnetioe  C^ntntham,  at  OardifF,  as 
to  the  alleged  nreralenoe  of  perjniy  and 
foi^r«7  is  wales ;  whether  tbe  number 
of  oases  of  penury,  forgery,  and  uttering 
forged  dooumeDts  (so  far  as  known  to 
the  polioa)  in  the  police  disbiots  of  Wales 
md  Monmouthshire,  compared  with  those 
in  England,  in  the  yev  ending  2Sth 
September  18«7,  the  last  year  for  which 
statistics  are  available,  were  as  4*1  to 
100,  and  for  the  five  years  ending  the 
same  date  as  9-B  to  100  ;  whether  all  the 
crimes  committed  (not  summarily  dis- 
poesd  of,  and  ao  far  as  known  to  the 
police)  in  the  same  districts  for  the  fire 
jeara  ending  25th  S^tembn  18H7  were 
«a  3-8  to  100 ;  whetherthe  population  of 
Wales  and  Monmouthsliire  was  at  the 
last  Oensns  over  six  per  cent  of  that  of 
England  j  and,  it  he  can  lar  upon  the 
Table  dmta  upon  which  the  House  might 
form  an  opinion  on  the  tacts  of  the 
case? 

Ms.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  not  seen 
the  remarks  of  the  learned  Judge.  The 
flgnrea  dted  by  the  hon.  Member  are 
aooorate.  These  itatistioal  data  are 
aooeeuble  to  tha  House  and  to  the 
public  inthejadioial  and  other  statistics, 
and  on  opinion  con  be  formed  upon  them. 
I  know  of  no  other  or  better  data 
which  I  oould  usefully  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House. 

Mb.  T.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) : 
May  I  oak  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  if 
he  will  take  steps,  by  Betum  or  other- 
wise, to  bring  to  the  notice  of  the  Judges 
Aat  these  crimes  are  not  more  rife  in 
Wales  than  in'  England.  Is  he  aware 
that  the  charge  of  forgery  was  brought 
against  the  Welsh  people  some  time 
ago,  and  that  it  was  exactly  the  same 
charge  as  that  which  has  recently  been 
made  by  Mr.  Justioe  Grantham  T 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  believe  that  the 
two  cases  are  identical. 

Mb.  T.  ELLIS:  Aa  this  sweeping 
(^arge  has  been  brought  against  the 
people  of  the  Prinoipohty,  I  wish  to  ask 
whether  a  single  ease  of   pequry  or 
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fbrgery  was  tried  in  tha  whole  of  North 
W5es  in  the  recent  Winter  Abhm  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  will  inquire^ 
and  inftirm  the  hon.  Member. 

BAILWAY  EATB8. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  MAOLtnu^ 

Sib  MICHAEL  HIOKS-BEAOH; 
Yes ;  Sir.  The  Board  of  Trade  havo 
fixed  £SD  OS  the  fee  to  be  paid  by  every 
B^way  Company  depositing  a  rerised 
claesifioationoimarDhandiMandsehednlei 
of  maximum  rates.  The  tee  is  fixed  by 
Bulee  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under 
the  provisions  of  section  35  of  the  Sul- 
way  and  Oanol  Traffic  Act,  188S,  and 
the  money  will  be  M^plied  aa  an  appro- 
priation in  aid  of  the  expenses  annng 
upon  the  settlement  of  the  classifications 
and  schedules.  I  have  already  dispensed 
with  part  of  the  lee  in  certain  coses, 
and  I  will  carefully  consider  any  appli- 
cation oomiog  from  a  company  who  ar» 
honifids  unable  to  pay  without  detriment 
to  their  creditors.  But  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  the  labour  and  expense- 
of  settling  a  schedule  does  not  vary  with, 
the  size  of  the  company,  and  that  £q0- 
is  not  an  unreaaonablB  sum  to  ask  from 
any  solvent  company  for  the  work  per- 
formed. 

INSPBCTOE  OF  CLOTHIKO. 
Ms.  HANBtTBY  asked  the  Beoretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  the  Inspector 
of  Clothing  has  resigned,  and  the  post  is- 
to  be  filled  ap  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  care 
will  be  taken  that  no  one  connected 
with  firms  oontraoting  with  the  Depart- 
ment shall  be  appointed  to  this  reqion- 
sible  post  f 
*Ub.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  Inspector 
of  Cloth  has  resigned,  and  it  will  be* 
necessary  to  replaoe  him.  We  are  ex- 
amining very  closely  the  qaalificatioa* 
of  the  188  candidates  for  this  post,  and. 
CB^  will  be  taken  not  to  appoint  any- 
one connected  with  firms  oontraotinp 
with  the  D  apartment. 

MAJOB  GBNBBAL  DOWNB& 
Sib  HOBAOE  DAVET  (Stockton> 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  tat  War 
whether  his  attention  has  been  oalled 
to  the  case  of  Major  General  Downes^ 
Boyal  Artillery,  who  was  appointed  last 
year  Commandant  of  the  Foroes  by  the< 
Government      of     South      AostnUia;, 
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whether,  notwithetandinc  ^e  stroiig 
TepreaeiitatioiiB  of  the  Ocuonial  OoTem- 
ment,  he  haa  refused  his  consent  to 
Uajor  General  Downes'  appointment, 
with  the  result  that  he  oan  only  hold  it 
-on  ooadition  of  permanently  losing  his 
pension ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  his 
-delusion  has  giren  great  diBsatisf action 
in  the  Colony ;  what  is  the  reason  for 
the  decidoii;  and  whether  he  will  lay 
-the  oorrespondenoe  with  the  Oorem- 
ment  of  Booth  Australia  apon  the  Table 
of  the  House  ? 

*Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  Honorary 
Major  (General  Downes  has  been  refnsea 

Sermisuon  to  draw  his  retired  pay,  so 
tngashe  shall  hold  the  appointment 

-of  Commandant  of  the  Forces  of  South 
Australia;  but  no  question  of  its  perma- 
nent withdrawal  has  arisen ;  my  decision 
lias  been  given  on  military  grounds,  in 
which  the  interests  of  the  Colony  are 

-direotly  concerned.  An  arrangement 
was  made  in  1886  in  ooneultation  with 
the  Agents  General  of  the  Colonies, 
including  South  Australia,  that  Her 
Hajeety'e  Government  would   proTide 

•«ompetent  officers  on  the  Active  List  to 
hold,    for   the  usual   period  of    staff 

-appointments,  certain  Coloaial  positions 

-of  a  mQitary  character.  Her  Majesty's 
<ih3verDment  and  the  Colonies  con- 
sidered it  very  important  that  theCoIonial 
Forces  and  those  of  HerUajesty's  Armv 
should  be  lent  in  dose  touch,  which 
flonld     only    he    effected     by     having 

-officers  to  command  them  who  should  be 
fully  acquainted  with  all  the  latest 
-developmenta  in  drill,  tactica,  armament, 

<&c.,    which    have    obtained    with    the 


enoheffective  officers  should oount  for  pro- 
motion and  Imperial  pension  as  if  it 
were  Imperial  Service,  provided  the 
'Ooloniee  would  issue  the  full  pay  during 
employment.  If  retired  officers  should 
be  appointed  to  these  posts  and  be 
allowed  to  hold  them  for  an  indefinite 
period,  the  whole  object  of  the  arrange- 
ment would  be  sacrificed;  and,  conse- 
quently, I  am  notprepared  to  sanction 
Major  General  Downes  drawing  hie 
retired  pay.  The  regulations  on  the 
eutijeot  were  presented  to  this  House  in 
September  1B87 ;  and  I  donot  thinh  there 
is  anything  in  the  correspondence  which 
would  affect  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Jlember. 


Sir  Horaet  Davty 


THE  CORK  GRAJJD  JTJEY. 
Mk.  FLTNN  (Cork,  N. )  asked  the  Boli- 
citAr  General  for  Ireland  whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  a  resolution 
reported  in  the  Cork  papers  as  having 
been  unanimously  passed  by  the  Oit; 
Grand  Jury,  protestdng  agunst 

"the  iajndidons  nie  wbich  the  Crown  hu 
made  of  ite  power  ouder  the  Crimmal  Law  and 
Proneduia  Act,  in  Mmmoning  three  handled 
jnrois  of  the  oity  end  oona^  for  the  trial  of 


and  to  the  following  remarks  of  Baroa 
Dowse  thereupon,  who  said, 

"  For  the  trial  of  only  one  oaaa!  It  ii  a  mon* 
itron*  nrooeedinf ,  and  I  will  leeeara  jour  pro- 
tett.  The  idea  of  nunmoaiag  three  fanndrad 
juror*  to  lij  one  oaie !  The  weight  of  that  is 
upon  Ur.  Henneur'a  head.  I  <inll  receive  the 
protest,  and  hsnditto  the  Crown  Solicitor;" 

who  is  reeponsible  for  the  prooeedinga 
so  strongly  condemned  by  the  learned 
Judge ;  and  will  any  steps  be  taken  to 
relieve  thejurors  of  Cork  from  the  BevM« 
strain  of  frequent  attendance  is  large 
numbers,  of  which  they  have  often  to 
complain  ? 

Tbk  solicitor  GENERAL  ros 
IRELAND  (Ur.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  My  attention  has  been  called 
to  this  matter  by  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member.  The  Grand  Jury  is 
reported  to  have  passed  the  resolution, 
and  the  Judge  to  have  used  the  language 
referred  to  in  the  question.  The  resolu- 
tion of  the  Grand  Jury  as  reported  ie 
founded  upon  error,  as  the  Special  Jury 
was  not  summoned  from  the  County  of 
Cork  as  well  as  the  City,  The  Jury 
was  summoned  from  the  City  alone,  pur- 
suant to  the  Order  in  Council,  and  under 
this  Order  300  jurors,  or  the  entire  panel 
if  it  does  not  eiceed  300,  must  be  sum- 
moned. The  inconvenience  to  them  and 
to  common  jurors  summoned  from  the 
same  venue  is  identical.  As  regards 
the  casee  for  trial,  one  of  them,  at  all 
events,  cannot  fairly  be  described  as  of 
no  conspicuous  importance,  for  the 
prisoners  were  charged  with  being  two 
of  a  gang  of  men  who  broke  into  a  house 
by  ni^bt  and  shot  the  proprietor  in  the 
le^,  in  the  presence  of  his  wife  and 
child.  The  case  was  tried  twice  in  the 
City  of  Cork  before  the  Chief  Bazon  by 
a  common  jury,  who,  on  both  occasions, 
disagreed.  The  Chief  Baron  on  the 
occasion  of  the  last  disagreement  refused 
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to  ftdmit  the  priaoaen  to  bul,  and  the 
Attomar  Qeneral,  who  is  exeloaiTel; 
teuxmnble  for  lutrinff  *  Speoul  Jury 
ordered,  haTinv  reganl  to  the  gntritj 
of  the  oaoe,  aiu  to  the  fact  of  two  dia- 
agreamoite  by  oommon  jnrios,  deoided 
that  as  order  should  be  obtained  to  hare 
tha  wse  tried  bj  a  Spedal  Jtuj. 
'  regazda  the  laat  paragraph,  the  Attorney 
Omeral  will  exeroise  the  greateat  caxa 
in  endeaTooring  to  rdiere  the  oommon 
jnrora  of  the  City  of  Cork.    The  epeoial 

tnrore  to  whom  uie  qneation  relates  hare 
lad  oomparatirelj  rery  few  oases  ' 
try. 

Hb.  lane  :  Hay  I  ask  if  the  Go- 
Tamment  haTs  reoeived  a  Hemorial  from 
the  Grand  iarf  of  the  Oounty  of  Oork 
proteating  against  the  exolosion  of 
Soman  Oatholioa  from  the  jniy  ;  and 
what  aetion  is  intended  to  be  taken  f 

*1£b.  a.  S.  BALFOUB;  The  hon. 
Hember  mnst  giro  notice  of  the  qaestion. 

Kk.  SE^ION  (Belfast,  W.):  The 
Solicitor  General  did  not  answer  the 
aeoond  paragraph  of  the  questioD  of  my 
hon.  Fnend — namely,  who  is  responHbIa 
for  the  proceedings  oondemned  by  Baron 
Dewae? 

Ma.  MADDEN:  The  Attorney  General 
is  responsible  for  baring  the  case  tried 
by  a  Bpeeial  Jury. 

Ha.  T.  M.  HBALT  (Longford,  N.)  : 
Is  it  not  the  faot  that  in  Wioklow  the 
Grand  Jnry  passed  a  similar  reeolation  ? 

Mb.  HADDEN  :  As  long  as  the  Order 
in  Oonooil  is  in  fbroa  it  is  imperative  that 
it  should  be  obeyed. 

Ms.  lane  :  Now,  if  300  jniors  were 
■ommoned  in  the  Quinary  eonrse,  oan 
the  Solicitor  General  aooount  for  the 
learned  Jndge  baTiag  spoken  of  the 
piooeeding  as  a  monstroaa  one  P 

Ms.  MADDEN :  The  remark  of  the 
learned  Tadgs  had  no  reference  to  the 
nnmber  of  jurors.  If  it  did,  he  most 
havejpoken  in  ignorance  of  the  oiroiim- 

Mb.  sexton  ;    Was  the  sUtement 
of  Baron  Dowse  bronght  to  the  notioe  of 
the  FriTT  Council  P 
H  Ms.  kADDEN :  I  oannot  answer  that 


SHANNON  DBAINAGE  BILL. 
Ms.  O'KEEFFE  (Limeriek)  asked  the 
Chief  Seoretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
«f  Ireland,  assamiag  it  to  be  his  inten- 
tion to  re-introdnoe  the  Shannon 
Drainage  Bill  this  Seaaion,  if  he  pro' 


posed  to  borrow  a  snm  of  £05,000  on 
the  seourity  of  the  tolls  and  eel  fiafaeriea 
of  said  river ;  if  he  is  aware  that  the 
GoTeminent  title  to  those  eel  weirs  is  at 
present  a  matter  of  oontention  before  the 
Superior  Gonrta  of  Law  in  Ireland ;  if 
complaints  have  been  made  to  the  Irish 
Government  of  serious  dsstmotioii  of  fry 
and  trout  by  eel  weirs  between  EjUaloe 
and  Limerick  ;  and  if  any  steps  will  be 
taken  to  prevent  euoh  injuriesr 
*Mii.  A  J.  BALFOUB :  The  S' 


on  the  seourily  of  navigation  toils  and 
rents  of  mills,  lands,  and  eel  fisheries. 
The  questios  of  title  to  the  eel  weirs 
does  not  form  part  of  the  suit  alluded 
to,  though  damages  are  sought  on  the 
grounds  of  enlargements  or  enhance- 
ment  of  the  eel  weirs.  Complaints,  as 
stated  in  the  queatiou,  were  made,  but 
are  considered  wholly  groundless,  as  the 
eel  fishing  is  only  oarried  od  at  periods 
when  the  fish  are  not  migrating  towards 
the  sea. 

VALUES  TO  THB  IBI8E  LAND 
COMMISSION. 

Mb.  BTBNE  (Wioklow  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Seoretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  was 
true  that  the  chief  valuer  attached  to  the 
Irish  Land  Commission  was  in  receipt  of 
£1,000  a-year  tor  said  office;  whether 
he  is  apenuoner  of  Greenwich  Hospital; 
whether  he  is  in  receipt  of  £300  &-year 
pension  from  that  institution;  and, 
what  are  his  qualifications  for  the  dis- 
oharge  of  the  important  duties  of  chief 
valuer  to  the  Irish  Land  Commisaion  ? 
*Ua.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  The  Land 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  the  facts 
Bre  as  stated  in  the  first  three  paragraphs. 
The  geatlaman  in  question  was  for 
many  years  general  setate  manager  fin 
Greenwioh  Hospital  at  a  salary  of 
£1,400  a-year,  and  has  many  years'  vxr 
perience  in  valoiiw  land. 

Ms.  BBYNE:  Has  this  officer  any 
qualification  whatever  ?  Does  he  know 
anything  about  the  valuation  of  land  f 

Ms.  a.  J.  BALFOUS  :  I  oannot  ex- 
press an  opinion  upon  that  point. 

FAIR  RENTS. 
Ms.   BBYNE  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieuteaant  of  Ireland 
whether  it  is  true  that  a  large  nnmber 
of  leaaeholders  in  the  BaUidram  Union, 
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county  Wicklow,  served  originating; 
notioea  to  have  fair  rente  fised  prior  to 
the  29th  September,  18B?;  whether 
these  oaaes  are  yet  unheard;  whether 
deoreeB  for  the  old  rents  are  gfA  against 
the  tenants  one  month  after  eaoh  gale 
beoomee  due ;  whether  the  coming  ^ia, 
due  26th  Uaroh  instant,  will  be  two 
years'  rent  once  some  of  the  notioea  were 
dnly  serred ;  whether  he  will  urge  the 
Land  Conunission  to  hold  sittiags  more 
frequently,  and  avoid  the  grievous 
loeees,  d^ys,  and  inoonvenienoe  to 
which  tenants  are  subjected  ;  and,  if  he 
ean  say  whan  the  next  Court  will  sit  in 
that  TTnion  ? 

*Mx.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  The  Land 
Commisnoners  inform  me  that  there 
■re  now  136  cases  remaining  unheard 
in  the  Union  of  Bathdrnm  in  reBpeot  of 
which  originating  notices  were  received 

Sior  to  the  29th  of  Septomber,  t6B7. 
t  the  last  sitting  in  that  union  134 
cases  were  disposed  of.  Asauming  that 
in  some  of  the  first- mentioned  cases  no 
rent  had  been  paid  since  the  originating 
notices  were  served,  two  years'  rent  wiU 
apparently  have  ainae  accrued  at  the 
2Sth  inst.  I  have  no  information  as  to 
whether  prooeedings  have  been  taken 
for  the  old  rent  in  the  cases  in  question, 
but  it  is  to  be  remembered  that  the 
judicial  rent  when  fixed  will  be  retro- 
spective, and  an  acooant  had  between 
the  parties  in  cases  where  the  actual 
payments  made  for  rent  since  accruing 
■hall  exceed,  or  are  less  than,  such  judi- 
cial rents,  and  it  is  further  competent  for 
the  tenant  to  apply  to  the  County  Court 
Judge  for  a  stay  of  execution  and  for 
an  Order  from  him  ahould  he  see  fit  that 
the  arrears  shall  be  spread  over  a  given 
period  for  payment  by  iDstalments.  It 
U  probable  there  will  be  another  sitting 
for  this  union  in  May  or  June  next. 

JAMAICA— OOVESNMENT  RAILWAYS. 
8iE  GEOBGE  BADBN-PUWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  any  further  decision  had  been 
oome  to  in  regard  to  the  proposed  sale 
of  the  Jamaica  Oovsmment  Railways 
to  an  American  Syndicate,  payment  to 
be  in  shares  of  a  Company  to  be  incor- 
porated in  Xew  York ;  whether  such 
shares  will  hold  a  prior  lien  on  the  Bail- 
way  over  alt  bonds  and  other  charges  ; 
and  whether,  with  a  view  to  the  exten- 
sion of  the  Bailway  system  in  Jamaica, 
Jfr.  Bryn« 


ofiEers  for  the  purchase  of  the  existing: 
BailwB^s,  and  their  extension,  will  b» 
entertained  if  nade  by  English, 
capitalists? 

Tm  UNDEB  secretary  of 
STATE  ToB  THB  0OLUNIB8  (Baron  H. 
Ds  Woniis,  Liverpool,  Toxtoth) :  The 
Secretary  of  State  has  not  yet  deddsd 
whether  the  Oovemment  of  Jamaica 
should  be  authorized  to  recommend  to 
the  Legislature  the  proposal  which  has 
been  made.  If  it  is  carried  out  the 
Company  wiH  be  incorporated  not  in. 
New  York,  but  in  Jamaica,  under  a 
spetuat  Act.  It  is  proposed  that  th» 
payment  for  the  existing  railway  shall 
be  made  partly  in  oaah  and  partly  ia 
second  mortgage  bonds;  and  that  the 
Government  shall  have  the  right  to. 
resume  the  railways  if  they  are  not 
efflmently  worked,  though  ite  bonds  will 
rank  after  the  first  mortgage  bonds.  It 
is  understood  that  the  capital  will  be 
principally  rused  in  England.  A  pro- 
visional agreement  was  made  in  the 
Colony  in  November  last,  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
confirmation  by  the  Legudative  Council. 
Though  there  is  nothing  to  prevent 
other  offers  being  made  to  the  flovem- 
ment  of  Jamaica,  they  could  hardly  be 
entertained  by  that  Government  until  a 
decision  has  been  arrived  at  upon  the 
agreement. 

THE  "CAHLOW  SENTINEU" 
Mr.  KILBBIDE  (Kerry,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether,  inasmuch  as 
the  proprietor  of  the  Cariow  JfrntionaUtl 
imd  Leimttr  TWm  has  been  sentenced  to 
two  months'  imprisonment  in  default  of 
eutoring  into  recognizances  to  be  of 
good  behaviour  for  publishiuK  a  bMd 
fidt  report  of  a  meeting  uf  the  National 
League  at  Laggacurren,  the  Gorem- 
ment  will  direct  a  prosecution  of  th» 
Cariow  Smtinel,  a  Tory  newspaper,  for 
publishing  in  February  1868  a  letter 
attacking  the  lieighlinbridge  Branch  oi 
the  National  League  for  not  boycotting 
an  alleged  land  grabber  in  the  district, 
and  in  particular  attacking  the  president 
Rev.  J.  E.  Delaney,  C.C.  ? 
*Ms.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  This  ques- 
tion having  been  brought  before  th» 
Attorney  General  tor  Ireland,  he  haa 
called  for  a  copy  of  the  newspaper  men- 
ttoned  and  for  a  Beport  as  to  the  oircam- 
staneea. 
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of    Moroooo   has   ever  unotioned  the 
tfllegraphio  cable  between  Taogier  and 


LO  BENQtlU. 
Ur.    AtBZANDES    H'ABTHUB 

(Laioeiter)  asked  the  Under  Seoretai? 
of  State  for  tiie  Colonies  it  he  can 
■tate  to  the  House  what  raply  Her  Ha- 
jesty*!  Gorerament  intend  to  giro  the 
■Ohief  Lo  Beogola,  who  has  just  sent 
Envoys  to  this  oonatry  to  ask  for  protec- 
-tion  against  foiwgn  invasion  and  foi 
advioe  abont  white  men  who  come  to  hii 
ooDDtr^  to  die  for  gold;  and  is  it  in- 
-tended  to  send  the  reply  by  the  band  of 
a  doly  aooredited  represeatatiTe  of  the 
Imperial  Qovemment  F 

Baxoit  H.  sz  WORUS  :  It  would 
not  be  showing  due  considsration  to 
Xjo  Bsngula  if  Her  Majesty's  Oorem- 
ment  were  to  publish  the  reply  about  to 
be  given  to  bim  many  weeks  before  it 
can  reaah  him,  and  any  inaoonrate  sum- 
maiy  of  it,  if  telegraphed  out,  might 
cause  serious  misandsrstanding.  The 
rmly,  howevor,  will  be  fHendly,  and 
wul  contain  the  reoommendatios  men- 
tioned  in  the  answer  which  I  ears  to 
the  hon.  Oentlenum  on  the  IStti  inet. 
It  is  not  proposed  to  send  the  reply  by 
the  hands  of  a  special  messenger  from 
home. 

Hb.  JOHN  UOBLET  (NewoasUe- 
on^^Tyne)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lienteoant  of  Ireland  whether 
the  notes  ol  the  private  inqniry  htH  by 
the  preeant  Goonty  Court  Judge  Onrran 
in  reference  to  the  Fhceniz  Park  murders 
were  furnished  to  agents  of  the  Hmu  ,■ 
and,  if  so,  by  whom  ? 
*Ur.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  notes 
mentioned  were  neither  furnished  to, 
nor  in  any  way  seen  by,  the  agents  of 
the  Tiwut. 

Ub.  J.  MOBLET:  la  whose  hands 
are  these  documents  kept  f 

•lis.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  eannot 
answer  the  question  off>hand,  bat  I  sup- 
{wss  they  are  in  the  Castle. 

Hb.  CHANCE :  Can  neither  a  copy, 
nor  an  extract,  aor  a  prMt  be  given  r 

*Hb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  That  is  ths 
information  supplied  to  ma. 

AFFAIBS  AT  TAKGIBB. 
8iB  R.  FOWLER  (London)  asked  the 
Under  Seoretaiy  of  State  fbr  Forrign 
AfEairs  to  state  the  nature  of  the  British 
fllainu  which  a  portion  of  the  Uoditei- 
raaeaa  Sqoadron  has  been  sent  to 
Tangier  to  enlorae ;  whether  the  Sultan 


Enmpe,  injury  to  which  ia  alleged  to  he 
a  ground  of  complaint,  or  has  made  him- 
self in  any  way  responsible  for  ita 
maintenance ;  whether  Cape  Juby,  where 
injuries  are  said  to  have  been  done  to 
certain  traders,  for  which  it  is  also 
alleged  that  reparation  is  now  soughtj 
is  within  the  authority  of  the  Sultan  of 
Uorocco';  and  whether  Her  H^ee^s 
Government  is  aware  that  demands  fcnr 
compensation,  on  account  of  misconduct 
by  tribes  over  wMoh  the  Sultan  of 
Morocco  has  no  real  control,  are  likely 
to  lead  to  extortionate  demands  aid 
violent  reprisals,  seriously  imperilling 
the  interests  of  the  natives  ? 
•Thi  under  SECRETARY  o» 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  J.  FEBOUseott,  Manchester,  N.E.)  : 
There  are  obvious  reasons  why  I  oannot 
state  partianlarly  the  claims  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  make  upon  the 
Government  of  Morocco.  The  sanction 
of  the  Sultan  to  the  telwraphic  cable 
was  communicated  by  the  Moorish  Com- 
missioner for  Foreign  Affaire  to  Her 
Majesty's  Minister.  It  is  true  that  he 
afterwards  attempted  to  withdraw  it; 
but  Her  Majesty  a  Qovemment  do  not 
admit  his  right  to  do  so.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  never  admitted  the 
sovereignty  of  the  Sultan  over  Cape 
Juby;  out  he,  on  the  contrary,  dums 
to  exercise  authority  there,  and  it 
was  by  an  armed  force  of  his  soldiers 
that  the  European  servants  of  an 
English  company  were  treachezously  set 
upon,  and  one  of  them  killed  and  two 
wounded.  Her  Hiyeety's  Govenuoent 
will  not  make  demands  which  are  liable 
to  lead  to  extortion  or  injostioe. 

BBinSH  AQEHCT  AT  ZANZIBAR. 
Ma.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Fordgn  Affairs  whether  it  is  true  that 
Colonel  Euan  Smith,  the  Consul  General 
at  Zonribai,  is  coming  home  on  leave ; 
whether  it  is  at  the  instanoe  of  the 
Government  that  he  is  coming  to  Eng- 
land ;  and,  who  is  to  look  after  the  in- 
terests of  British  subjects  at  Zansibar 
daring  his  absenoe  ? 
*SiB  JAMES  FERGU880N :  Oohmel 
Euan  Smith  has  been  directed  to  oome 
home  in  order  to  confer  with  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  Mr.  Portal,  a 
dipfonutio  officer  of  proved  ability,  will 
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woceed  to  Zanzibar  to  take  dbarge  of 
tha  Ageuojr  during  his  Bbeenoe. 

8DQAB  BOUNTIES  COHVENTION. 
Mb.  PIOTON  (Leiceeter)  asked  the 
Under  Becretarj  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  an;  of  the  following 
OOimtries — nnmelj,  the  United  States, 
Franca,  Brazil,  Austria,  and  Belgium — 
hare,  edncxi  the  signing  of  the  Sugar 
Bounties  Convention,  signified  their  in- 
tention of  abandoning  their  eereral  atti- 
tudes of  indifference  or  reserve,  or  of 
adhering  to  the  ConTeutioa  unoondi- 
tionallf ;  and,  if  he  can  state  how  many, 
and  which  oonntries  hare  given  their 
final  adhesion  to  the  Convention  so  as 
to  be  nov  committed  to  it  unreservedly, 
mbieot  only  to  format  ratification  ? 
•Sib  JAMES  FEEGU8S0N:  Austria 
and  Belgium  have  announced  their  in- 
tuition to  take  part  in  the  Commission 
to  Gondder  the  laws  in  connection  with 
the  Convention  of  Anguat  30,  1B8B, 
which,  in  pursuance  of  the  declaration 
of  that  date,  will  meet  on  the  1st  of 
Hay  next.  The  Powers  signatory  to 
the  Convention  are  proceeding  with  the 
measures  necessary  to  give  effect  to  it. 
Information  with  respect  to  the  final 
attitude  of  Powers  which  did  not  sign 
the  Convention  on  the  30th  of  August 
cannot  yet  be  given. 

HB.  ANDEBSON  AND  TBE  SPECIAL 
COMMIfiSIOS. 

Mb.  LABOUGHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  Mr.  B. 
Anderson  submitted  the  letter  signed  by 
him,  and  published  in  the  7iinM  on  the 
2lBt  instant,  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  obtained  bis  permission  to  publish 
it ;  what  position  Mr.  Anderson  occupied 
in  the  Cinl  Service  when  he  joined  it, 
and  what  was  his  official  salary ;  whether 
he  fulfilled  the  duties  of  this  office  whilst 
ei^loyed  as  a  detective  of  the  Home 
Office ;  whether  there  are  any  other  in- 
stances of  Civil  servants  receiving  a 
public  salary  for  specific  servicee  in  a 
public  department  and  being  employed 
as  detectives  without  the  knowledge  of 
the  head  of  the  department,  and  re- 
oeiving  a  secret  salary ;  whether  Mr. 
Anderson  was  handed  over  by  the 
Beoretaiy  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment the  moneys  which  were  paid 
to  Beach  tor  his  oonununioationB ;  and 
Sir  /»mu  /byNMon 


whether  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  Mr. 
Anderson,  in  his  letter  of  Slot  March, 
that  communications  paid  for  by  the  tax- 
payer,  and  received  by  aperson  receiriog- 
a  salaiy  on  account  of  their  receipt,  are 
the  property  of  the  writer  or  of  the 
person  to  whom  they  are  addressed  if 
they  ore  kept  at  the  private  residence  of 
the  latter  and  not  "  filed  "  in  a  Govern- 
ment Office  F 

Mn.  MATTHEWS:  The  answer  to 
the  first  paragraph  is  in  the  nesative. 
Mr.  Anderson  joined  the  Civil  Service 
as  Secretary  to  the  Prisons  Commis- 
sion, at  a  salaiy  of  £600  a-year,  and 
fulfilled  the  duties  of  that  offloe  oontinu- 
oasly  until  he  was  appointed  Assistant 
Commissioner  of  the  Metropolitan  FoHoo 
in  September  lost.  With  regard  to  the 
fourth  and  fifth  paragraphs  M  the  hon. 
Member's  queetion,  it  wouldbeoontrwy 
to  my  duty  to  give  the  hon.  Member  in 
the  House  of  Commons  any  information 
as  to  the  manner  in  which,  or  the  persons 
to  whom,  secret  service  money  has  been 
dispensed  by  my  predecessors  or  br 
myself  beyond  thu — that  the  rules  laid 
downbythe  Treasury  Minutes  (April  1& 
1886,  and  April  12  16B8)  on  that  sub- 
ject have  been  and  will  be  observed  by 
me.  As  to  the  last  paragraph,  tho 
doctrine  stated  in  that  paragraph  does- 
not  appear  to  me  to  represent  accurately 
the  effect  of  Mr.  Anderson's  tetter  of  the 
Ulst  of  March,  nor  am  I  prepared  to  lay- 
down  any  general  rule  applicable  to  aU 
secret  service  documents. 

Uk.  LABOUCHEBE:  Allow  me  t» 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  blamed  Sir 
C.  Warren,  the  late  Chief  Commissioner 
of  Police,  for  publishing  in  the  news- 
papers his  views  upon  matters  in  general 
connected  with  his  office,  he  will  inflict 
some  sort  of  blame  upon  this  gsntleman 
for  publishing  this  Istter  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  shall  deal  with 
the  mattsr  with  a  due  sense  of  my  own 
responsibility  in  relation  to  the  great 
office  which  I  hold ;  but  I  am  not  pre- 
pared at  present  to  state  what  course  1 
shall  take. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  I  beg  to  ask  thfr 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  was  by 
his  sanction  that  Mr.  Anderson,  a» 
stated  in  his  letter  yesterday,  famished 
Mr.  Maodonald,  of  the  TVsim,  with  the 
name  of  a  confidential  person  to  support 
ths  TVmm  in  what  is  sailed  the  Amenoan 
branch  of  the  ease;   and,    if  not,   on 
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irhoae  antborit;  did  Ur.  Anderson  pro- 
a»»d  ?  I  with  &Iao  to  ask  whether  In- 
■peottv  Andrews,  whom  he  odtnitB  to 
have  been  sent  out  to  America  siaoe  the 
Act  forming  the  Conuniwton  vss  paaMd, 
was  the  oonfidential  penon  who  nelped 
the  TKmm  with  the  American  part  of  the 
eaee  at  the  Bnggesdon  of  Hr.  Andenon  ? 

Ha.  UAITHEWS:  The  qnertion 
irith  reepect  to  Ur.  Andrews  does  not  in 
any  waj  arise  out  of  the  question  on 
the  Paper.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Qentle' 
nan  will  pat  it  down.  With  regard  to 
the  first  part  of  the  question,  my 
answer  is  in  the  nentiTe. 

Ma.  T.  U.  HEALY :  I  should  like  to 
ask  whether  it  was  regular  on  the  part 
of  Ur.  Anderson  to  give  a  private  indi- 
ridoal— Uj.  Uaodonald,  of  the  TVIhm 
— seoret  assistance  with  ve^rd  to  the 
American  branch  of  the  71'sMt'  oase, 
which  knowledge  must  hare  oome  eon- 
fidentaallj  to  IlG.  Anderson  F 

Ua.  llAirraBWB.  when  the  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  me  whether  it  was 
r^nlar,  I  presame  he  means  to  ask  me 
whether  it  was  oontrar;  to  any  mlfl  of 
the  Oiril  Serrioe.  I  am  not  aware  ttiat 
any  rule  has  been  broken. 

Ma.  T.  U.  HEALT :  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  it  is  at  the  option  of  the  Oivil 
Servants  to  supply  private  litigants  with 
such  secret  or  confidential  information 
as  may  be  in  their  hands,  and  whiohhas 
oome  to  them  as  Qoverament  officials 
bom  persons  who  were  in  receipt  of 
State  pay? 

Ua.  MATTHEWS:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  not  to  understand  that. 

Ma.  BfiADLAUQH :  In  consequence 
of  the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
fleman,  and  of  the  evidence  of  Le 
Oaron,  I  beg  to  give  notice  that  on  the 
Secret  Service  Vote  I  shall  draw  attention 
to  the  £u]ts  of  the  case,  and  move  the 
rqection  of  the  Vote. 

Hb.  QILL  (Loath,  S.):  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  say  at  what  date 
lu.  Anderson  joined  the  Civil  Service  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  That  is  not  in 
the  question. 

HATAI.  EZPBHDITtntE. 
Loan  E.  OHtfHOHILL  (Paddington, 
S.)  asked  the  Beoretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  it  was  the  fact  that  the  money 
expended  upon  anunmenta  and  new  coo- 
atruotion  in  the  yeiir  tH88-89,  as  set 
f<»th  on  pages  102  and  lfi9  of  the  Navy 
■" '"      ■         '389  90,    if    ooutinned    for 


five  years,  would  have  amounted  to 
£22,748,250,  or,  in  other  words,  would 
have  exceeded  the  estimated  expenditure 
under  the  new  prt^ramme  by  about  one- 
million  and  aquarter  t 

Mb.  B.  W.  duff  (Banff)  asked 
whether  the  Betnm  moved  tor  by  the- 
noble  Lord  would  be  in  the  hands  of 
Members  bsfore  the  Navy  Votes  wer»' 
proceeded  with? 

Thb  SECBBTABT  to  thb  ADUT- 
BALTY  (Mr.  Fobwood,  Laocashirer 
Ormskirk)  :  In  answer  to  the  last  ques- 
tion, I  may  say  that  I  hope  the  Betum 
will  be  in  the  hands  of  Members  on> 
Monday,  or,  at  the  latest,  on  Tuesday 
next.  Uy  noble  Friend  hss  in  his  ques- 
tion fallen  into  sn  error  similar  to  the 
one  where  he  aseamed  that  the  whole  <i£ 
the  Shipbuilding  Vote  was  available  for 
new  construction  alone.  He  asks  me  if 
the  amounts  provided  under  the  Ord- 
nance Tote  of  1888-89  —  namely, 
£1,863,600  (which,  I  think,  is  th»- 
higheat  figure  ever  reached)  would,  if 
added  to  the  expenditure  of  that  year  on- 
new  construction — namely,  £3,686,160,. 
produce  in  five  years  the  sum  of 
£22,748,250,  or  one  million  and  ft- 
quarter  in  ezceas  of  the  total  estimated- 
cost  of  the  new  programme.  As  aa> 
arithmetical  calculation  bis  figures  are- 
oorreot,  but  his  deductions  are  erroneous. 
The  new  programme  of  shipbuilding' 
and  its  armament  only  absorbs  a  portion 
of  the  provision  that  has  to  be  made 
under  the  Shipbuilding  and  Ordnanoe- 
Totes  daring  the  next  five  years.  The 
ships  now  building  and  completing  haT» 
also  to  be  finished  at  an  estimated  cost- 
of  £  1 ,500,000,  excluding  oost  of 
armament.  This  is  quite  indepni' 
dent  of  the  new  programme.  TEh» 
new  programme  wiU  gradoally  oomfr 
to  a  conclusion  during  the  years 
1893-94,  and  provirion  is  proposed  to  be- 
made  of  a  sum  of  £3,000,000  Bvailabla^ 
for  new  ships  to  be  then  oommenoed.. 
Adding  the  sums  together,  we  have  a 
sum  of  £4,500,000  over  and  above  th» 
cost  of  the  construction  of  the  ships  iiv 
the  new  programme.  The  Ordnanoe 
Tote  stands  at  £1,468,000,  and,  multi- 
plfing  this  by  five,  we  have  a  figure  of 
£7,317,600  available  daring  the  next 
five  years.  Of  this  sum  only  £2,850,000' 
is  required  for  the  armament  of  Bhip» 
in  the  new  programme,  leaving  a 
balance  of  £4,4R7,500  which  is  neces- 
sary to  complete  the  armament  of  these- 
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Bhipa  sow  building,  to  proTide  the  ordi- 
nst;  requirementd  of  tLe  Fleet,  and  to 
meet  the  large  arrears  of  past  year*  in 
■toTM  and  gona.  Adding  to  the 
£3I,J>00,000,  whioh  is  the  cost  of  the 
new  programme,  the  sums  I  have  named 
—viz.,  £4,500,000  and  £4,467,500,  we 
hare  to  proride  for  a  total  approximate 
outlay  of  SO  millions  and  a-1uuf  in  new 
eoiutTuction  and  noder  the  Ordnance 
Vote  daring  the  next  five  yeara. 

Lobs  C.  BEBESFOBI)  (Maryle- 
bone,  K) :  May  I  atik  my  hon.  Friend 
whether  I  am  eorrect  in  stating  that  the 
aotoal  net  inorease  of  the  Shipbuilding 
Tote,  over  and  abore  what  is  called  the 
waste,  which  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  put  down  aa  £l,BOO,000  in 
the  tfatement  of  1877,  the  actual  in- 
crease proposed  at  this  moment,  taking 
the  armaments  out  of  it,  is  £9,635,000 

.for  the  next  fire  yearsf 

Mb.   FOR  wood  :    I    must  ask  for 

-notioe  of  the  question.  I  think  the 
information  is  moluded  in  the  Return 
moved  for  by  the  noble  Lord  ibe  Mem- 
ber for  Paddlngton. 

LoBD  B.  CHUBGHILL:  When  I 
have  thoroughly  mastered  the  answer 
which  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
has  given  I  shall  put  a  further  ques- 
tion.    I  beg  now  to  ask  the  Secretary 

-  to  the  Admiralty  whether  he  can  explain 
the  difference  between  the  figures  of 
expenditure  on  new  pra^amme  and 

•  ships  m  progroM  shown  in  his  Memoran- 
dum of  6th  Haicb,  and  the  figures  of 

-expenditure  on  new  programme  and 
•hips  in  progress  shown  on  page  159  of 

-  the  Navy  Estimates  of  this  year,  and 
which  of  the  doooments  is  authentic  and 
aoourate  F 

Mb.  FOEWOOD:  Both  statements 
.  are  correct.  The  one  in  the  Memoran- 
'  dun  refers  to  mosey  to  be  voted,  and 
the  other  to  the  value  of  stores  and 
labour  to  be  expended.  The  difference 
between  the  amounts  estimated 
required  to  oompleto  ebips  in  progress 
aa  shown  in  the  Estimates  (page  159) 
and  that  given  in  the  Memorandam  of 
8th  Macob,  arisse  from  payments  being 
indadad  on  aooount  of  gun  mountings 
and  fittings,  Ac,  which  inll  not  be  com- 
{dated  in  1889-90,  and  therefore  cannot 

-  sppaar  in  the  expense  aooonnts  to  the 
debit  of  the  ships  aa  expenditure  in  that 
year,  provison  for  which  has,  however, 

-to  be  made  under  Voto  8  in  1889-90. 
.  The  amount  shown  on  the  Memorandum 
3tr.  JParuntd 
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for  new  constmcdon  in  the  Doolgrarda — 
vis.,  £2,850,000,  is  the  maximum  amount 
of^  expenditure  propcned  to  be  allowed 
inlthe  Bill  which  my  noble  Friend  hopes 
to  M  allowed  to  introduce  in  the  oouiae 
of  a  tew  days. 

THE  BOTAL  UABINBB. 
LoBD  B.  GHTTBOHILL  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  be 
would  lay  upon  the  Table  copies  of 
ColonelOrease's  scheme  torre^i^^uxing 
the  Boyal  Marines,  and  of  all  Beports 
and  Papers  on  the  sabieot  7 


scheme  in   question  is  one  suggested 
by  an  officer,  when  in  a  subordinate 

C*tion,  apon  the  re-organizatioa  of 
own  corps.  I  do  not  think  it 
wonld  be  advisable  to  make  doouments 
of  this  charaotor  Parliamentary  Papers. 
If  the  Oommissiou  specially  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  organization  and  ad- 
ministration of  the  Amy  and  Navy,  and 
of  which  the  noble  Lord  is  a  Member, 
deure  this  scheme  and  the  papers  at- 
tached to  it,  I  will  at  onoe  produce  it. 

THE  PRISON  TRBATMIOrr  OF  UB.  W 
O'BRIEN. 
Ma.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Sec- 
retary for  Ireland  whether  the  inquiry 
into  the  prison  treatment  of  Mr.  William 
O'Brien  was  to  be  held  by  a  member  of 
the  Prisons  Board  or  an  inspector; 
whether  Mr.  O'Brien  might  be  repre- 
sented by  oounsel ;  whether  he  wonld 
be  present  during  the  examination  of 
witnesses,  and  whether  the  wit- 
neasee  mia^t  be  examined  by  him  or 
hiaoounsu;  whether  persons  interested 
might  be  present  at  the  inquiry ;  whether 
the  vinting  justices  and  ^laplaina  who 
could  give  evidence  would  be  summoned; 
whether  every  witness  would  be  sworn ; 
whether  the  evidence  would  be  taken 
down  by  a  sworn  shorthand  writer; 
and  how  soon  he  expected  to  lay  a  copy 
of  the  evidence  upon  the  Table  r 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  In  accord- 
ance with  the  usual  praotioe,  the 
inquiry  is  being  held  by  an  in- 
spector, and  withont  the  presenoe  of 
oounsel.  The  inquiry  is  not  into  any 
aoDusations  made  against  Mr.  O'Brien, 
and  he  has,  therefore,  no  right  to  be 
present  during  the  examination  ot  other 
witoesses  or  to  aross-examine  them. 
Mr.  Cftnen  will  be  affbrded  fiill  oppot- 
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tanit;  for  giTing  bia  own  testimonT. 
All  pwaoD^  who  it  ia  believed  can  give 
matarial  eridenoe,  will  be  called,  and  all 
vitneasee  will  be  sworn.  In  aooordanca 
with  the  iavariable  practice  the  evidence 
is  taken  down  in  longhand,  and  each 
witseea'a  depoaitton  ia  signed  hj  him 
after  he  has  neard  it  read.  The  result 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table  as  soon  as 
possible  after  the  close  of  the  ioquir;. 

8iE  W.  HABOOUET:  Who  will 
orosa-examine  the  witnesses  f 

Hb.  a.  J.  fiALFOTTK:  The  in- 
spector who  oarriea  out  the  ioveedga- 
tion. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Is  die  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  in  Dimdalk 
Gaol,  in  1881,  when  suspeota  were  im- 
prisoned under  Ur.  Forster'a  Act,  an 
inquiry  was  hdd  respecting  the  officials ; 
that  then  prisoners  were  allowed  to  be 
present  during  the  examination  of  the 
officials  and  to  cross- examine  the  offi- 
cials, althoagh  no  aooasation  was  made 
against  the  prisoners — they  were  the 
aocosers;  whether  that  precedent  would 
be  followed  on  the  present  oooaaion,  and, 
if  not,  why  not ;  also,  whether  Mr. 
O'Brien  has  agreedtobeexamiaed;  and 
whether  the  Mayor  of  Clonmel  and 
others  who  may  tender  tbemBeWea  to  be 
examined  will  be  examined  f 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOCB :  If  any  person 
oaa  show  that  he  is  able  to  give  material 
eridence,  I  shonld  say  that  he  will-  be 
examined.  But  I  nnderstand  that  the 
Mayor  of  Glomnel  derived  his  informa- 
tion from  Mr.  O'Brien,  and  ^erefore  it 
might  not  be  necessary  for  him  to  be 
Bxamined  in  addition  to  Mr.  O'Brien. 
With  regard  to  the  precedent,  I  never 
heard  of  it;  but  it  is  obvious  that  it  is 
not  on  all  fours  with  this  case,  for  it 
would  appear  that  the  prisoners  then 
made  aoonsations  gainst  the  prison 
officials,  and  no  accusation  has  been 
made  by  Mr.  O'Brien. 

Mb.  sexton  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemao  forgeta  that  Mr.  O'Brien  has 
made  char^  against  the  joison  doctor 
who  met  bim  on  nis  entrance  into  prison, 
and  against  the  warders  who  assaulted 
liim. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  This  investi- 
gation was  not  instituted  on  the  request 
and  complaint  of  Mr.  O'Brien,  with 
r^ard  to  the  precedent  quoted,  I  will 
inquire,  but  I  am  told  there  is  no  >uch. 
Mb.  OOX  (Clare,  E.) :  I  was  one  of 
the  prisoners  in  1881,  and  I  was  ex- 
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tion  of  the  officials,  and  cross-examined 
the  warders. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  If  this  is  not  a 
case  of    complaint  gainst  the  prison 
officials,  what  is  it? 
•Ma.  SPEAKEE :  Order,  order  I 

MILITARY  PENSIONS  AKDPKOMOnON. 

Mb.  HANBUET  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  a 
Major  General,  who  was  selected  for  the 
command  of  a  district  early  in  1687, 
went  to  the  expense  of  fitting  out  for 
the  command,  and  aotnally  held  the 
appointment  for  one  year,  but  was  pro- 
moted to  thersnk  of  Lieutenant  General 
before  he  had  held  the  command  for  the 
full  qualifying  period  of  two  years,  will 
be  allowed  to  count  in  any  way  the 
period  of  suoh  employment,  or  whether 
he  will  be  held  to  have  been  unem- 
ployed for  the  whole  period  of  five  years 
endjog  31st  March,  1889,  and  will  there- 
upon oe  compulsOTily  retired ;  whether 
toe  officer  in  question  ran  through  the 
grade  of  Major  Gteneral  in  about  three 
and  a-half  years,  the  usual  period  being 
nine  and  a-half  years,  ana  it  was  con- 
sequently almost  impossible  for  him  t» 
be  employed  for  the  full  qualifying 
period  in  a  Major  General's  appoint- 
ment ;  whether,  besides  the  addition  of 
another  General  in  the  prime  of  life  to 
the  Pennon  List  at  an  annual  fatui» 
extra  cost  of  £610,  his  retirement  will 
also  tend  to  the  longer  retention  by  its 
present  holder,  at  its  present  salary,  of 
an  office  for  which  his  successor  is  to- 
receive  £500  a-year  less  than  ia  now 
paid ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  an 
annual  saving  of  over  £1,300,  and  the 
fact  that  the  officer  in  question  was 
actually  employed  as  desorioed,  and  haa 
been  further  recommended  for  employ- 
ment, he  will  exercise  any  of  the  powera 
conferred  upon  him  by  Paragraph  95  of 
the  Boyal  Warrant,  and  in  so  speoial  a 
ease  help  to  keep  down  the  overgrown 
Pension  List  of  Offloera  f 

*Mb.  STANHOPE:  I  presume  that 
my  hon.  Friend  refers  to  the  case 
of  Lieutenant  General  Tupper.  It  so, 
I  can  only  say  that  tnat  officer 
oooepted  the  oomraaad  at  Woolwich 
with  tjie  full  knowledge  that  he  would 
TOobably  be  promoted  to  Lieutenant 
General  in  a  few  months,  and 
that  on  such  promotion  he  would 
have     to     vacate     the    appointment. 
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The  limit  of  two  yean  as  a  bar  to  tlie 
'noii-emplo}rm6nt  rule  for  retirement  was 
-deliberately  adopted ;  and  I  am  not  pre- 
■pared  to  recommend  a  departure  from 
it ;  nor  do  I  think  this  is  a  caae  in  which 
I  ooold  interfere  under  Article  95.  As 
H«arde  the  non-effeotive  liet,  if  this 
-offleer  did  not  now  retire,  hts  retire- 
neot  could  only  be  poatponed  for  a  com- 
Taratively  abort  time,  and  would  then 
m  probably  on  a  higher  annual  rate  of 
-pay ;  and  other  retirementa  would  take 
place  as  a  result,  which  would  go  far 
towards  neutralizing  any  sariug'  With 
TOference  to  theBoyal  Military  Academy 
and  the  proBpective  saving  auggeated  in 
-the  queation,  I  hope  to  make  arrange- 
ments which  will  give  immediate  e6fect 
-to  the  reduction  of  expense. 

PUBLIC  WORKS  IN  IRELAND. 
Hh.  MABUM  (Kilkenny,  N.)  aeked 
-the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  when  Her  Majesty's 
Ooreniment  pi-opoee  to  introduoe  a 
measure  embodying  the  recommenda- 
-tioDs  of  the  Royal  Oommisaion  on 
Public  Works  (Ireland],  appointed 
October  1886,  in  reference  to  rulway 
-extension  generally,  and  also  for  the 
consolidation  of  the  earlier  Tramway 
Acts  and  the  Act  of  1883,  and  the 
assimilation  of  their  proridons  to  those 
in  General  Railway  Acts,  especially  in 
Telation  to  the  "  Leinster  Coal  Fidd  " 
in  the  County  of  Kilkenny,  referred  to 
in  the  56th  paragraph  of  the  Report  of 
ihe  Com  misai  oners,  and  ooaoeming 
-which  a  deputation  waited  upon  him 
laat  Session  r 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  The  hon. 
Uember  is  awa^e  that,  as  indicated  in 
-the  Queen's  Speech,  the  Government 
hoped  to  ask  the  House  to  pass  certain 
neaeares  for  developing  the  material 
Tesonrcea  of  Ireland.  It  ie  not  oustom- 
Ary  to  give  details  of  measures  ao 
foreshadowed  until  the  measures  them- 
-selves  are  brought  before  the  House  on 
«  spedfio  Motion,  and  I  fear  I  muat  ask 
the  hon.  Member  to  be  kind  enough  to 
«zonBe  me  if  I  do  not  depart  from  the 
usual  practice  in  this  reepeot. 

Hb.  MARUM  asked  the  Chief  Beore- 
tarj  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  First  Iteport  of  the  Royal  Com- 
misdon  on  Public  Works  (Ireland),  in 
reference  to  arterial  and  river  drainage ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  there  are 
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many  waterlogged  districts  in  Ireland 
needing  such  drainage  operations,  and 
amongst  others  the  Oarlingford,  Johns- 
town. Cullohill,  and  Durrow  Valley,  in 
North  Kilkenny,  wherein  the  occupiere, 
being  stotutory  termors,  have  at  their 
own  proper  ezpensea  fulfilled  the  necea- 
sary  pr^iminariea  and  procured  from 
the  Local  Oovemment  ward  approval 
and  aanotion  tor  the  required  expendi- 
ture of  £32,000 ;  that  the  present 
inartificial  and  unsatisfactory  condition 
of  the  Drainage  Acta  relating  to  Ireland 
impede  and  deter  partiea  interested 
from  oarrying  out  drainage  operations ; 
and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  foregoing. 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  are  prepared 
forthwith  to  introduce  a  general  con- 
solidation measure  embodying  the 
recommendations  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission, so  as  to  constitute  a  general 
workable  Drainage  Code,  without  wait- 
ing for  the  passing  of  the  projected  local 
Drainage  Bills,  which  may  possibly  be 
rejected  from  local  causes  or  looal 
inapplicability  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  am  aware 
of  the  recommendations  to  whioh  the 
hon.  Member  refers,  and  am  fully  alive 
to  the  benefits  that  might  be  anticipated 
&om  a  consolidation  measure;  but  im- 

Eortant  as  this  subject  is,  I  am,  as  I 
are  more  than  once  stated  in  the 
House,  of  opinion  that  the  Drainage 
and  Railway  Bills  which  I  hope  to 
introduce  are  of  greater  importance. 

Me.  CONYBEARE  (OomwaD,  Oam- 
bome] :  When  does  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  propose  to  introduce  the 
Drainage  Bills  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFODR :  I  cannot  aay 
now — it  depends  entirely  on  the  state  of 
public  business. 

TITHE  DISTEAINT8  IN  WALES. 
Mb.  THOUAB  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
shire) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  he  had 
received  any  Report  of  the  serious  oon- 
flicte  whioh  took  place  on  Tuesday  last 
between  the  police  and  the  people  at 
Penybiyn,  Cardiganshire,  in  conneotion 
with  the  oollection  of  tithes  7 
*Mb.  MATTHEWS ;  Yes,  Sir ;  I  have 
received  a  Report  from  the  Chief  Con- 
stable. He  informs  me  thatonthe  19th 
inst.,  aooompanied  by  40  constables  and 
two  Superintendents  of  his  own  and  of  the 
Carmarthenshire  force,  he  proceeded  to 
the  parish  of  Fenybryn,  tot  the  purpose 
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of  keeping  the  peace  daring  a  dia- 
traint  for  tithe.  I  regret  to  say  that 
the  police  were,  the  Chief  Conatable  in- 
iorma  me,  pelted  with  stones,  charged 
%rith  pitchforks,  attacked  vith  hlud- 
^reons,  and  had  to  fight  their  way  oU 
4ay.  Three  oonBtsbleB  were  iajnred, 
and  there  were  many  other  peraooB 
wounded.  The  Chief  Constable  has 
licoordingly  applied  for  farther  aid  both 
of  police  and  military. 

Ur.  A.  WILLIAMSCaUmoT^n,  S.): 
Is  the  right  bon.  Oentleman  aware  that 
in  several  other  counties  in  Wales  dis- 
traints for  tithe  have  been  carried  out 
without  any  disturbance  of  any  kind, 
owing  to  the  Chief  Constables  having 
oome  to  an  understanding  with  the 
people  that  no  police  should  be  present 
during  the  distraints? 

*Mr.  UATTHEW8 :  I  am  aware  dis- 
traints for  tithes  have  been  carried  out 
in  Wales  without  any  disturbance  hap- 

ring ;  but  I  would  be  extremely  loth 
assent  to  the  apparently  implied 
BUggoBtion  of  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  Chief  Constable  in  question  was  in 
Any  way  to  blame.  I  assume  that 
omoer  obeyed  his  orders,  and  he  ap- 
pears to  have  fuIQlled  his  duties  pro- 
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Ma.  A.  WILUAM8 :  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  has  not  answered  my  ques- 
tion. Is  it  not  a  fact  that  in  other 
Welsh  counties  distraints  have  been 
conducted  without  disturbance,  in  oon- 
sequence  of  an  nnderatanding  being 
arrived  at  with  the  people,  and  no 
police  being  present  ? 
•Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  cannot  say  I 
am  aware  of  those  facts;  but  I  will 
make  inqniir. 

Hk.  a.  WILLIAMS  :  Arising  out 
of  the  former  question,  may  I  ask 
the  Home  Secretary  or  Minister 
of  Justice  will  he  see  that  these  pro- 
ceedings to  recover  tithe  are  stayed  until 
some  arrangement  of  the  same  kind 
'between  the  police  and  the  leaders  of 
the  people  can  be  arrived  at  f 

OB..  T.  ELLIS :  I  am  sor^  to  have 
to  trouble  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
again,  but  this  is  a  serious  matter.  I 
have  to  oak  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  any  attempt  was  made  by  the 
Chief  Conatable  of  Cardiganshire  to 
oome  to  an  understanding  with  the 
leaders  of  the  people  to  obviate  the 
necessity  of  bringing  the  police  to  the 
district  during  the  distraints ;  whether, 


on  the  morning  of  the  distraints  being 
levied,  the  leaderB  of  the  people  did  nm 
give  a  guarantee  that  if  the  police  were 
withdrawn  they  would  be  able  to  con- 
trol the  people  and  allow  the  distnunts 
to  be  made  peaceably ;  and  whether  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  will  ask  theCMef 
Constable  of  Montgotneryshire  wfaat 
steps  he  took  to  oome  to  an  understand- 
ing with  the  leaders  of  the  people,  and 
what  success  attended  the  arrange- 
ment ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  given  all 
the  information  in  my  possession ;  but  I 
shall  be  glad  to  make  further  inquiry,  if 
hon.  Members  wish,  as  to  what  has 
happened  elsewhere.  I  am  aware, 
though  I  am  not  prepared  to  state  the 
exact  arrangements  referred  to,  that 
former  distraints  have  been  made 
peaceably,  and  I  should  be  extremely 
glad  if,  by  advice  or  Buggestion,  I  oould 
oontribute  to  a  Bimilar  result.  The  hon. 
Member  muat  be  aware  that  the  Chief 
Constable  is  not  subject  to  my  orders, 
but  is  nnder  the  direction  of  the 
magistratea  of  Quarter  Sessions  in  the 
county. 

THE  EVIDBNCE  OF  PEI80NBBS  BEFORE 
THE  BOT&L  COMMISSION. 

Mb.  J.  F.  O'BBIEN  (Mayo,  B.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  whether, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  altegationa 
of  certain  prisoners  were  believed  in 
Ireland — namely,  that,  on  the  part  of 
tiie  Oovemment,  Mr.  Andrews,  Oovemor 
of  Downpatriok  Prison,  offered  them 
their  freedom  if  they  would  oonsent  to 
give  evidence  before  the  Special  Com- 
mission in  favour  of  the  TimM — he  would 
propose  any  means  for  investigating  the 
truth  of  those  allegations  f  The  hon. 
Member  further  asked  whether,  in  the 
interest  of  truth,  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  take  steps  that  a  searching 
inquiry  should  be  made  respecting  the 
alleged  attempts  to  tamper  with  the 
prisoner  Tracy ;  and  whether  he  would 
afibrd  an  opportunity  for  such  inquiry 
by  an  open  public  investigation  upon 
oath,  since  no  kind  of  private  investiga- 
tion would  give  any  satisfaction  to  the 
public  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  presume 
Tracv  will  be  called  before  tha  Com- 
mission by  hon.  Members  opposite.  I 
do  not  know  whether,  if  he  is  called,  he 
oould  be  examined  in  respect  of  the 
allegatione  and  suggestions  of  the  hon. 
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osed  anj  meana  for  indatdag  Tnuy  to 
giv*  false  erideno*,  either  for  the  Time* 
or  other  parties,  he  wonld  be  ^Ity  of  a 
criminal  offeaoe  and  oonld  be  prooeeded 
againat. 

Us.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.):  Apart 
altoMtber  from  the  queetion  whether 
the  OoTemot  ia  gniltj  or  not,  is  not  the 
Prison  Board  going  to  make  inquiry 
into  the  oondnct  of  the  Governor  ? 

Uk.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  ahnnld 
thiok  the  Oommiooionera  are  perfectly 
ready  to  take  action  in  oass  any  specific 
aoooaation  is  brought  to  their  notice. 

Ms.  J.  P.  0-BBlEN:  Are  the 
GoTemment  content  to  let  public  judg- 
mMit  on  these  charges  go  agaiast  them  by 
default? 

BESIDENT  HAaiSTRAT£S  IN  IBELAKD. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief 
Seoretary  for  Ireland(l)  whether  a  seo- 
tenos  of  six  months'  imprieonment  in 
default  of  bail  (which  was  given),  was  in- 
flicted on  Ur.  Moore  Stack  by  Captain 
Welch,  RU.,  atTralee  on  Febraary  12, 
on  the  occasion  of  the  trial  of  Ur. 
William  O'Brien,  M.P.,  upon  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Cecil  Boohe,  II.U.,  who 
presided  at  Ur.  O'Brien's  tnal ;  (2)  whe- 
ther the  following  was  a  coirsct  toan- 
soript  of  the  evidence  agaiast  Ur.  Stack 
given  by  Ur.  Cecil  Boche  :— 

"  I  am  awaifi  tlukt  thii  town  ii  prooUimed, 
forbidding  all  oiertings.  I  hand  in  a  oopy  of 
it  {tic},  mga»i  hj  Hr.  Brown,  R.M.,  whoaedg- 
aatnia  I  am  acqnaintod  with.  I  amved  from 
Patty  ChsiionaatKiUaniayat  a  little  mat  4, 
and  prooeedad  with  a  body  of  police  and  mili- 
tary, nndw  the  command  of  Colonel  Tnmar, 
from  the  atation  to  the  gaol  at  Tralee.  Tliey 
w<n  aanrting  a  pnaoner  named  William 
O'^ian  to  the  gaol.  There  waa  a  large  and 
moat  diaoidaTl;  crowd,  cheering  and  booing, 
on  Uie  lUeet.  They  booed  for  llr.  Balfour  and 
Mjaelf.  When  a  little  past  Bennari  Hotel,  I 
mw  defendant,  Ur.  fitaclc,  standii^  at  the  door 
of  a  hooae  among  a  Rronp  of  penona.  When 
tba  oar  conveying  William  O'Brien,  the  pri- 
tooer,  paved  oy,  I  taw  the  defendant  take  <^ 
hit  hat  and  wave  it  over  hie  head,  and  at  that 
time  then  wai  mingled  cheering  and  booing 
from  the  people  in  the  vtreal.  From  my  know. 
Mg«  of  ttia  town  of  Tralee  aa  a  Keeident  Hagi- 
itnte,  I  think  aach  condaot  ii  extremely 
likely  to  lead  to  a  breach  of  the  peace.  ^Signed), 
Cadf  B.  Boche  "  : 

(3)  whether  Mr,  Staok  was  tried  in  the 
police  barrack  for  that  alleged  offence ; 
(1)  was  there  any  other  evidence  save 
that  above  given;  (6)  whether  the  depo- 
■itiOD  purported  to  have  been  taken 
Mr.  A.  J  Mfimr 


under  ibe  Petty  Seanona  Act; 
C6)  was  it  legal  to  try  snoh  oases 
ont  of  Petty  Sessions;  (7)  was  tho 
result  of  summarily  t^ing  Mr. 
Stack  that  the  local  unpaid  Justices, 
snob  08  Ur.  Latchford  and  Ur.  Donovan, 
J.F.'s  were  deprived  of  all  opportnnity- 
ot  adjndioating  in  a  case  where  they 
had  equal  jurisdiction  with  the  Hesident 
Uagistratee ;  (8)  were  there  other  pri- 
soners dmilarly  dealt  with  on  similar 
evidence;  (8)  bad  the  Qaeen's  Bench 
decided  that  there  was  no  appeal  from  a 
sentence  of  that  kind ;  (10)  and  did  th» 
Government  Intend  to  take  any  notio» 
of  the  Beaident  Uagiatrates'  oonduot  ? 

Ub.  a.  J.  BAIZOUB :  (I)  The  sen- 
tence mentioned  in  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Uember  was  given  by  Captaiia 
Welch,  yi.TilL.,  on  the  oooasion  mentioned. 

(3)  I  have  not  seen  a  copy  of  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Soohe,  but  I  am  informed 
that  the  transcript  of  it  in  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Uember  is  correct.  (3)  Thecasfr 
was  heard  in  the  police  barrack,  Ur. 
Stack  and  his  solicitor  having  applied 
that  it  should  be  disposed  of  at  once. 

(4)  Other  evidence  was  given  aa  to  th» 
general  state  of  the  town  on  the  ocoa^on, 
and  the  arrest  of  Ur.  Stack.  (S,  6,  and 
7)  X  am  not  aware  whether  the  deposi- 
tion purports  to  have  been  taken  under 
.the  F^t^  Sessions  Afit,  but  I  am  ad< 
vised  that  such  oases  may  be  disposed  of 
ont  of  Petty  Sessions  and  by  a  singl& 
magistrate,  and  in  this  case  the  ma^er 
was  so  disposed  of  at  the  request  of  Ur. 
Stack  himself.  (8)  Other  prisoners 
were  dealt  with  at  the  same  time,  but  I 
have  so  infurmatioa  aa  to  their  sentenoea 
or  the  evidenoe  ^ven   in  their  cases. 

(9)  The  Queen's  Bench  Division,  I  am 
informed,  have  not  decided  to  the  effect 
mentioned  in  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Uember,  but  have  stated  that  they  wonld 
nut  interfere  by  etriiorari  with  an  order 
of  the  kind,  except  in  a  strong  and  clear 
case  of  misuse  of  magisterial  authority. 

(10)  In  the  case  of  Mr.  Stack  the  actioQ 
of  the  Besident  Uagiatrate  appears  to 
have  been  quite  regular,  and  the  Govern- 
ment have  no  intention  of  interfering. 

Ub.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Is  the  nght 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham,  his  private  seoretary,  has  stated 
that  no  persons  have  been  punished  for 
cheering  for  Ur.  O'Brien  or  booing  for 
Mr.  Bufour?  Is  it  to  be  ondentood 
that  Ur.  Wyndham  ezoladed  the  taking 
off  of  a  hat  to  salute  Ur.  O'Brien  F 
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pose  any  ^'fgfi  dematid  on  the  tima  and 
labour  of  omoials,  and  unlass  it  is  found 
that  the  information  aaked  for  is  man 
easily  obtainable  than  at  present  ap- 
pears, I  cannot  undertake  to  give  tae 
statement.  If,  contrary  to  my  expecta- 
tion, the  statement  can  be  given,  I 
shall  let  the  hoo.  Qentleman  know. 


Mk.  A.  J.  BALFOTJB :  I  am  perfectly 
«ware  of  the  statement  made  by  Mr. 
Wyndham,  and  the  boo.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  himself  called  my  atten- 
tion to  it.  I  do  not  see  that  the  state- 
ment is  in  any  way  inralidated  by  what 
bas  taken  plaoe  under  the  circum- 
atancea  referred  to. 

Mb.  J.  BEDMOND  (Wexford,  N.): 
Tbe  rig;bt  hon.  Gentleman  has  said 
"the  Queen's  Bench  have  not  decided 
there  is  an  appeal.  Perhaps  the  8oli- 
■<iitor  General  will  say  if  it  is  within  his 
knowledge  that,  in  respect  to  another 
-case  under  similar  oiraumetances,  an 
appeal  did  lie  ? 

Mb.  MADDEX  :  I  believe  my  right 
3ion.  Friend  is  quite  correct  in  hia  state- 
ment. To  the  beet  of  my  recollection, 
the  principle  laid  down  was  that  the 
■Court  would  not  interfere  unless  there 
■was  want  of  jurisdiction  or  misuse  of 
•magisterial  authority.  But  I  will  inquire. 

81a.  W.  HAEOOURT  (Derby) :  Will 
the  hou.  aud  learned  Gentleman  kindly 
tell  us  what  in  his  judgment  was  the 
•offence  for  irhioh  a  sentence  of  six 
months'  imprisonment  was  inflicted  ? 

Mb.  madden  :  So  far  as  I  can  see 
from  the  facte  stated,  the  offence  was 
oonduct  likely  to  cause  a  breach  of  the 
peace. 

Ub.  J.  REDMOND :  To  elucidate  the 
matter,  t  will  give  notice  of  a  ques- 
tion in  reference  to  the  dedslon  I  refer 
*). 

-THE  DISTRIBUTION  OF  THE  PROBATE 
DUTIES  IN  SCOTLAND. 
Ma.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Bollox)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate  whe- 
ther the  Government  would  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  a  detailed 
Statement   of  the   distribution   of  the 

!rant  in  aid  paid  under  the  Probate 
duties  (Scotland  and  Ireland)  Act  of 
last  Session,  showing  the  amount  of 
frant  in  aid  paid  to  each  parish  in  Scot- 
land, with  a  statement  of  the  population, 
■assessable  rental,  and  detailed  and  gross 
Amounta  of  the  local  assessments,  and 
rate  per  £  I  rental,  of  each  such  parish  ? 
Thb  lord  advocate  {Mr.  J. 
P.  B.  Bobebtbom,  Bute) :  The  state- 
ment  desired  involves  the  collection 
-of  a  large  amount  of  details,  and  they 
.«re  aakA  for  In  relation  to  an  arrange- 
.ment  which  expires  on  the  3Ist  of 
^is  month.  The  Government  would 
aot  be  justified  in  making  for  this  pur- 


THE  PEOSECCTION  OF  MH.  .T.  D. 
ELLIOT. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.)  asked 
the  Ohiet  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieuteaant  of  Ireland  whether  there 
was  current  a  warrant  for  the  arrest  of 
J.  D.  Elliot,  lately  a  collector  for  the 
Blackrock  Township  Commissioners,  on 
a  criminal  charge  ;  whether  the  pftUoe 
authorities  had  lately  received  in- 
formation as  to  J.  D.  Elliot's  resi- 
dence ia  Canada;  whether  they  bad 
stated  that  proceedings  for  T.  D.  ElEot's 
arrest  and  conveyance  to  Ireland  would 
not  be  instituted  unless  the  expenses 
thereof  be  guaranteed  ;  and  whether  the 
Criminal  Law  in  such  cases  is  to  remain 
inoperative  unless  private  persons  or 
local  bodies  defray  or  guarantee,  in 
whole  or  in  part,  the  cost  of  executing 
itf 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  reply  to 
the  inquiries  in  the  Erst  three  para- 
graphs is  in  the  affirmative.  As  regards 
the  inquiry  in  the  fourth  paragraph, 
the  Government  is  advised  that  uie  ex- 
pense of  arresting  and  conveying  the  M- 
GuBcd  to  Ireland  should  be  borne  by  the 
Township  Commissioners. 

k  NEW  IRISH  MAGISTRATE. 

Mr.  O'KEBFFE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land on  whose  recommendation  and  upon 
what  qualification  Mr.  Francis  MooGUU- 
cuddy  Eager,  ex-governoroftheConnty 
Limerick  Gaol,  had  recently  been  ap- 
pointed a  Magistrate  of  the  County  of 
Clare? 

Ms.  BALFOITR:  Mr.  Eager  is  a 
resident  in  the  Kilkee  district  of  the 
County  Clare,  and  has  been  appointed 
to  the  Commission  of  the  Peace,  being 
recommended  by  the  Lieutenant  of  the 
County  as  a  fit  and  proper  person  to  oe  a 
Magistrate. 

Ha.  T.  M.  HEALY :  May  I  ask  U  th* 
Lord  Chancellor  aware  that  there  were 
constant  debates  in  the  House  during 
Mr.  Forster's  time  regarding  the  conduct 
of  the  Governor  of  lameri^  Qaol,  and 
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it  waa  shown  that  he  had  been  guilty  of 
cruelty  towards  tho  priBonera  there? 
This  man  ia  now  made  a  Kagistrate. 

Ub.  a.  J.  BALFOtm :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  answer  that  qaeation. 

miSH  ARUT  HBDICAL  OPFICBBB. 
Ub.  sexton  (Bdfaat,  W.  (for 
l)r.  Kkhnt)  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether,  in 
Tiew  of  the  fact  that  ont  of  a  total  of 
894  Army  Medical  Officers,  429  are  from 
the  Irish  Medical  School^  he  will  con- 
sider the  question  of  putting  on  the 
Oommittee  of  Inquiry  into  the  Status, 
Fay,  and  Conditioos  of  Service  of  Medi- 
cal OfScere  in  the  Army  and  Navy  at 
least  one  representative  of  the  Iriah 
Medical  Schools  ? 
*Ma.  STANHOPE:  I  can  only  refer 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  -tbe  answer  1  gave 
on  this  subjoot  yest«rday. 

UOONLIQHTEBS  AND  THE  KENUA&E 
ESTATE. 

Mb.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Homford)  : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how  many 
of  the  Moonlighters  have  been  arrested 
who  are  reported  to  hare  visited,  armed 
and  undisguised,  the  forms  of  several 
teuaota  on  the  Kenmore  estate  who 
had  refused  to  sell  stock,  or  to  join 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  tired  shots  into 
the  houses,  and  warned  the  inmates  that 
if  they  offended  any  further  they  would 
receive  other  and  more  serious  visits ; 
and  whether  he  is  aware  that  at  one 
bouse  the  Moonlighters  shot  a  hone 
valued  at  £45,  and  also,  on  Ura.  Muyni- 
hans  (the  wife  of  one  of  the  tenants) 
looking  through  the  window,  one  of  the 
Moonhghtere  shouted,  "Shoot  the  old 
liae"F 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Seven  men 
have  been  arrested  on  anspioion  of 
having  been  oonoemed  in  these  out- 
rages. It  is  a  fact  that  in  one  of  the 
houses  a  horse  valued  at  £45  was  shot, 
and  the  owner  intends  to  seek  for  com- 
pensation. It  is  also  a  foot  that  threats 
were  attered.  I  am  not  informed 
whether  the  precise  words  mmtioned  ia 
the  question  were  ased. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  Is  the 
right  hon.  Oentlemoa  aware  that  the 
sensational  news  in  the  question  was 
supplied  by  a  Central  Newa  oonespon- 
dent  who  ia  a  clerk  on  Lord  Kenmore's 
•state]! 

Mr.  T.  M,  Bflf 


Mb.  a.  T.  BALFOUR :  My  informal 
tion  does  not  come  from  tiiat  aonroe. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  la  there  any  reason 
for  alleging  that  this  matter  is  oonneoted- 
with  the  Flan  of  Campaign,  or  any* 
political  proceeding,  and  how  is  it  thi^ 
in  Kerry,  which  has  been  under  the^ 
Crimes  Act  for  two  years,  these  raids- 
cannot  be  prevented  by  the  Qovemment. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  is  difflooH 
to  prevent  them,  owing  to  the  actioa 
token  by  the  friends  of  the  right  hon. 
Gtentleman  in  endeavouring  to  establish 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  on  the  81eamar» 
estate. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Are  not  these  raid» 
really  ordinary  raids  for  liquor  and 
money  ;  and  what  is  the  evidence  that 
they  are  ooDneoted  with  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUE:  It  is  the- 
belief  of  those  who  have  made  investi- 
gstion . 

WICKLOW  ASSIZES. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  OOBBBT:  Iwishto- 
oak  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  bis  ottentioik 
has  been  drawn  to  the  protest  of  th» 
Qrand  Jury  of  the  County  of  Wicklow^ 
at  the  Assizes  just  concluded,  against 
the  Crown  summoning  so  large  a  nam- 
ber  of  special  jurors,  275,  when  the 
busiaesB  consisted  of  only  one  apeda) 
cose ;  and  whether  any  steps  will  h» 
taken  to  put  a  stop  to  snch  proceedings- 
in  future? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTTB :  My  attention 
has  been  colled  to  the  protest  of  tho- 
Orand  Jury  of  the  Conntf  of  Wicklow 
bj  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member.  I 
ominfurmed,  however,  tbot  when  this  pro- 
test was  handed  in  to  the  learned  Judge, 
he  said  that  as  there  were  appendeii 
to  the  protest  the  signatnres  of  100  per- 
sons who  did  not  appear  when  sum- 
moned,  it  waa  hard  to  entertain  their 
complaint.  The  case  at  Wicklow  was- 
one  of  grave  importance — being  an  at- 
tack on  a  house  and  its  surrounding  by 
0  riotous  mob.  The  Attorney  Oenenut 
can  give  no  undertaking  that  oases  o£ 
snch  importance  will  not  be  tried  \>f 
special  juries.  The  Sheriff  had  no- 
option  but  to  summon  the  number- 
of  special  jurors  mentioned  in  the- 
qnestion. 

Mb.  COKBET  :  Is  it  the  foot  that  i» 
eonsequeoce  of  the  large  namber  o£ 
specials  jurora  summonod,   the  Crown. 
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vera  enabled  to  pack  the  jorj  hy  ex- 
cluding all  Gatholioe  from  it ;  and  U  the 
right  hon.  Oentlecaan  aware  that  orer 
80  jnzors  were  ordered  to  stand  aside  ? 
Mr.  a.  J.  fiALFOUE:  WiUthehoa. 
Hembet  kindly  gire  ootioe  of  the 
^oeation  7 

FLEUBO  PNEUMONIA  IS  CUHBER- 
LAND. 

Mb.  CHAN0£  (Kilkenny,  S.):  I 
deaire  to  ask  whether  the  recent  out- 
break of  Fleuro  Pneumonia  in  Cumber- 
laud  was  traced  to  cattle  imported  &om 
county  Tyrone,  as  stated  in  the  Mark 
Lmu  £xprMt  ? 

Taa  VICE  CHAMBERLAIN  [VU- 
count  XJtwiBHAi[)Iiewisham:  An  inquiry 
baa  been  made  by  an  inspector  ot  the 
Privy  Oounoil  aa  to  the  origin  of  the  recent 
outbreak  of  Pleuro  Pneumonia  at  Bur- 
goa  Sands,  near  Carlisle,  and  he  has 
been  informed  that  the  animal  which 
introduced  the  disease  was  one  of  a  lot  of 
14  brought  from  the  north  of  Ireland 
into  Cumberland  on  the  Istof  February. 
The  animals  had  been  purchased  at 
rarious  fairs,  but  the  dealer  is  unable  to 
■ay  where  he  purchased  the  diseased 
animal,  or  tt>  give  the  name  of  the 
MUer, 

raHULXING  THE  rOLICE. 

Da.  'XANNEB :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Obief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  it  is  true  that  three 
young  girls  were  summoned,  on  Mon- 
day, tne  11th  instant,  by  Sergeant 
Dolao,  of  Fermoy,  for  booing  ai  the 
sngeani  and  his  men  while  leaving 
Ooulaguwn  chapel,  and  making  uncom- 
plimentary allusions  to  Mr.  Half  our; 
whether  the  only  exclamation  towards 
the  sergeant  complained  of  was  one  of 
the  girls  calling  him  "  Smiler,"  his 
Fermoy  9»Mn  U»  plume;  whether  the 
chairman.  Colonel  Deane,  and  the  other 
magistrates  present,  dismissed  the  cases, 
stating  that  He  hoped  no  further  attempts 
would  be  made  by  the  female  popula- 
tioa  of  It'ermoy  to  scandalize  tbe  Ijhtvern- 
ment ;  and  whether  steps  will  be  taken 
to  prevent  similar  prosecutions  in 
fiiture  ( 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFODR:  The  Oon- 
•tabulary  authorities  report  that  the 
three  women  summoned  on  the  oooasion 
in  question  were  not  young  girls.  Uae 
was  an  elderly  woman,  and  the  others 
aged   about  :ta  and  18  yean  reepeo* 


tively,  nor  were  they  summoned  on  the 
innocant  ground  alleged  in  the  seoond 
paragraph.     Sunday  after  Sunday  the 

Slice  upon  leaving  the  chapel  after 
vine  Service  had  been  moboed  by  a 
number  of  women  and  boys  who 
followed  them  along  the  road,  hooting 
them,  calling  them  bloodhounds, 
murderers,  and  using  towar^  them 
obscene  expressions.  For  this  disgrace- 
ful conduct,  which  has  become  intoler- 
able. Sergeant  Power  summoned  th» 
three  women,  as  the  ringleaders,  to  giT» 
bail  for  future  good  behaviour.  At 
Petty  Sessions,  these  defendants  having 
expressed  regret,  were  let  off  with  a 
caution,  the  Chairman,  Colonel  Deane, 
warning  them  that  if  there  was  a  repe- 
tition of  the  conduct,  they  would  ba 
severely  dealt  with. 

THE  PI^N  OF  CAMPAION. 

Mr.  T.  W.  BC8SELL  fTyroue,  8.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  npon  how  many  estates  the  Plaa 
of  Campaign  is  in  operation  in  Ireland, 
irivinK  the  number  by  provinces? 

Ma  A.  J.  BALFOTJB :  The  Plan  of 
Campaign  isin  operation  on  estatea  in  Ire- 
land as  follows  :— Ulster,  three  estates  ; 
Leinster,  seven  estates;  Connaught,  four 
estates;  Munster,  ten  estates.  Total  84. 
■  Ma.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  Is  the> 
Plan  not  now  in  operation  on  3f*  estates, 
and  are  there  not  S9  other  estates  where 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  oome  to  m 
end  by  the  concession  on  the  part  oi  the 
landlords  of  the  terms  asked  for  t 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFODB;  I  am  afraid 
the  hon.  Member  is  not  correct  in  that 


OATTLB  IN  TBAN8IT. 
Mb.  OLANCT (Dublin  Co.):  I  wiab 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  any  steps  have  been, 
taken  to  ensure  the  more  humane  treat- 
ment of  Irish  sheep  and  catUe  carried, 
from  Irish  ports  to  English  and  Scotch 
markets;  whether  any  competent 
judges  estimate  the  loss  caused  by  the- 
present  treatment  of  sheep  and  cattle  on. 
tbe  journey  from  Ireland  to  the  BnbMi 
markets  at  15s.  per  head  of  fat  cattl© 
and  at  lOs.  per  head  of  store  stock ;  and 
whether,  if  no  local  power  exists  to 
improve  the  method  of  t'"^''^* 
Government  contemplate  any  fresh. 
legi^tion  on  the  subject? 
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VisoomnLBWISHAU:  ThequMtion 
liM  freqaentl;  beea  ondm  tlie  notiM  of 
tiie  Agnonltoral  Departnwnt,  and  Mme 
^ean  o^  a  Oommittee  was  appointed  to 
inqnirfl  into  the  matter,  and  an  Order  of 
Ooanoil  vas  paosed  relating  to  the  tran- 
sit b;  water.  It  ie  nsdontood  that  a 
oonferonoe  is  shortly  to  be  held  of  re- 
presentatiiree  of  some  of  the  leading 
agriaaltnral  sooietiea  of  Qrwt  Britain 
and  Ireland  vith  the  object  of  formu- 
lating some  praotioal  anggeationi  for 
ameliorating  the  present  state  of  things, 
after  which  thej  will  anbmit  their  views 
to  the  Privy  Oonnoil. 

OOUET  MARTIAL  OS  OOEK. 
Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperaiy,  8.) : 
I  vi^  to  ask  the  Seoretaty  of  State  for 
War  whether  his  attention  has  beaa 
oalled  to  the  f  aot  that  a  ooort  martial 
was  held  recentfy  ia  Cork  barracks  on  a 
private  of  the  Welsh  Begiment  and  two 
privates  "of  the  4th  Hussars  who  were 
ahargpd  with  partidpatiag  in  a  prooes- 
sion  at  Yonghal  in  celebration  of  Father 
Kennedy's  release,  when  cheers  were 
given  for  William  O'Brien,  and  who 
were  sentenoed,  the  infantryman  to  five 
nionths' and  the  Hussars  to  four  months' 
imprisonment;  and  under  what  military 
law  was  the  act  of  the  soldiers  said  to  be 
a  breach  of  discipline  ? 
•Mk.  E  STANHOPE:  The  soldiers  re- 
farrod  to  were  oonvicted  on  the  1 1th  inst , 
by  a  district  oonrt  martial  of  oonduct  to 
the  |>rejudioe  of  good  order  and  military 
diampliue,  under  section  40  of  the  Array 
Act,  1681,  in  having  taken  part  in  a 
demonstration  and  procession  of  a  po- 
litical character  at  Tonghat,  and  in  hav- 


fiwdiers  are  distinctly  forbidden  by  the 
ilaeen's  regulations  from  taking  part  in 
any  politiciU  demonstrations. 

Ma..  W.  BEDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.):  Arising  out  of  that  answer,  I  should 
like  to  ask,  as  these  man  were  convicted 
fiw  having  taken  part  in  a  demonstra- 
tion, whether  it  is  not  a  &ct  that  certain 
offioera  and  soldiers  recently  took  part 
in  an  Orange  demonstration  at  Ennis- 
killen  and  were  not  oonrioted  ? 
*Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  have  no 
knowledge  on  the  subject  It  might  be 
that  there  was  no  evidenoe  upon  which 
they  could  be  oonvictad. 

Uk.  W.BEDUOND:  I  would  remind 
the  right  hon.  Qeutlemau  of  the  qnet- 
ttOB  I  put  on  Uie.paper  a*  to  oflwen, 


non-comnuBsioned  ofioen,  and  msD  ba- 

ing  unquestionably  praeent  at 

nbLSPEAKBB:  Order,  ordwl  The 
hon.  Ifember  will  put  the  questtondowa 
in  tlie  usual  way. 

ALLEGED  ASSAULT  BT  THE   FOLIOB. 

Hb.  JOHN  O'OONNOB  (Tipperary, 
8.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Ohief  Seoretary 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  fact  that  the  foreman  printer  of 
the  Ttpptrmry  NmtioKaUtt,  who  was 
severely  bludgeoned  by  the  police,  and 
whose  head  is  still  bandagra  and  un- 
healed,  was  smnmoacd  on  Wednesday, 
t3th  instant,  for  taking  part  in  a  riot 
and  unlawful  assembly;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  at  a  previous  Petty  Sessions 
in  Olonmel  a  policeman  was  fined  a 
guinea  for  assaulting  the  printer  on  the 
same  occasion ;  and  whether,  under  the 
circumstances,  he  will  direct  the  prose- 
cation  of  the  printer  to  be  withdrawn  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  As  regards 
the  ciraumetances  of  the  riot  and  onlaw- 
fal  assembly  out  of  which  the  charges 
in  queetion  arose,  I  would  beg  to  refer 
the  hon.  Member  to  the  reply  given  to 
a  question  put  on  6th  March  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tipperary  East.  The 
charge  against  the  printer  will,  by  con- 
sent, not  be  heard  until  after  the  hearing 
of  the  appeal  lodged  by  the  oonstahla 
against  Uie  Magistrates'  decimon. 

POLICE  CONDnoT  AT  CA8TLK- 
DBHMOTT. 
Db.  TANNEB  (Mid-Cork) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  on  what  au- 
thority and  by  whose  directions  did  a 
constable  named  Mosoal  demand  admis-- 
sion,  and,  oa  beingrafused,  endeavoured 
by  force  to  enter  the  house  in  Oastle- 
dermott  where  the  local  memben  of 
the  Gaelic  Athletic  Olnb  were  holding 
their  8t.  Patrick's  Day  meeting  last 
Sunday;  whether  Oonstable  Looaey, 
with  Mosoal,  followed  the  members  of 
the  club  to  their  practising  ground  on 
that  day,  and  if  it  is  a  fact  that  these 
constables  made  use  of  remarks  on  that 
occasion  irritating  in  their  character  to 
the  Qaels  and  c^oulated  to  provoke  a 
breach  of  the  peace ;  whether  he  ia 
aware  that  the  Hecretary  of  the  dub  in 
question  was  eubeequently  obliged  to 
go  to  the  police-station  and  complain  ef 
the  druuken  and  disorderly  ooofluat  of 
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OonstablM  Smitli,  Looney,  ud  Moslca 
«D  the  oi^ht  in  quMtion ;  «nd  whether 
he  Btstod  at  the  police  bacnuik  that  he 
made  the  report  fearing  a  coUirion 
might  take  place  between  the  intoxi- 
oated  polioemen  amd  the  Gaels,  whom 
ha  allseed  were  insulted ;  and  whether 
an  inqoirf  will  be  made  into  the  oir- 
«amstanoes  of  the  esse,  aa  to  the  alleged 
police  offenders  ? 

Ms.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  TheOoastaba- 
lary  Authorities  report  that  Constable 
Moeoal  did  not  attempt  to  force  his  way 
into  the  room ;  he  left  at  once  when  told 
he  could  not  enter.  As  regards  the  seoond 
sUegatiou,  the  polieemea  were  mere 
^eotatorsof  the  game,  and  were  not  in- 
terfered with ;  the;  made  ordinary  oom- 
ments  between  themselTes,  but  not  in 
the  hearing  of  the  players.  After  the 
Beoretary  called  at  the  barrack  and  com- 
plained that  the  polioemen  were  dis- 
orderly (not  drunk),  the  sergeant  at 
onoe  paraded  the  men  and  found  them 
quite  sober  and  correct.    No  other  com- 

Slointe  were  made  by  any  one  that  the 
iaela  had  beea  insulted. 

F0TNE8PIEB. 

Mr.  MTTBPHY  npublin,  8t  Patrtck'B): 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  the  barge  and 
landing  stage  at  the  Foynea  Pier,  which 
were  remored  some  time  ago  by  order 
of  the  Board  of  .Works,  had  been  in  the 
eame  position  for  many  years  without 
Any  question  having  been  raised  about 
them ;  what  were  the  particular  droum- 
Stances  which  aroee  last  year  that  caused 
the  Board  of  Works  to  consider  that  it 
was  necessary  for  the  Waterford  and 
Idmeriok  Bailway  Com^ny  to  enter 
into  some  agreement  with  regard  to 
thoee  landing  appliances ;  whether  the 
Bailway  Company  pointed  out  that  as 
the  barge  in  question  was  not  their 
property  ac  all,  but  the  property  of  the 
Steamship  Company,  they  w«(fi  not  in 
a  position  to  carry  ont  any  agreement 
with  respect  to  it ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  though  the  landing  appliances 
vere  aa  advantage  to  the  Bailway 
OompMiy,  they  were  also  a  great  public 
oonvMitence ;  whether  the  pubho  are 
now  deprived  of  this  convenience ; 
and  what  is  the  reason  for  the  whole 
|iroceedingP 

Mk.JAGE:80N:  lama&udlcannot 
decide  the  matters  contuned  in  the 
qaastion  aoroas  the  floor  of  the  House. 


I  believe  the  hoc.  Member  is  anziona 
to  know  accurately  what  took  plaoe 
between  the  Board  of  Works  and  the 
Bailway  Company,  and  if  there  is  any 
way  in  which  I  can  help  to  settle  it  I 
shall  be  glad  if  the  hon.  Member  wiU 
speak  to  me  on  the  subject. 

B£LIEVINa  OFFICER,  DERBHAM. 

Mb.  OONTBEABE  fOomwall,  Own- 
borne)  :  I  beg  to  ask  toe  Preddent  of 
the  Iiooal  Oovemment  Board  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  relieving  officer  of 
the  town  of  Dereham,  in  the  Mitford 
Union  of  Norfolk,  resides  at  Bey- 
merston,  a  distance  of  seven  miles  from 
Pereham,  and  that  when  a  poor  person 
requires  a  coffin  the  relatives  have  to  go 
the  whole  of  that  dtstanoe  and  back  in 
order  to  obtain  the  necessary  order ;  and 
whether,  as  the  delay  then  arising  fre- 
quently causes  the  retention  of  the  un- 
ooffined  oorpse  for  several  days  in  the 
living  and  sleeping  rooms  of  the  family, 
wiU  take  steps  to  secure  that  the 


tance  of  the  town  f 
•Tot  PBESIDENT  or  tkb  LOOAI. 
QOVEBNMENT  BOABD  (Mr.Eironis, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  (George's):  I  learn 
that  it  is  the  case  that  the  relieving 
offioer  whose  district  includes  Dereham 
resides  at  Beymerston,  a  distance  of 
between  tax  and  seven  miles  from  Dere- 
ham. The  relieving  officer  attends  at 
Dereham  on  Fridays  to  distribnte  relief, 
and  to  receivefreshapplioationBfor  relief. 
In  the  case  of  a  death,  and  a  coffin  being 
required  at  the  cost  of  the  Unionit 
would  be  necessary  to  communicate  with 
the  reliering  officer.  I  shall  be  glad  if 
the  hon.  Member  will  give  me  informa- 
mation  as  to  the  facts  of  any  cases  in 
which  there  has  been  undue  delay  in  the 
provision  of  coffins,  and  I  will  direct  the 
Inspector  of  the  District  to  confer  with 
the  Qnardians  on  the  subject. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Mb.  BUXTON  (Tower  Hamleta, 
Poplar] :  I  desire  to  know  whether  if 
the  Vote  on  Aooount  is  taken  to-night  it 
will  be  necessary  to  take  Tuesday  bom 
private  Members? 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  It  wiD  be  necea- 
sary  to  take  the  formal  stages  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  Bill  before  private 
Members'  Motions.    On  Monday  I  hope 
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we  ehall  bTOKch  tlie  aubjeot  of  Naval 
Defence. 

Hb.  DDFF  (Banfibhire):  Does  the 
GoTemment  propoee  to  proceed  with  the 
Naval  programme  before  the  House  has 
the  Betnms  moved  for  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Faddington  ? 
•Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  We  shall  pro- 
ceed b;  Beeolution,  and  the  stages  of  the 
Bill  will  afford  opportonitiee  for  dis- 


MOTION. 


FOOB  LAW  (iR£i.AirD)  ahbuduent  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Ur.  De  CobaJo,  Bill  to  amsnd 
the  Poor  Laws  of  Ireland  in  rehtion  to  Rating, 
ordw»d  to  ba  brought  in  bf  Mr.  De  Cobsin, 
Ur.  Lea,  Colonel  wiring,  and  Mr.  Macartney. 

BiU  presented, and  read  fintUme.  [Bill  169.] 

ORDSRS  OF  THE  DAY. 


8DPPLY-CIVIL    SEBVICEB    AND 

BEVBKUB  DEPARTMENT. 

voTB  OK  Aooomrr. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Uommittee.) 

[See  Pag»  256.] 

Sir  W.  HAEOOUET  (Derbj)  :  In 
tislDg  to  ask  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  item  in  the  law  charges 
affeoting  the  salary  of  the  Attomej 
Qeneral,  I  think  that,  whoever  else  com- 
plains of  my  takiag  that  course,  the 
Attorney  General  will  not  oomplain  of 
it.  He  cannot  but  be  aware  that  there 
have  been  abroad — if  I  may  use  a  term 
familiar  to  himself — certain  charges  and 
allegations  against  the  course  which  he 
haa  pursued,  and  against  others  who  sit 
on  that  Bench  and  some  who  sit  on  this. 
I  am  quite  sure  that  there  is  nothing 
which  the  Attorney  General  would  more 
deaire  that  to  meet  those  allegations  and 
charges  face  to  face,  and  give  his  own 
explanation  of  them.  Now,  Sir,  I  can 
assure  the  Attorney  General  that  in  what 
I  feel  it  my  duty  to  say  he  wUI  hear  not 
one  word  inconsistent  with  that  estima- 
tion for  his  great  abili^  and  his  high 
oharaoter  which  is  felt  by  his  opponents 
no  lees  than  his  friends.  But  that  is  all 
the  greater  reason  why,  in  my  opinion, 
a  jastification  and  explanation  should  be 
otfered  of  oertain  oiroumstances  to  which 
1  now  desire  to  call  attention.  I  wish  to 
ask  leave  to  address  certain  questions 
Mr.  W.  S.  8m4tA 
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to  tiie  Attorney  Genial  to  whiA 
I  know — for  I  have  the  honour 
of  the  acqTiaintance  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman — he  will  answer 
«r  attmo.  I  can  assure  him  that  the 
answers  he  gives  us  upon  mstters  of  fact 
within  hiaknowledge  will  be  received  by 
all  in  this  House  with  implicit  credence- 
It  seems  strange  that  it  should  be  neoes- 
sary  to  assure  any  Member  of  this  Hoosv 
that,  upon  a  matter  affecting  his  charac- 
ter, bis  word  will  be  accepted  by  the  House 
Commons.  But  in  these  recent  days  it 
is  neoeeaary  to  make  that  assurance, 
because  the  vhole  origin  of  that  with 
which  I  have  to  deal — the  whole  orig^ 
of  this  Special  Commission — and  all  the 
shameful  scandals  connected  with  it,  is 
due  to  the  departure  in  this  House  from 
the  noble  traditions  of  accepting  the 
word  of  a  Member  of  it  If,  when  the- 
foul  and  false  charge  was  brought 
against  the  hun.  Member  for  Cork  (Ur. 
Pamell),  the  House  of  Commons  and  its 
Leaders,  mindful  of  its  ancient  tradi- 
tions, had  said,  "  A  Member  of  the  House 
has  risen  in  his  place,  and  stated  that 
the  charge  is  false,  and  we  are  bound 
to  believe  him,"  we  should  not  have 
had  all  the  bitterness  which  has 
arisen  in  this  case.  When  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  rose  in  hia  place 
and  said  that  the  letter  published 
in  the  Ti'mm  of  the  IBth  of  Aprit 
was  not  his  letter,  but  was  forged,  hon. 
Members  opposite  did  not  believe  him;' 
and  they  t^^d  him  that  they  did  not 
believe  him.  I  do  not  think  that  there 
is  a  man  on  the  Xreasury  Beach  who 
does  not  regret  that  course.  They  kuow 
now  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
spoke  the  truth,  and  that,  according  tO' 
the  traditions  of  the  House,  his  word 
ought  to  have  been  believed.  I  oonfesa 
that  in  all  that  haa  happened  nothing  is 
more  miserable,  nothing  more  melan- 
choly than  this,  that  the  example  should 
have  been  set  in  the  manner  in  which  it: 
was  set  of  rejecting  the  word  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork — and  the  word  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  is  aa  good  as  that 
of  any  Member  of  this  House.  There 
are  two  persons  who,  in  my  opinion, 
muat  be  held  specially  responsible  for 
what  has  occurred  in  that  respect.  One- 
is  the  Leader  of  the  House,  charged 
with  the  conduct  of  Government  busi* 
nesB,  and  tiie  other  is  a  penou  who 
ezerciaes  a  great  and  deserved  authority 
in  this  House,  who  might,  I  think,  have' 
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lei  the  House  through  a  different  oourse, 
nnd  that  person  is  the  noble  Lord  the 
UemboT  for  HoBaendale  (the  Marqueaa 
of  Hftrtington).  Well,  now,  unfor- 
tnnately,  that  ooarae  wai  tttken,  the 
House  of  Commone  refuied  to  belioTe 
the  word  of  its  Hember,  and  told  him  he 
oQght  to  hare  gone  to  a  jury.  Ajurj, 
Sip?  What  jury?  A  jury  with  Buch 
a  foreman  as  the  Pnme  Minister  ? 
What  chance  would  he  hare  had  before 
Buoh  a  jury  ?  To  what  purpose  would 
it  hare  been  that  the  charge  was  with- 
drawn ;  to  what  purpose  would  it  have 
been  that  the  forgery  of  the  TImm'  let- 
ters was  confessed ;  to  what  purpose 
would  it  hare  been  that  the  Court  de- 
clared that  so  far  as  the  hon.  Uember 
for  Cork  was  ooncemed  the  case  was 
closed?  He  would  as  certainly  have 
been  found  guilty  as  if  no  eridence  had 
been  brought  before  the  Oourt.  There- 
fore, it  is  pl«in  that  as  the  hon.  Hem- 
ber for  Cork  has  spoken  the  truth  in 
his  place,  so  he  was  right  in  refusing  to 
go  to  a  jury.  Then  the  Qovemment 
appotDted  a  Speoial  Commission.  I 
hare  to  ask  what  was  the  position  which 
the  Attorney  Cbneral  occupied  before 
that  Cktmmission ;  indeed,  I  would  ask 
what  position  he  occupied  before 
that  Commission  sat.  Now,  it  is  said, 
that  the  position  of  the  Attorney 
General  is  that  of  a  private  counsel  in 
a  private  suit.  Assuming,  for  a 
moment,  that  that  is  so,  I  would  ask 
how  that  bears  upon  the  poeition  of  the 
Attorney  General  F  Is  the  first  place,  I 
would  observe  that  if  the  Attorney 
General  was  a  private  counsel  in  a  pri- 
vate suit  he  was  there— in  a  sense 
which  I  will  explain  directly — as  a 
volunteer.  He  need  not  have  beeu 
counsel  for  the  Timet  in  that  suit,  and 
I  will  illustrate  that  to  the  House. 
Til  ere  was  another  Member  of 
this  Honee  who  held  a  general  re- 
tainer for  the  2imM — I  mean  the  hon. 
and  learned  Hember  for  Hackney  (Sir 
C.  BuBsell;.  There  were  days  when 
holding  a  general  retainer  for  tbe  Ti»um 
was  an  honour  to  any  man  in  the  my- 
fession ;  those  days  are  gone  by.  But 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Hackney  declined  to  hold  that  retainer. 
I  think  I  can  j  udee  of  tbe  oiraamslaneee 
which  actuated  him  in  retaming  hia 
general  retainer.  He  is  proud  of  the 
nationality  to  which  he  belongs.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  has  never  be«i 
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ashamed  to  confess  that  he  belonged  to 
what  I  am  afraid,  under  existing  oircum- 
atanoas,  I  must  oall  a  despised  and  hated 
race.  He,  at  least,  was  not  eager  and 
anxious  to  appear  as  the  public  accuser 
of  his  oonnt^men  and  their  representa- 
tives. The  hon.  and  learned  Member  iV' 
not  only  an  Irishman,  but  a  distinguished 
Member  of  the  House  of  Oommons.  He 
is  one  of  the  foremost  men  in  what  we- 
are  pleased  to  call  the  Parliament  of  a 
united  Empire,  where  all  men  are 
treated  alike.  To  him,  at  least,  it  was- 
not  a  oongeuisl  task  to  be  called  upon 
to  endeavour  to  Gx  the  stigma  of  infamy 
upon  soma  BS  Members  of  the  House  of 
Oommons,  oonstitutiug  about  one-eightli 
of  their-  whole  body.  To  him,  at  least, 
a  work  of  that  desoription  would  not 
have  been  a  labour  of  love.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  rejected  th» 
retainer  of  the  Tmn,  but  th» 
office  which  he  refused  was  em- 
braced WM  amor§  by  Her  Majesty's 
Attorney  General.  What  is  the  position 
of  the  Attorney  General?  I  am  sure 
that  no  man  can  say  that  the  office  ho 
has  thus  willingly  undertaken  he  did 
not  perform  with  tbe  zeal  and  ability  of 
a  man  who  has  his  heart  in  the  case ;  and 
if  85  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, the  Bepreseotatives  of  the  Irisb 
nation,  are  not  to  be  marked  and  branded, 
with  infamy,  so  that  they  may  deserve' 
to  be  expelled  from  this  House,  whose 
soever  fault  it  may  be,  it  will  not  be  the 
fault  of  Her  MiJesty'sAttomey  General. 
Now,  I  have  spokeu  of  the  theory  o£ 
private  employment  suggested  in  thiS' 
esse  and  its  bearing  upon  tbe  office  of 
the  Attorney  General.  I  will  now  ask. 
to  be  allowed  to  inquire  what  is  tho 
office  of  the  Attorney  General,  and  what 
are  his  duties.  The  office  of  the  Attor- 
ney General  is  au  ancient  office  and  an 
office  of  dignity.  It  is  distinguished  by 
the  highest  salary  and  emoluments  of 
any  office  under  the  Grown.  According 
to  the  last Betumtheemolumente  amounk 
to  about  £  12,000  a  year,  imluding  salary 
and  fees ;  and,  of  uourse,  in  Committee- 
of  Supply  it  may  be  asked,  "  What  are 
the  services,  and  to  whom  have  thoso 
services  to  be  performed,  for  which  this. 
salary  is  granted?"  That  is  surety  a- 
fit  subject  of  inqmry.  What  are  the 
dudes  of  the  office  of  the  Attorney 
General  to  which  this  greet  dignity  and 
this  great  salary  are  granted  ?  I  think 
he  will  agree  with  ma  that  I  defina 
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-them  rightly  wheo  I  say  that  his  first 
duty  IB  to  advise  the  Crowa  and  the 
MiniBten  of  the  Crown  in  all  afi&ira, 
foreign  and  domestic — a  great  and  an 
-important  duty.  During  ttia  very  short 
-time  that  I  had  experience  of  the^offiiie 
-of  Law  Officer  of  ttie  Crown  I  came  to 
know  the  amount  and  the  importance  of 
the  work  attached  to  that  office.  Then 
-the  Attorney  General  has  another  duty 
— vie.,  to  advise  this  House  in  all  mat- 
ters which  affeot  the  ioteieets  and  the 
honour  of  its  Members.  That  is  the 
second  duty  of  the  Attorney  General ; 
and  he  has  another  duty,  perhaps  the 
tiigheet  of  all.  He  is  the  Leader  and  the 
«xample  of  the  English  Bar,  and  the 
highest  guardian  of  its  traditions.  These 
are  high  and  hoQourableduties,  especially 
the  last  duty,  because  upon  the  manner 
of  its  exercise  depends  in  no  small  degree 
the  spirit  and  temper  of  the  crimiDal 
administration  of  this  country ;  and  it 
is  from  the  examples  of  men  who  have 
held  that  office,  and  the  exercise  of  pub- 
lic opinion  upon  that  office,  that  the 
Fublio  Prosecutors  of  to  day  differ  from 
the  Public  Prosecutors  of  the  time  of 
Sir  Edward  Coke  when  he  prosecuted 
Sir  Walter  Balelgh.  Tbe  Attorney 
Oeneral  will  not  deDy  that  these  are 
functions  which  ought  to  he  jealously 
guarded  and  carefully  watched  by  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  first  question 
I  have  to  ask  is,  "  How  came  the  Attor- 
ney General,  holdiag  that  office  to  which 
these  duties  are  attached,  to  be  private 
counsel  in  this  matter?" — supposing  that 
he  was  private  counsel  in  this  matter  of 
the  Oommiseion.  How  far  was  that 
position  conaistent  with  the  duties  which 
ihe  had  to  perform?  His  first  duty  was 
to  advise  the  Government  and  this 
House  in  matters  of  great  public  iu- 
-terest.  Is  thisnut  a  matlerinvolvinethe 
profoundest  political  consequences  both 
in  and  out  of  this  House?  I  would 
-only  state  iu  the  language  of  the  Home 
Secretary — in  which  I  freely  concur- 
that  this  is  a  matter  of  the  highest  im- 
portance, and  is  of  the  character  of  a 
"State inquiry."  What  can  be  graver 
than  the  impeachment  of  85  Members 
of  the  House  of  Commone  before  a  tri- 
bunal which  is,  to  say  the  least,  a  sole- 
^iiiim  in  the  Constitution?  What  can  be 
graver  than  a  question  which  so  deeply 
affects  the  relations  between  Bngland 
.and  Ireland?  If  ever  there  were 
matters  upon  which  the  Qovemment 
Sir  W.  Harmart 


and  the  Hoose  ought  to  have  been 
advised  by  the  Attorney  Genoral, 
they  were  these  questions  which  an 
brought  before  the  Special  Oommission. 
The  Attorney  General  began  by  being 
counsel  in  the  ease  of  "  O'Donnell  t. 
Walter."  I  will  say  nothing  upon  that 
at  thb  moment,  but  rather  upon  the 
oonsequenoea  that  followed  from  it.  I 
cannot  dissever  it  altogether,  beoanse  it 
was  the  speech  of  the  Attorney  General 
in  that  case  which  was  the  foundation  of 
the  present  Commission.  The  question 
of  the  private  practice  of  the  Attorney 
General  is,  of  course,  very  germane  to  the 
question  involved  in  this  Vote.  I  am 
not  sure  whether  it  is  not  a  universal 
rule  of  the  Civil  Service,  or  one  which 
you  have  recently  made,  that  the  public 
shall  have  the  full  time  of  those  to  whom 
it  pays  adequate  emolument,  I  am  not 
raising  the  question  now;  but  this  I  ven- 
ture to  affirm,  that  that  private  practice 
must  be  subject  to  these  limitations :  it 
must  net  be  of  a  character  to  disable  him 
from  advising  the  Crown  and  the  Houbs 
of  Commons.  Let  us  apply  these  conside- 
rations to  the  plea  that  this  was  private 
business  of  the  Attorney  General  in 
which  the  public  had  no  concern  :  I  will 
give  this  illustration.  Supposing  that 
the  Foreign  Secretary  were  to  be  largely 
concerned  in  foreign  loans  on  his  own 
account  and  were  to  say  that  that  was 
private  business,  would  it  not  beatonoe 
said  that  that  was  a  kind  of  business 
which  was  inconsistent  with  the  business 
which  he  was  doing  for  the  State  ?  Is 
the  same  way,  if  the  Chanoeller  of 
the  Exchequer  were  engaged  in  private 
operations  of  a  financial  character — I 
beg  his  pardon  tor  making  the 
hypothesis — hut  supposing  any  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  were  engaged 
in  private  financial  operations,  every- 
body would  say  that  such  business  was 
inconsistent  with  the  position  of  a 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Well, 
hut  is  it  not  equally  true,  in  the  case  of 
the  Attorney  Ueaeral,  that  his  prirat» 
business  ie  inconsistent  with  the  duties 
of  his  office,  and  does  not  oome  within 
the  limits  of  the  private  business  which 
the  Attorney  General  ought  to  take? 
Consider  what  is  the  character  of  this 
buetneia.  The  Government  declared 
from  the  first  that  they  desired  to  stand 
perfectly  clear  and  impartial  in  thia 
matter.  Did  it  tend  to  that  positioa 
in  the  estimation  of  the  public  that  this 
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privftte  busineM  should  b«  nndertaken 
by  the  Attorney  General  f  Waa  it  not, 
of  all  others,  that  vhioh  wu  likely  to 
destroy  that  feeling  and  impression  ? 
Did  it,  in  fact,  produce  that  impression ; 
and  was  it  intended  to  oonrey  that  im- 
pression to  the  publioT  In  July,  1888, 
at  the  time  of  "O'Donnellv.  Walter," 
this  is  what  the  prirate  client  of  the 
Attorney  Qeueral,  Uie  Timn  newspaper, 
eajB— 


wmsl,  ptofemtonal,  and  offlcul,  offen  i 
{nuntolae  tbat  io  his  learned  jadgnient  he  hai 
Uia  msuis  of  proviDg  what  be  a&yi." 

That  is  the  way  in  which  the  position  of 
the  Attorney  Qeneral  was  presented  by 
faispriTateolient  to  the  English  nation. 
And  that  was  the  position  that  was 
accepted  by  the  English  nation.  These 
fowed  bills  accepted  by  the  Timtt  were 
endorsed  without  knowledge  by  the 
Attorney  G^eneral.  Who  was  not  deluded 
by  that  ?  It  was  not  the  letters  alone, 
but  the  whole  of  the  charges  which  were 
•o  accredited.  Hj  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Rossendale  having  repeated 
certain  chaiges  in  "  Faraellism  and 
Grime"  in  this  House,  was  asked  upon' 
what  ground  he  made  themj  and  he 
said — 

"  I  mbmit  to  the  House  that,  haring  itatad 
what  wu  the  eouroe  of  toy  information,  and 
what  was  the  authority  apon  whiah  those  state* 
ments  were  made,  1  wu  not  boond,  nor  wm  h 
m  any  way  neceaaar;  for  me,  to  attempt  to 
prore  or  snhstaatiate  the  atatement  that  had 
Man  Diad«.  Had  I  made  the  charge  on  my 
own  reaponaibilitj,  the  oaK,  it  leMns  to  me, 
wonldhaTebeenenCirely  different ;  but,  having 
repeatedly  poioted  out  that  I  iraa  onl;  referring 
to  the  etatementa  made  in  the  Timet,  it  appaared, 
and  it  still  appears,  to  rae  that  there  was  no 
responaibility  resting  upon  me  to  provo  or 
inbsUntiate  those  statements." 
That  wae  the  position  taken  by  my  noble 
Friend,  and  by  tens  of  thousands  of  other 
persons.  It  was  taken  on  the  authority 
of  the  Timti,  and  was  absolutely  guaran- 
teed by  the  official  authority  of  Her 
Hajee^'s  Attorney  Qeneral.  Was  this  a 
private  qneslion  ?  I  am  not  arguing  here, 
or  objecting  that  the  Attorney  Qeneral 
should  not  appear  in  a  horse  case  or 
a  running  down  case.  But  this  was 
not  a  horse  case  or  a  runnin^down 
case.  You  do  not  take  three  Judges 
from  the  Bench,  you  do  not  have  the 
paraphernalia  of  a  State  trial,  for  auch 
cases.    This  has  nothing  of  the  character 


of  private  business.  Let  nt  look  what 
was  the  indictment  in  the  speech  of  the- 
Attomey  Qeneral.  And  this  is  the  first- 
question  I  will  ask  him.  Did  he,  or  did 
he  not,  advise  the  Qovemment  at  any 
time  with  reference  to  this  matter  F  B!e 
will  know  that  I  do  not  speak  strictly 
by  the  card.  Did  he  at  any  time  give 
advice  to  the  Qovemment  with  r«ference- 
to  this  matter  before  or  after  the  Com- 
mission sat?  That  is  my  first  question 
to  the  Attorney  Qeneral.  It  seems  to 
me  that,  whether  he  answers  it  in  th» 
negative  or  the  affirmative,  it  is  equally 
difficult  to  reconcile  bis  position  in  this 
case.  If  he  did  not,  why  did  he  not?' 
It  there  was  a  question  of  this  gravity 
affecting  the  Stete,  affecting  the  enemies 
of  the  Queen  in  America,  affecting  tho 
House  of  Commons  and  the  honour  of 
its  Members,  whv  did  he  not  advise  the 
Government,  and  why  did  he  not  advise 
the  House  of  Commons?  Now, 
let  me  point  out  another  thing — 
the  proceeding  was  one  of  a  character 
in  which  the  official  position  of  the 
Attorney  Qeneral  might  be,  and  pro- 
bably would  be,  undoubtedly  would  be, 
involved.  If  it  happened  that  it  waa- 
proved  that  the  docnmente  were  forged, 
who    was    the    person    who    ought  to 

Sroseonte  the  author  of  the  forged' 
ooumeutsf  Her  Majesty's  Attorn^ 
Qeneral,  the  Obief  Public  Prosecutor.. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  it  were  proved 
that  there  were  89  Members  of  the* 
House  of  Commons  the  assooistes  of 
criminals  and  assassins,  who  is  tfae- 
person  to  direct  the  proceedings  a^inst 
them,  either  out  of  this  House  or  in  It?' 
Her  Majesty's  Attorney  Qeneral.  By 
what  right  did  he  voluntarily  disable- 
himself  irom  performing  those  duties?' 
We  are  asked  to  vote  him  a  salary  of 
£12,000  a-year.  When  the  Judgment 
of  the  Commission  oomes  up  for  review, 
as  it  must  oome  up  for  review,  who 
should  advise  this  House  aa  to  the 
course  it  shoald  take ?  Why,  theprin* 
cipal  Law  Adviser  of  the  Crown.  There- 
fore, I  ask  the  Attorney  Qeneral,  did  he,, 
or  did  he  not,  publicly  or  privately, 
directly  or  indirectly,  advise  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment,  or  any  Members 
of  it,  in  respect  to  this  transaction?' 
Well,  if  he  says  he  did  not,  by 
what  right  are  we,  the  ^ardians  ot' 
the  taxpayers,  to  vote  his  salary  fbr 
services  not  performed  ?  Of  oonrse,  if' 
serrioes  of  this  kind  are  abandoned  i» 
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faTOnr  of  private  praotioe,  the  rerouncra- 
tion  shoiud  be  gnat«d  by  tbe  priT&te 
employen.  I  have  another  question 
-wbiob  I  will  ask  the  Attorns;  General. 
jDid  he  ask  the  OMent  of  the  GoTem- 
vnent  to  his  Amployment  in  this  par- 
tioular  oasef  Did  he  do  it  with  uieir 
knowledge  and  upon  consultation  with 
them,  and  did  they  approva  of  his  taking 
Ihat  oouTse  ?  I  cannot  bnt  think  that 
the  asked  their  assent.  I  cannot  imagine 
that  a  man  in  his  position  wonld  nnaer- 
take  so  fearful  a  responsibility  without 
•consulting  his  colleagues.  I  must  say, 
if  he  did  ^at,  he  used  them  very  badly, 
And  if  he  did,  then  they  used  the  country 
badly.  I  come  now  to  the  time  given 
ap  to  this  business.  I  ventnre  to  think 
that,  in  exercising  this  privilege  of  taking 
private  praotioe,  it  should  be  exercised 
vith  Bompolous  regard  to  the  demands 
of  the  Pablio  Service.  I  know  how 
ficrupolous  in  this  regard  was  my  able 
and  distinguished  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bnry.  Z  know  he  almost  declined  pri- 
vate business.  If  you  are  to  have 
private  business  occupying  nine  months, 
and  whioh  may  occupy  tbree  months 
more,  what  becomes  of  the  ser- 
vice of  the  State?  If  that  is  to  go 
on,  you  will  have  to  pay  your  Attorney 
'Omeral  by  piece  work.  No,  Sir ;  if  we 
are  to  vote  him  £12,000  a.year,  we 
cannot  accept  tbe  leavings  of  the  time 
of  the  Attorney  Oenenu.  And  I  am 
Bnre  the  Leader  of  the  House,  after 
all  that  has  happened,  would  not,  if  he 
were  asked,  say  that  it  was  a  vise,  or  a 
prudent,  or  a  proper  thing  to  have  the 
Attorney  General  oonduoting  these  pro- 
oeedings.  But  I  do  not  believe  this 
will  be  the  line  taken  by  the  Attorney 
-C^eneraL  He  will  not  say,  "This was 
my  private  business,  and  I  disabled 
myswfrom  the  serrioe  of  the  Grown." 
That  certainly  is  not  the  view  of  the 
Home  Secretary,  who  said  that  this  was 
a  State  inquiry.  What  is  the  tribunal  7 
It  was  specially  created  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  inquire  into  an  indictment 
ftamed  by  the  Government.  The  Go- 
vernment determined  the  whole  business 
from  beginning  to  end,  and  it  is  per- 
fectly idle  to  say  this  was  private  busi- 
DeM.  If  the  Government  gave  their 
consent,  then  all  I  have  said  does 
not  apply,  and  the  Attorney  General 
was  quite  in  his  right  place,  doing  the 
business  of  his  masters;  and  though 
.we  may  ultimately  have  to  call  the  w>- 
9ir  W.  Rwretwtt 


vemment  to  account  if  there  were  amr- 
thing  wrong,  there  is  not  a  word  to  be 
said  against  the  Attorn^  General  on 
aocoant  of  his  appearance  before  that 
Court.  If  it  was,  as  the  Home  Secre- 
tary said,  a  State  inquiry,  if  it  was  a 
State  Court  constituted  by  the  Govern- 
ment on  an  indictment  hamed  by  the 
Government  against  parties  summoned 
by  the  Government,  ol  course  the  Attor- 
ney General  was  quite  right  to  be  there. 
That  being  so,  all  that  we  are  entitled 
to  inquire  is  whether,  in  that  public 
capacity,  the  Attorney  General  properly 
performed  tbe  duties  of  that  public  ca- 
pacity. In  that  part  of  the  argument 
there  is  one  consideration  whioh,  I  think, 
will  satisfy  the  Committee  that  this  is 
a  State  inquiry,  and  not  one  between 
private  parties,  and  that  is  the  mode 
in  which  the  official  evidence  was  dealt 
with.  When  a  client  retains  the  Attor- 
ney General  in  a  private  suit  he  retains 
a  lawyer  of  ability  and  experience  ;  but 
he  does  not  purchase  with  him  the 
whole  influence  and  authority  of  the 
Government.  Therefore,  in  a  private 
suit,  the  Attorney  General  never  could 
have  occupied  the  position  and  taken  the 
course  he  did.  In  a  private  suit  a  client 
has  a  right  to  issue  subpcenas,  bnt  he 
could  not  get  official  witnesses  to  stay 
months  in  London  who  were  required 
elsewhere.  The  Attorney  General,  at 
least,  could  not  be  deceived  by  theextra- 
ordinary  theory  in  regard  to  subpoanos 
propounded  by  the  Chief  Secretary,  If 
a  private  client  subpcenas  my  servant, 
he  does  net  keep  him  at  the  Courts  for 
one  or  two  months,  bnt  the  solici- 
tor, one,  two,  or  three  days  be- 
fore he  is  to  pve  his  evidence, 
gives  him  notice  when  he  will  be  wanted. 
That  is  not  the  way  these  men  were 
dealt  with,  and  that  foot  alone  shows  that 
it  was  not  a  private  suit.  But,  far  more 
important  than  that,  the  derka  of  pri- 
vate solicitors  do  not  go  into  Ker 
M^esty'e  gaols  at  their  will  and  plea- 
sure and  swear  the  convicts  there.  Who 
ever  heard  of  such  a  thing  in  a  private 
suit  ?  I  should  like  to  know  what  pro- 
vision in  our  Criminal  Law  gives  a 
private  suitor  the  right  to  enter  a  prison 
and  swear  a  prisoner  at  his  pleasure. 
I  am  not,  of  course,  going  into  detail  in 
this  matter,  which  we  have  discussed 
before ;  but  I  can  see  nothing  of  the 
character  of  a  private  solicitor  in  a  pri- 
vate suit.    It  baa  all  the  character  of  a 
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tr&DBRotioD  m  which  the  Attorney  Gei 
ral  Tu  the  Fuhlia  Prosecutor,  and  had 
the  anthority  of  the  Qovemment  behind 
him,  but  he  had  not  th«  guarantee  that 
the  eridence  would  be  properly  dealt 
with — that  when  a  Bolicltor  went  into  a 
gaol  to  get  evidence  he  would  be  a 
proper  man  under  proper  restraint  and 
proper  responsibility.  If  thia  is  a  public 
prosecution,  as  in  my  opinion  indeed  it 
10,  then,  instead  of  Soameses  and  Shan- 
nons and  Houstona,  and  people  of  that 
description  it  would  have  been  in  the 
responsible  hands  of  the  SoUdtor  to 
the  Treasniy,  whom  everybody  could 
have  relied  upon  to  have  dealt 
fairly  with  the  defendants,  and  doae 
nothing  that  anybody  could  censure. 
Whether  or  not  this  was  a  private  suit, 
it  certainly  waa  not  an  ordinary  tribunal. 
"The  question  is,  what  was  thsoharacter 
of  it?  I  take  the  reasonable  words, 
fieoanse  I  believe  them  to  be  true,  Af  the 
Home  Secretary.  It  was  a  State  inquiry, 
«nd  the  position  of  the  Attorney  General 
was  what,  in  military  language,  may  be 
■described  as  that  of  an  officer  in  full 
pay  detached  for  particular  service. 
That  I  believe  was  the  true  position  of 
ihe  Attorney  General  before  thia  tribu- 
nal. But  if  he  was  a  ;MMi-FubUc 
Pcoaecutor  he  was  not,  in  fact,  the  Pub- 
fio  Prosecutor.  I  use  the  phrase  juati- 
Public  Prosecutor.  What  waa  hia  duty 
in.  that  position  ?  There  is  nothing 
lietter  known  in  the  administration  of 
-the  Criminal  Law  of  this  country  than  the 
•condition  by  which  a  PubKc  Proae- 
'«utor  is  bound.  I  say  in  this  country, 
and  I  mean  by  that,  in  England 
i  remember  a  remarkable  speech  which 
was  made  in  this  Honae  by  my  right  hon. 
.and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
3nry  ^8ir  H.  James).  It  was  made,  I 
Ifhi^,  on  the  Bill  to  enable  a  prisoner  to 
be  examined.  My  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  said  he  would  vote  (or  it 
in  England,  hut  not  in  Ireland,  and  he 
gave  as  hia  reason  that  the  admiuiatra- 
-fion  of  the  Oriminal  Law  in  England  ia 
governed  by  a  moderation  andjoatinein 
tiie  oonduat  of  a  prosecution  wnich  are, 
nnhappily,  unknown  in  Ireland.  The 
position  of  a  Public  Froaecutor  in  this 
country  is  that  of  a  man  who  ezeroieea 
an  almost  judicial  function.  The  At- 
torney General,  I  am  sure,  will  not 
vdeny  that  the  Public  Froisecutor  ia 
not  a  oounsel  fighting  for  a  verdict. 
He    is    bound    to     place    before    the 


Oourt  the  truth,  and  the  whole  truth, 
whether  it  tends  to  further  the  case  for 
the  praaetiution  or  to  exculpate  the 
accused.  Those  are  the  sacred  prindi- 
plea  by  law  happily  established  in  the 
criminal  jurisprudence  of  thia  country. 
The  prosecuting  oounsel  has,  above  all 
things,  to  take  care  that  the  accused 
should  not  be  taken  by  surprise ;  that  he 
should  have  every  opportunity  of  know- 
ing what  in  the  way  of  evidence  or  argu- 
ment is  going  to  brought  against  hun. 
And,  above  all,  he  is  bound  to  satisfy 
himself  that  the  evidence  he  ia  about  to 
adduce  is  good,  solid,  truthful,  boadfidt 
evidence ;  and  the  man  who,  engaged  in 
a  criminal  prosecution,  places  before  the 
Oourt  or  the  jury  evidence  in  which  he 
does  not  believe,  which  he  has  not  taken 
care  to  ascertain  to  be  solid  and  truthful 
evidence,  violates  the  traditions  of  the 
English  Bar  in  respect  of  oriminal  prose- 
cutions.  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to 
refer,  without  being  accused  of  egotism, 
to  certain  circumstances  which  occurred 
within  my  own  experience  when  I  waa 
at  the  Home  Office.  A  case  was  brought 
before  me  of  a  man  who  had  been  tried 
and  convicted,  and  there  was  a  petition 
for  his  pardon.  One  circumstance  that 
was  brought  to  my  knowledge  was  that 
there  was  a  witness  whose  evidence 
might  have  induced  the  Judge  and  jury 
to  take  a  diCFerent  view  of  the  case; 
that  that  fact  waa  within  the  knowledge 
of  the  prosecution,  and  yet  the  pro- 
secution did  not  call  th^t  witness. 
I  sent  for  the  person  who  had  the  con- 
duct of  the  prosecution,  and  I  told  him 
that  in  my  opinion  he  had  violated  the 
first  principles  of  justice  in  not  calling 
the  witness  whose  evidence  might  have 
induced  the  Judge  and  jury  to  take  a 
different  view  of  the  case,  and  in  hia 
presence  I  drew  up  a  pardon  for  the 
prisoner.  Those  are  the  principles  that 
ought  to  govern  prosecutors,  and  the 
only  G[ue8tion  that  we  have  to  ask  is, 
whether  those  principles  have  been 
strictly  obaerved  in  this  case?  Was  there 
tail  and  complete  notice  ?  And  here  I 
wish  to  guard  myself — I  will  speak  ot 
nothing  in  regard  to  the  matters  before 
the  tnounal  which  I  ooasider  to  be 
now  tub  judict  —  ^Laughter  from  tht 
Minitteriai  httuhii]  —  I  will  ezplun 
what  I  mean.  I  do  not  regard 
the  question  of  that  which  ruates 
exclusively  to  the  forged  letters  as  nib 
judict.     TbAX  charge  has  been  straok 
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ont  of  the  indictment.  The  Gmrt  has 
deolared  that  nothing  they  can  aa.y  or  do, 
thitt  no  oironmBtanoa  that  oan  arise 
nlating  to  it,  oan  alter  that  part  of  the 
eaM,  and  I  hare  aa  mooh  right  to  com- 
ment on  that  part  of  the  caae  now  aa  I 
shall  have  ten  years  bence.  IhaveneTer, 
so  far  as'I  am  aware,  oommented  on  what 
was  tub  Juliet.  The  charge  broogbt 
against  me  last  night  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  was— no  doubt  unintanti anally 
— ^not  fair  on  that  point.  He  sud  I 
had  oommented  on  witnesses  whose  eri- 
denee  wonld  have  to  be  considered  by 
the  Oommiaaion.  I  did  not  intend  to  so 
comment,  and  if  I  departed  from  that 
inttintion  I  express  my  regret  for  bar* 
ing  done  bo.  I  nerer  intended  to  com- 
ment on  the  evidenea  of  a^  wit- 
nesses except  those  like  Houston 
and  Pigott,  whose  eridenoe  is  ez- 
clnsively  confined  to  the  question  of  the 
forged  letters.  [An  hon.  Mbmbkb  : 
lie  Caron.J  An  hon.  Uember  says 
that  I  referred  to  Le  Caron  ;  but  I  do 
not  think  I  said  more  than  it  was  neoes* 
sary  to  say  with  regard  to  Le  Oaron. 
To  the  best  of  my  reoolleDtion  I  did  not. 
When  we  are  dealing  with  men  like 
Houston  and  Figott  I  find  it  very  diffi- 
cult to  distingniao  in  poiut  of  equality 
between  the  two.  The  man  who  bought 
the  forged  letters  and  then  burnt  the 
oorrespondenoe  relating  to  them  is,  on  the 
whole,  quite  as  bad  as  the  other  man.  He 
had  not  the  same  temptation  ;  be  is  a 
man  who  moved,  I  believe,  in  the  best 
society,  and  be  has  at  his  back  gentle- 
men possessing  great  resources,  Lord 
Biohard  Groavenor  and  Sir  Bowlaod 
Blennerhasaett  for  example,  who  back 
up  the  Loyal  and  Patriotic  Union.  A 
man  of  that  kind  who  embarks  in  these 
■peculations  in  calumny  and  who  ia 
found  out  is,  indeed,  in  an  unfortunate 
position.  I  only  intend  to  deal  with  that 
nart  of  the  case  which  affects  exclusively 
Uie  forged  letters.  Now,  what  was  the 
position  of  the  Attorney  Qeneral  with 
raferenoe  to  these  forged  letters  ?  First 
of  all,  as  he  was  bound  to  do  is  his 
capacity  as  oouasel,  he  vouched  the 
authentici^  of  thelstters.  Hevouohed 
for  them  at  the  earliest  period.  On  July 
4,  during  the  trial  of  "O'Donnell  v. 
Walter,  in  that  speech  which,  in  fact, 
formed  the  indictment,  he  said — 

"Th*  TViHMwill  not  go  back  from  whatefer 
they  have  uid.  Tb«y  tsektha  graateitpoMibU 
fains  to  Htiif;  tliemHlTaa  alout  tba  letter. 
Sir  W.  Rmeomi 


wsa  in  ninirrnMnrrirmfrrr  montlu,  and  tha  most 
rarefcl  invMtlgstioD  wm  mada  into  ita  gcnniiie- 
neaa,  and  arery  posnbl*  means  wm  taken  to  in- 
Taatigata  Uie  matterj  among  otfant  that  of 
conpaiiwn  of  haiidwntiiig." 
Iwould  ask  the  Attorney  Qeneral  what  h» 
meant  by  "among others 7"  What  were 
these  other  means  which  had  been  re- 
sorted to  F  Then  the  Attorney  Qeneral 
went  on,— 

"  OentlemaD,  do  ;oa  think  that  the  Tim** 
has  rushed  red-hot  into  the  matter  withoat 
haTing  aomethiog;  before  them  which  thay  m- 
Burne  tobe  ooneotf  " 

Then  later  on  he  vouched  the  letters,  I 
think  in  this  House  on  July  27.  !nia 
hon.  and  learned  QentJeman  will  eor- 
rect  me  if  I  am  wrong.     He  said — 

"  The  whole  case  whieh  I  opened  I  was  pre- 
pared to  proTB,  and  if  I  am  ooiuisel  for  the- 
3Vmm  again  ihall  b«  prepared  toprOTG.  Ths 
eTidmoe  ii  STailabU^  if  it  u  wasted" 
and  so  on.  Well,  I  assume  in  favour  of 
the  Attorney  Qeneral  that  he  vouched 
the  evidence,  because  a  Public  Prosecu- 
tor has  no  right  to  prosecute  unless  ho 
is  prepared  to  vouch  the  evidence  and  is 
satisfied  that  it  is  true.  If  the  Under 
Secretary  for  India  will  contain  himself 
I  will  explain  what  I  mean.  N» 
Attorney  General  or  Solicitor  Qeneral 
has  a  right  to  accuse  8fi  gentlemen, 
whether  Uembers  of  Parliament  or  not^ 
of  foul  crime  unless  he  is  satisfied  with 
the  evidence,  and  is  prepared  to  prov» 
his  case.  [Sir  J.  Qorst  made  na  obeervB^ 
tion  whioo  did  not  reach  the  reporter.^ 
If  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentlemon  dis- 
sents from  that  proposition,  I  am  very 
Slad  that  he  is  no  long«r  Solicitor 
eneral,  and  that  he  has  gone  to  the 
India  Offloe,  for  which  office  no  one  can. 
doubt  his  capacity.  The  Attorney 
Qeneral  vouchsafed — as  he  was  bound 
to  vouchsafe — the  substantiality  c^ 
the  evidence.  Then  the  next  question 
that  I  have  to  put  to  the  Attome; 
General  is  this—When  did  he  first 
know  of  Hgott  as  the  author  and  pro- 
ducer of  theee  letters,  npon  whom  the 
Jueation  of  thur  genuineness  rested  f" 
ben  there  is  another  question  which  I 
know  will  seem  a  strange  one  to  atik. 
Did  tiieAttomey  General  know  anything 
of  these  Istteis  before  they  were  pub- 
lished, and  was  he  ever  consulted  by  his 
private  client,  the  TVhim  newspaper,  a» 
to  the  wisdom  and  safety  of  pubUahing 
the  first  letter?  I  ask  him  to  answer 
that  question.  When  was  he  first  im- 
f  onued  that  Figott  was  the  person  from 
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whom  the  letters  hftd  coma,  and  whether 
tbftt  wse  what  ha  meant  when  he  used 
theworda  "among others T"  Now,  Sir, 
Figott  eet  up  a  false  pretence, — false 
Upon  the  faoe  of  it,  and  which  the  solici- 
fanr  for  the  Tint**  I  cannot  help  thinking 
must  have  known  not  to  be  true — namely, 
that  the  reason  whj  Figott  and  Houston 
were  not  to  be  mentioned  was  that  they 
were  afraid  of  personal  danger.  Now, 
bowflTer,  by  Piatt's  oon^ssion,  we 
have  it  that  in  his  case,  at  all  events, 
this  was  not  what  he  was  afraid  of. 
What  ha  feared  was  notparmnal  danger, 
but  his  own  personal  character.  That 
was  the  only  fear  that  would  have  kept 
him  out  of  the  witness-box.  I  wish  to 
ask  the  Attorney  General,  and  I  am 
very  sorry  that  I  did  not  put  the 
question  before,  because  it  might  have 
saved  my  putting  an  hypotheeia  whioh 
I  have  no  desire  to  put — I  wish  to  aak 
the  Attorney  General  whan  was  he 
made  acquainted  with  the  letter  of 
November  17,  in  whioh  Figott  declared 
his  own  infamy  and  informed  Houston 
and  Soames  that  if  he  went  into  the 
witneas-box  he  thought  his  character 
would  be  made  known,  with  the  result 
that  hie  evidence  would  destroy  the  case 
fbr  the  prosecution?  I  should  have 
thought  tnat  it  was  the  first  duty  of 
those  ooncemed  to  ascertain  the  cha- 
racter and  the  cmdibility  of  a  witness 
upon  whose  evidence  this  foul  and 
monstrous  charge  alone  rested.  If  an 
inquiry  into  his  character  was  not  made 
at  first,  there  was  negligence  of  the 
grossest  kind;  but  anyhow,  whatever 
may  have  been  the  case  after  that  letter 
of  November  17,  there  could  no  longer 
be  any  excuse  for  reliance  upon  Figott. 

•Thb  ATTOENEY  general  (Sia 
B.  Webstsb,  Isle  of  Wight) :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  wrong  as  to 
the  date  of  the  letter.  It  was  the  Ifith 
of  November. 

Sir  W.  HAROOUET:  There  were, 
I  think,  two  letters — one  of  the  11th  of 
November  and  another  of  the  16th. 
The  statement  I  am  referring  to  was 
oontained  in  the  letter  of  the  17th. 

*Sa  B.  WEBSTER:  I  know  the 
letter  you  mean.  It  is  dated  November 
16th. 

Sis  W.  HABOOUBT:  One  letter  was 
dated  November  11th,  and  the  other, 
Sandy  Cove  West,  November  17th. 
That  ifl  the  letter  I  am  quoting  from. 
Rgott  warns  the  prosecution  in  it  that 
VOL.  OOOXXXIV.  [thisd  bbriss,] 
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his  testimony  will  sensibly  weaken  their 
case,  and  that  it  would  do  them  an  injury 
instead  of  serving  their  cause.  Now, 
this  was  the  notice  served  on  the  prose- 
cation  by  the  principal  witness  upon 
whom  the  case  rested,  that  he  was  in  his 
own  opinion — the  only  aoand  opinion 
he  ever  held  —  undeserving  of  belief. 
That  was  the  situatioa  of  the  prosecution 
when  they  had  at  issue  the  fame  and 
character,  and  something  perhaps  dearer 
than  life,  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork 
(Mr.  Famell],  a  fellow  Member  of  this 
House  with  the  Attorney  General  him- 
self. Did  the  Attorney  General  know 
of  that  letter  ?  I  must  ask  the  House  to 
consider  what  are  the  two  alternatives. 
Huppose  that  he  did  not  know  of  th» 
letter.  The  letter  itself  was  sent  to 
Soames,  the  solicitor  of  the  Time*.  It 
was  addressed  to  Houston.  It  was  one 
of  the  letters  that  Houston  deliberately 

«Sib'  B.  WEBSTEB  :  No  ;  it  was 
produced. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  i 
Only  a  oopy  of  iL 
An  hon.  Mbubsb  :   Was  it  burnt  by 

Soames  ?     

*SiB   B,    WEBSTER :     Mr.  Soames 


sent  to  Ur.  Soames  f 
*Sni  B.  WEBSTER :  I  am  sorry  to 
interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
the  particular  letter  he  is  referring  to 
was  dated  the  15th  of  November.  It 
was  handed  to  Mr.  Soames  and  produced, 
by  Mr.  Soames. 

SiE  W.  HABOOUBT:  I  am  en- 
deavouring to  state  the  case  as  fairly  as 
I  can,  and  if  I  have  fallen  into  any  error 
I  am  sorry  for  it.  I  have  no  desire- 
whatever  to  aot  unfairly.  Now,  it  is  *■ 
very  remarkable  circumstance  in  this 
proseontion  that  this  principal  witness 
was  not  subpceaaed  at  the  beginning  of 
the  case.  Wliy  was  he  not  subpoeiued. 
then  t  It  might  be  supposed  tnat,  aa 
he  was  the  principal  witneas,  the  first 
step  would  have  been  to  subpoena  him. 
The  Oommission  sat  in  October,  and  it 
was  not  until  some  way  on  in  November 
that  the  subposna  was  served.  The  oor- 
respondenoe  with  Figott  was  in  the 
early  part  of  November,  but  he  waa 
not  subpoenaed.  Why  was  he  not  sub- 
pcenaed  ?  If  Mr.  Soames,  having  in  his 
possession  this  letter  advertimne  and  noti- 
fying to  the  proseaudon  that  tneir  prin- 
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cipal  witness  waa  nndeaarnng  of  belief 
— ^if  he  Buppreesed  it  and  did  not 
flommimic&te  it  to  the  Attorney  Oeneral, 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  aayinj;  that  Mr. 
Soames  ought  to  be  stmck  off  the  rolls. 
A  more  soaudaloua  attempt  on  the  part 
of  a  Bolioitor  to  deceive  a  Court  in  a 
criminal  oaso  and  to  deoeive  his  own 
counsel  with  the  object  of  indudng  him 
to  take  a  course  inconsistent  with  duty 
and  honouT  it  would  be  imposBibla  to 
oonceiTe.  There  is  no  counsel  in  Eng- 
land who,  in  suoh  oiroumstanoes,  would 
oonseut  to  go  on  with  the  case.  I  must 
apologize  to  the  Attorney  General  for 
making  the  hypotheals  that  he  knew,  as 
be  ought  to  hare  heen  informed,  of  the 
existence  of  that  letter  and  of  the  charac- 
ter of  Pigott.  Upon  that  hypothesis, 
what  was  clearly  the  duty  of  the  Attor- 
ney OetLcral,  or  what  was  the  duty  of 
any  Fubtio  Prosecutor  or  even  (d  a 
junior  counsel  under  such  oiroumstanoes  f 
His  da^  was  to  cause  inquiries  to  be 
made  into  the  character  of  this  man ;  to 
test  him  in  every  way ;  to  send  persons 
to  Paris  to  sift  his  story.  In  point  of 
fact,  when  you  have  the  principal  witness 
in  a  case  ol  this  kind  so  shaken  by  his 
own  testimony  as  Figott  was,  before 
jou  prodace  him  you  should  test  his 
character  and  see  whether  he  is  a  wit- 
ness deserving  of  belief.  That  was  ob- 
viously the  duty  of  anybody  charged 
with  a  prosecution  of  this  character.  If 
the  Attorney  General  tells  me — and  I 
shall  be  glad  to  hear  him  say  it— that 
np  to  the  day  he  put  Pigott  into  the 
box  he  had  not  heard  a  word  breathed 
against  his  character,  that  would  re- 
move the  whole  of  this  impression.  I 
could  only  then  marvel  that  the  At- 
torney General,  surrounded  by  man 
of  every  kind  Irom  Ireland,  having 
the  advantage  of  junior  oonosel  from 
Bublin,  of  Mr.  Bolton,  the  Grown 
Solicitor,  and  nf  Ur.  Houston,  of  the 
Loyal  and  Patriotic  Union,  waa  not  in- 
formed. Why,  there  was  not  a  man 
from  Dublin  in  that  Court  who  did  not 
know  the  notorious  fact  of  the  infamy  of 
Figott.  If  the  Attorney  General  did  not 
knowthat  Figott  wasaman  not  to  berelied 
upon,  he  was  the  only  man  in  the  Court 
wlio  did  not  know  it.  Mr.  Soames  knew 
oi  ^gott  at  a  very  early  period,  and  it 
is  material  to  know  when  he  informed 
tiie  Attorney  General  of  what  he  knew 
oF  I^gott.  Mr.  Soames  was  asked  upon 
t^t  Subject — 
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"Did  yon,  wlt«a  you  li««rd  what  the  clti- 
noter  of  Pigott  wu,  s  few  days  after  the 
O'Donnell  t.  Walter  trial.  oonimimicBta  As 
infoimstioD  to  yoor  oouuel  t " 

The  answer  was  a  very  remarkable  one, 
because  the  O'Donnell  and  Walter  tri^ 
was  over,  and  there  waa  no  reason  why 
the  information  should  not  have  been 
communicated,  especially  to  the  Attome;f 
General.  The  answer  of  Hr.  Boamea 
wa^— 

"  I  do  not  thinli  I  h&d  any  coiuimI  at  that 
time  until  after  the  Communon  vai  ap- 
pointed.' '  When  did  yoa  fizit  oommuDioate 
with  comuel  f '  'I  oamiot  tell :  I  do  not 
know.'  '  I>id  yon  not,  immediately  after  tke 
trial  of  the  O'Donnell  and  Walter  oaae  P '  'My 
reoolIectioD  is  tliat  I  had  no  coTamiuucatioB 
with  oouiuel  at  all  after  the  trial  of  the  O'Don- 
nell and  Walter  case,  until  after  the  Bill  for 
the  Special  Cummiuion  had  been  paiaad ! '  " 

But  although  this  information  could  not 
be  obtained  from  Mr.  Soames,  I  am  sure 
we  shall  have  it  tiom  the  Attorney 
General.  The  question  is— and  I  am 
sure  the  Attorney  General  will  not  think 
it  an  unfair  question — Did  he  know  that 
this  case  rested  upon  Figott  before  the 
Bill  appointing  the  Special  Commission 
pttsssd  through  this  House,  and  did  he 
directly  or  indirectly  advise  the  Govern- 
ment  or  communicate  with  the  Govem- 
meut  upon  this  subject  in  the  interval 
between  July,  when  his  engagement  in 
the  case  of  "  O'Donnell  v.  Walter"  was 
over,  and  before  his  engagement  on  the 
Commission  began?  Ak  I  said  before,! 
apologize  to  the  Attorney  General  for 
evan  making  the  suggestion ;  but  if  he 
knew  that  Pigott  was  a  man  not  to  be 
relied  upon  even  after  the  letter  of  No- 
vember, I  shonld  have  thought  that  any 
counsel  having  a  case  with  such  ter- 
rible  consequences  depending  upon 
such  a  witness  aa  Pigott,  and  not  being 
satisfied  with  him,  would  at  onoe  have 
gone  to  the  accused  and  to  the  Ooarti 
and  said,  "  I  have  been  misinformed ; 
I  have  been  misinstruoted ;  I  thon^t 
that  this  was  a  good  and  solid  oharge ; 
but,  finding  that  the  witness  ia  not  to  be 
depended  upon,  as  a  public  duty  I  with- 
draw the  charge  against  tiie  aooused." 
If  the  Attorney  General,  knowing  that 
Pigott  was  a  man  not  to  be  relied  upon 
and  not  having  inquired  into  his  charac- 
ter, kept  this  charge  going  for  months, 
postponed  producing  the  lettera  until 
the  latest  possible  moment,  and  piled 
Op  every  item  of  prejudice  against  Mr, 
Pamell  under  every  other  charge,  it  was 
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■a.  oonne  vkiek  eauM  onl;  have  the 
■effect  of  weak^nag  the  testimony  of 
Sr.  Parnell,  and  of  tendiiig,  if  possible, 
to  accredit  tke  eviilenoe  of  Figott. 
What  would  then  have  been  the  oourM 
that  would  have  been  pursued  ?  Doubt- 
ing Pigott,  and  being  informed  that  he 
was  an  infamoua  man  unworthy  of 
'belief,  tbe  Attorney  General  could  not 
"have  put  an  expert  into  the  box  to  prove 
the  letters,  hoping  that  they  would  sus- 
tain the  evidence  of  such  a  man.  That 
is  why  I  want  an  answer  to  these  q 
tiou,  and  I  therefore  hope  the  Attoraey 
General  will  be  able  to  tell  us  that  in- 
ibrmation  with  reference  to  the  character 
'Of  Figott  never  came  to  his  knowledge. 
There  is  another  matter  almost  as  ma- 
terial, liecaase  it  bears  both  upon  the 
'Source  ttom  which  the  Timet  got  the 
letters  and  upon  the  credibility  of  Pigott 
himself ;  and  that  is,  was  the  Attorney 
General  ever  informed,  and  when,  that 
Houston  hadbumed Figott' s correspond- 
-ence  ?  Why  did  Houston  burn  Pigott's 
correspondenoe  ?  He  pretended  to  be- 
lieve that  the  letters  of  Pigott  were 
genuine.  Why,  then,  ahoold  he  be 
^afraid  that  his  relations  with  Pigott 
should  be  revealed?  That  correspond - 
-flnoe,  unless  I  am  mistaken,  was  burnt 
when  it  became  evident  and  apparent 
that  Pigott  would  have  to  be  called. 
■Quite  apart,  then,  from  the  letCersofNo- 
vember,  it  Figott  himself  had  not  written 
^  tell  what  his  character  was,  it  was 
impossible  to  have  circumstances  of 
greater  suspicion  than  that  Houston 
bought  the  letters,  took  them  to  the 
Timet,  and  then  bnmt  the  oorrespond- 
euce.  It  was  like  piling  Pelion  on 
Osaa.  There  was  every  posxible  accu- 
mulation of  circumstance  in  the  mind  of 
•every  man  who  wbb  acquainted  with  the 
tfacts  of  tbe  case  to  convince  him  that 
the  evidenos  of  Figott  could  not  be 
relied  upon.  It  is  certain  that  the 
Public  Proseoutor  in  this  country,  know- 
ing such  su^icions  attached  to  Pigott, 
having  taken  no  pains  to  inquire  into 
'his  character,  could  not  have  put  such 
4  witness  as  Uiat  into  the  box  to  swear 
away  the  character  of  a  fellow- If  ember 
'Of  the  House  of  Oommons  and  the 
iLeader  of  the  Irish  Party  and  have 
avouched  him  before  the  Court  as  a  wit- 
ness of  truth.  If  Pigott,  as  a  tainted 
witnen-  haJ  bemi  nut  into  the  box  for 
vhat 

A  dis 


informed  when  witnesses  of  bad  charac- 
ter are  put  into  the  box.  Otherwise,' 
what  would  be  the  chance  of  an  inno- 
cent man,  if  a  witness  was  put  into  the 
box  upon  the  assumption  that  the  ao-' 
oused  might  not  have  tbe  means  of 
proving  that  the  witoeas's  evidence  was 
not  to  be  relied  upon  ?  I  have  to  apolo- 
gize to  the  House  for  the  time  I  have 
occupied.  For  many  months  the  great 
question  in  this  country  has  been,  "  Did 
Ur.  Parnell  write  the  letter  which  was 
published  in  the  Timtt?"  Well,  that 
question  has  been  answered.  We  know, 
and  everybody  knows,  that  Mr.  Parnell 
did  not  write  that  letter.  Since  that 
another  question  has  arisen  which  has 
attracted  and  commanded  equal  interest, 
and  that  is,  "  Did  Her  Uajesty'e  At- 
torney General  know  the  character  61 
Sichard  Pigott  before  he  put  him  into 
the  box  ?  "  Well,  8ir,  I  think  that  this 
is  A  question  which  I  have  a  right  to 
ask,  and  the  Attorney  General  wul  be 
the  last  man  in  the  world  to  complain 
that  I  have  afforded  him  an  opportunity 
of  answering  it.  I  hope  I  nave  con- 
veyed it  in  no  offensive  or  dis- 
respectful language.  I  have  en-' 
deavoured  to  avoid  doing  so.  Sub- 
ject to  what  I  have  no  doubt  will  be 
the  satisfactory  explanation  which  the 
Attorney  General  wUl  give,  I  cannot  help 
that  there  ore  many  men  in  this  House, 
and  many  more  in  the  country,  who  hold 
the  opinion  that  it  is  to  be  regretted  and 
condemned  that  the  Attorney  General 
should  ever  have  been  connected  with 
this  case.  I  decline,  however,  to  join 
in  the  imputations  cast  upon  the  Attorney 
General  for  the  mean,  contemptible,  and 
disgraceful  apology  which  was  offered 
by  the  TimM  in  Court  to  the  hon.  Uem- 
ber  for  Cork.  I  know  that  that  did  not 
proceed  from  the  head  or  the  heart  of 
the  Attorney  General.  That  outrage 
upon  good  sense  and  good  feeling  mast 
have  been  the  handiwork  of  some  petti- 
fogging and  cozening  knave  who,  having 
endeavoured  to  infiiot  upon  a  man  a 
mortal  injury,  had  not  the  manlineee  to 
make  a  reparation  corresponding  to  the 
offence.  I  acquit  tbe  Attorney  General 
of  any  art  or  part  in  that  miserable 
business.  I  believe  he  was  the  reloetant- 
mouthpiece  of  a  reparation,  if  possible, 
more  ifiscreditahle  than  the  offbnoe.  I 
snre  the  Attomev  Gieneral,  if  fi» 
me  foraffbrd- 
in  this  House 
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— in  this  AsMaibl;  of  Oentlemen — of 
mskiiig  to  his  fellow -U  ember  the  repre- 
sentative for  Cork  and  the  Leader  of 
the  Irish  people  a  reparation  more 
adequate  than  that — a  reparation  worth; 
of  Her  Majesty's  Attorney  Gteneral  and 

of  himself.  

*Thk  ArXORNET  GENEEAL  (Sir 
BiOHAXD  WKBBTKa,  IbIo  of  Wight) : 
llr.  Courtney,  the  Committee  have 
listened  for  upwards  of  an  honr  and  a 
half  to  that  which  must  be  regarded 
as  a  grave  indictment  against  my  oon- 
daot,  and  against  the  oondoot  of  those 
aasectated  with  me ;  and  yet,  if  it  were 
not  for  the  duty  I  owe  to  those  who 
have  trusted  me  through  good  report 
and  through  ill  report,  I  thmk  I  should 
be  disposed  to  leave  the  charges  brought 
by  the  right  hon.  Glentleman  almost 
without  a  single  word  in  reply. 
r"Oh!"l  Hon,  Qentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  need  not  be  afraid ;  I  do  not 
ezpeot  even  courteous  treatment  from 
them.  [Mr.  T.  M.  Hkalt:— Nor 
have  you  any  right  to  it] 
j  Another  Irish  Mekbbr:  Tou  do 
not  deserve  it.]  They  will,  how- 
ever, hear  from  me  a  most  distinct 
reply  upon  every  single  point  that  the 
right  hon.  Genueman  has  mentioned. 
The  right  hon.  Glentleman  began  by 
stating  that  I  should  be  glad  and  thaok- 
fnl  to  him  for  the  opportuni^  of  making 
a  atatement  to  the  House.  If  the  right 
lum.  Gentleman  had  ventured  to  repeat 
in  the  Honse  the  chafes  he  haa  made 
otttside  the  House,  I  ehoald  have  been 

C'  I  of  the  opportunity  of  replying  to 
.  Iwill  admit,  that  though  couohedin 
eourteous  language,  and  I  believe  with 
every  consideration  for  my  feelings  in 
the  matter,  he  has  brought  across  this 
Table  very  grave  and  serious  charges 
against  me  in  the  latter  part  of  hisspeech. 
But  I  must  say  this — that  when  a  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  in  the  position  of  him 
who  has  just  sat  down  thinks  fit  to  make 
chaigee  in  the  most  public  manner,  im- 
puting to  me  conduct  even  worse  than 
that  which  he  has  imputed  to  me  to- 
night, I  should,  at  least,  have  an  oppor- 
tnoity,  and  I  propose  to  avail  myseU  of 
the  opportunity,  of  denying  and  repu- 
diating those  charges,  and  of  telling  the 
exact  ttots  with  reference  to  the  charges 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
thought  fit  to  make  both  inside  and  out- 
aide  the  House.  I  can  accept  none  of 
the  compliments  whioh  the  right  hon. 
Sir  W.  SancMri 


Gentleman  has  thought  fit  to  pay  me. 
If  I  were  capable  of  the  oondnot  he  has- 
laet  imputea  to  me,  all  I  «an  say  is  that 
I  should  be  a  dissraoe  to  the  Bar  of 
Ensland,  and  I  absolutely  deoline  to- 
conanct  this  discussion  upon  die  basia 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  tried  to  cover  me  with  compliment* 
in  the  earlier  part  of  his  speech,  aai. 
then  made  iueinuations  against  my  con- 
duct at  the  close  of  it.  I  believe  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  me  to  deal 
with  the  substance  of  the  charf^es,  and 
not  to  oonsider  for  a  moment  the  ex- 
pressions of  friendship  he  has  used  to- 
wards me,  or  whether  there  is  any 
motive  for  having  made  them.  I  mart 
occupy  some  considerable  time,  and  I. 
believe  there  are  many  in  this  House' 
who  think  I  ought  to  do  so.  Z 
shall  not  spare  myself  from  making 
my  entlanation  perfectly  full  and  dis- 
tinct;  out  I  repudiate  absolutely  and  en- 
tirely the  position  which  has  been  thrust 
npon  me,  which  has  been  made  the 
basis  of  the  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Haroourt) 
when  he  says  I  have  appeared  in  this 
Commission  as  the  representative  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  I  have 
appeared  in  this  Gommisnon,  as  T 
appeared  in  the  case  of  "  O'Donnell  v. 
Walter,"  as  the  private  oouasel  for  the- 
Timet.  Whether  I  was  right  orvnmg' 
in  assuming  that  position  is  a  questioD 
which,  for  the  present  purpose,  is  im- 
material. I  am  free  to  admit —  and  I  say 
it  with  perfect  candour — that  I  oan  weU 
imagine  that  after  the  oonsiderable 
length  of  time  this  case  has  taken 
there  may  be  a  question  as  to  whether 
or  not,  from  a  personal  point  of  view,  it 
was  a  prudent  thing  to  do;  but  my 
conduct  is  to  be  judged  in  the  position 
which  I  TiU  prove  I  have  assumed,  aad 
which  I  occupied  &om  the  beginning  t» 
the  end — namely,  that  of  private  counsel 
for  the  Times.  I  appeared,  as  th» 
Attorney  General  is  entitled  to  appear, 
upon  instructions  given  him  in  any  oss& 
in  whioh  he  thinks  fit  to  accept  a 
retainer.  It  was  necessary  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  assume  that  the  only 
matter  to  be  discussed,  either  in 
"  O'Donnell  V.  Walter  "  or  in  thecasfr 
before  the  Commission,  was  the  question 
of  the  genuineness  of  the  facsimile 
letters.  It  was  essential  to  his  auu- 
ment  that  he  should  assume  that.  For^ 
as  I  will  point  out,  when  I  oome  to  tha 
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^Itftvainen  of  th«  chuge,  it  is  only  b; 
aasaming  that  that  was  the  only  fact  to 
ibe  investigated  that  he  ooald  possibl; 
eapport  Home  of  the  very  eerious  allega- 
tions he  has  thought  fit  to  make  against 
ftaa.  The  light  hon.  Gentleman  knows 
4u  W9ll  as  anybody  that  to  a  great  extent 
lay  month  tipon  every  other  part  of  this 
«ase  is  closed.  He  knows  perfectly  well 
that  these  charges,    whether  they  are 

r«ve  or  slight,  have  to  be  examined, 
think  it  was  a  little  unfair — but  of  that 
I  leave  the  House  to  judge — of  the  tight 
bOB.  Gentleman  to  make  suofa  insinua- 
tions against  me  across  the  floor  of  this 
House ;  and  I  hope  the  House  will  par- 
don me  if  in  repelling  them,  I  do  so  with 
«ome  warmth.  Probably  my  apoech 
last  July,  though  it  did  put  an  end  for  the 
"time  to  the  charges  brought  against  me, 
may  hare  been  delivered  wim  such  an 
«ffoit  to  avoid  any  appearaaoe  of  feeling 
that  many  thought  I  did  not  oare  about 
<these  charges ;  but  I  do  not  think  any- 
body can  expect  me  to  deal  with  this 
matter  without  showing  that  I  do  feel 
them.  Across  the  floor  of  this  House 
'  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that, 
knowing  I  could  not  support  the  forged 
better,  knowing  I  oould  not  make  that 

f;ood.    I  spent  weeks  andmooths 

Ma.  BIGOAB(Cavan):  Hear,  bear  ! 
ThbOHAIBMAN:  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Gavan  oannot  restrain  himself, 
I  shall  have  to  invite  him  to  retire. 

*SiB  E.  WEBSTER  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that,  knowing 
the  letter  could  not  be  supported,  I 
occupied  weeks  and  months  in  piling  up 
■every  item  of  prejudice  in  order  that  the 
character  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
might  be  discredited. 

8at  W.  HAfiCOUET :  I  only  said 
that  upon  the  hypothesis  that  the  At- 
torney General  knew  the  oharaoter  of 
figott. 

*Sia  E.  WEBSTER  :  The  right 
tion.  Gentleman  must  make  no  mis- 
take, and  I  state  it  now  in  order  that 
the  House  may  have  the  exact  facts.  I 
knew  of  the  letter  of  the  Uth  of  Novem- 
ber, which  oontuns  the  most  damaging 
etatement  of  Figott,  about  the  middle  of 
the  month  of  December,  and  I  will  argue 
what  waa  my  position.  The  tight  bon. 
Gentleman  was  cheered  by  hon.  Gentle* 
men  below  the  Gapgway,  and  their 
cheers  showed  that  they  understood  tbat 
he  charged  me  with  having  availed  my- 
self of  my  position  to  pile  up  every  item 
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of  prejadioe— not  to  deal  vith  the 
merits  of  the  case,  or  to  inquire  into  the 
issues  which  had  to  be  tried — but  to  pile 
up  prejudice  in  the  hop^  of  supporting  a 
letter  which  I  knew  to  he  forged.  That 
is  the  indictment  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  hai 
levelled  against  me — one  whom  he  saja 
he  regards  as  his  friend,  one  whom  he 
has  known  for  a  long  time,  and  one  who 
has  at  present  the  advantage  of  repre- 
senting  a  profession  of  which  the.  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  once  a  member. 
Let  the  House  remember  not  by  listening 
to  my  language,  but  to  the  language 
of  the  Chief  Justice  of  England,  what 
are  the  charges  which  are  still  tuhjuiiee, 
as  to  which  my  mouth  is  dosed,  as  to 
which  I  cannot  express  a  shadow  of  an 
opinion,  because  I  am  only  counsel  in 
ibe  case.  But  when  it  is  said  I  waa 
piling  up  prejudice  in  order  to  support 
a  forged  letter,  are  there  some  on  that 
Bench  who  will  hold  that  opinion  when 
they  hear  the  words  of  the  C^ief  Justioe 
in  regard  to  the  charges  which  are  (u( 
jaiiee  f    The  Chief  Justice  said — 

"  ThoT  are  seemed  frankly  and  plainly  of 
abomiDable  crime,  not  so  mnch,  perhapi,  of 
having  been  guilty  by  their  own  huidg,  bat  of 
having  lont  themBaivea  to  a  syntflin  whiolt  must 
neoeasarily  he  accompanied  witli  crime,  and  <A 
having  personal  knowledge  of  man;  of  the 
Crimea  which  accomptmy  it.  This  is  in  lub- 
stance  what  is  chsrged  against  a  namber  lA 
penons  wbOM  names  appear  in  these  ardolei." 

There  is  no  one  listening  to  me  who  does 
not  know  that,  grave  as  was  the  accusation 
in  oounection  with  the  alleged  facsimile 
letter  of  the  ISth  of  May,  18S2,  equally 

Save,  in  so  far  as  the  bulk  of  the  hon. 
embers  below  the  Gangway  are  ooa- 
cemed,  were  some  of  the  other  chargea 
which  were  brought ;  and  yet,  forsooth, 
the  right  hoc.  Gentleman,  who  is  ao 
desirous  of  disarming  me  by  soft  words 
and  compliments,  who  apologizes  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  for  venturing  to 
put  a  question  to  me,  although  he  knew 
perfeoUy  well  what  the  answer  would  be 
to  that  question,  thinks  fit  to  accuse  me 
across  the  floor  of  this  House  of  piling 
up  items  of  prejudice  without  adducing; 
facts  with  reference  to  a  case  which  is 
still  tuhjudict,  in  order  to  eke  out  a  case 
which  I  knew  to  be  false.  Mr.  Courtney, 
I  leave  to  the  judgment — not  of  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway,  but  to 
any  honourable  man  in  this  House— 
["Order!"  «»«("  Withdraw! "/runt  fA# 


joyCjOe>glC 


^67 


8t^ti/~ 


CwH 


569 


Tmt  CHAIRMAN :  Order,  order !  It 
is  my  duty  to  interrupt  the  hon.  and 
lesmed  Member.  He  is  cle&rly  out  of 
order  in  disorimiaating  between  Mem- 
bers of  this  House. 

*8tK  B.  W^EBSTEE  again  rose^  and 
vas  greeted  with  loud  cries  from  the 
&ome  Bule  Members  of  "  Withdraw '  '* 

Tbe  CHAIBMAN  :  I  must  call  upon 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Mayo  to 
retire,  \ilome  Huh  eriei  of  "Pon't 
retire !  don't  go !  "1 

Mb.  J.  F.  O'BEIEN  (Mayo,  S.) : 
Mr.  Courtney,  I  did  not  open  my  lips. 

An  hon.  Mbmsxb  :  The  hoDi  Mem- 
ber for  South  Mayo  has  been  grooaly 
maligned. 

Mit.  J.  F.  O'BEIEN:  I  repeat,  Mr. 
Courtney,  that  I  did  not  open  my  lips. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (LJTerpool, 
Scotland  Div.) :  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

Trs  CHAIBMAN  :  Order,  order  ! 
Tbe  hon.  Member  for  South  Mayo  has 
been  so  grossly  disorderly  that,  in  ful- 
filment of  tbe  powers  vested  in  me,  I 
order  him  to  retire. 

Mb.  J.  F.  O'BEIEN :  But.  Mr.  Court- 
ney, I  did  not  open  my  lips. 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  I  order  the  hon. 
Member  to  retire.  [Som*  £m/«  trut  af 
"  Don't  go !  "1 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Mr.  Court- 
ney, X  wish  to  aok  a  question  upon  a 
EDint  of  order.  Ton  have  charged  an 
on.  Member  with  disorderly  oonduat 
by  interruption,  and  when  thai  Member 
tuedges  his  word  to  you  and  to  the 
House  that  he  never  opened  Mb  lips, 
vou  are  going  to  put  the  lie  upon  him 
before  the  House— ["Order I "]— and, 
without  investigation  or  opportunity  to 
the  hon.  Member  of  making  out  bia 
case,  you  bold  him  guilty  of  the  charge 
he  denies. 

Mb.  KILBRIDE  (Kerry,  8.) :  I  was 
sitting  beeide  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Mayo,  and  I  can  positively  assure 
you,  Mr.  Courtney,  that  he  never 
opened  bis  lipa. 

TsB  CHAIBMAN :  Z  accept  the  dis- 
claimer. I  think  the  hon.  Member  will 
not  disclaim  having  repeatedly  inter- 
rupted in  a  very  loud  voice,  and  I  warn 
him  not  to  do  BO  again. 

Ma.  J.  F.  O'BEIEN :  I  must  disclaim 
It.  You  have  put  upon  me  a  charge  of 
disorder  which  you  are  perfectly  un- 
juBtified  in  making. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  have  accepted 
the  hon.  Member's  disclaimer. 


Ma.  SEXTON  (BellaBt,  W.):  But 
you  have  repeated  fiie  charge. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Otder,  order f 
I  have  accepted  the  hon..  Member's  dis- 
claimer in  respect  of  this  specific  inters- 
mption,  But  does  the  hun.  Member 
disclaim  having  interrupted  before  F 

Mb.  J.  F.  O'BBIEN :  I  repudiate  it. 
I  think  you  are  treating  me  very  un- 
fairly. 

An  Hon.  Meicbek  :  It  is  monetrons. 

Sir  B.  WEBSTEB  again  rose,  but 
was  interrupted  by 

Ma.  T.  P.  O'CONNOB.who  said:  I 
rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

Mb.  J.  F.  O'BBIEN:  In  withdraw- 
ing the  charge  against  me,  Sir,  yooi 
repeated  it  again,  and  I  say  you  have- 
acted  unjustly  in  doing  Bo. 

Tub  OHAIRMAN  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  can  scarcely  have  understood 
me.  I  asceptedhisdieloimsrof  havingin- 
temipted  in  a  disorderly  manner  in  thi» 
case.  I  am,  however,  under  the  impres- 
sion, having  observed  him  frequently 
during  this  debate,  that  he  haa  inter- 
ruptod  it  on  various  occasions  in  a  dis- 
orderly manuer.  If  he  makes  a  die- 
claimer  of  these  interruption  a,  I  shall 
accept  that  diBclaimer  also.  But  I  did 
not  understand  that  at  present  the  hon. 
Member  has  disclaimed  previous  intor- 
ruptions. 

Mr.  J.  F.  O'BRIEN:  I  can  oseur^ 
you  that  I  have  not  committed  any  in- 
terruption whatever  b^ond  ordinary^ 
cheering.  £Om#  of  "Withdraw,  Mr. 
Courtney."] 

Thb  OHAIRMAN :  Well,  I  accept 
that  statement. 

Sir  B.  WEBSTER,  resuming  his- 
apsech:  I  unconditionally  withdraw 
thoae  worda  in  which  I  unintention- 
ally made  a  distinction  between  Mem- 
bers sitting  on  one  aide  and  on  thfr 
other.  I  aek  you  kindly  to  allow  me- 
to  point  out  that  I  was  misun- 
derstood. I  was  merely  mentioning' 
the  fact  that  my  observations  would 
not  meet  with  the  concurrence  of  soma- 
hon.  Members  opposite.  But  I  ven- 
tured to  appeal  to  hon.  Members  sitting 
in  other  parts  of  the  House  whether 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby,  in 
making  that  charge,  justified  it  by  one- 
single  fact?  Did  he  adduce  one  single 
fact  in  support  of  the  statement  that  I 
had  availed  myself  of  the  opportunity  of 
piling  up  mountains  of  prejudice  ia 
order  to  eke  out  a  caae  wmoh  I  knew- 
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rnnit  fail  ?  He  aakw  me  whether  or  not 
ladnaed  the  OoTernment  at  any  stage 
nuee  the  trial  (jf  "O'Donnellv.  Walter." 
If  he  mIcb  a  g^oieral  qaeation,  whether 
I  hare  given  advice  to  the  Qovemment 
upon  any  point,  I  absolutely  decline  to 
asBwer,  and  no  one  knowe  better  than 
the  right  hoD.  Gentleman  that  I  oould 
not  MMwer  that  question.  But  if  the 
rigkt  hon.  Gentleman  means  to  repeat 
in  this  House  the  oharge  whioh  be  made 
apOD  the  platform,  and  which  I  under- 
etand  to  be  the  gravamen  of  tbe  attack 
whioh  he  mekea  npon  me,  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  answering  him.  He  stated 
at  Derby,  on  the  37th  February,  that  I 
had  vonohsd  tbe  authautioity  of  the 
letters  to  tbe  Government,  and  that  if  I 
had  not  vouched  the  authentioity  of 
theee  letters  there  would  have  been  no 
Oommission  at  all.  I  suppose  that  is 
tbe  oharge  whioh  the  right  hon.  Gen^ 
tleman  means  to  make  to-night.  For 
that  charge  there  is  not  the  slightest 
foandation. 

Sa  W.  HABOOIFBT:  What  I  meant 
by  that  was  tbia.  I  read  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  statement  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  the  passage  in 
his  speech  in  " O'ConDell  v.  Walter" 
which  is  actually  part  of  the  indictment, 
and  I  explained  that  this  was  what  was 
offered,  and  what  I  understood  to  be  a 
Toncber  for  the  truth  of  the  evidence. 
*Bi&  BIOHABD  WEBSIGB:  Tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  memory  mis* 
leads  bim.  He  gave  no  explanation  of 
any  sort  or  kind.  I  have  the  note  of 
the  speech  before.  He  ma  asserted  that 
I  had  vouched  the  authentioity  of  tbe 
letters  to  the  Ghyvemment,  and  that  if  1 
had  not  vouched  it  there  wontd  have 
been  no  Commission.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  so  now. 

Sir  W.  HAROOUBT:  Hear,  bear! 
I  do  say  so  now. 

8iE  BICHABD  WEBSTEB:  Now, 
fiv  that  aocneation  or  oharge  there  is  not 
a  shadow  of  foundation.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  bad  not  forgotten  every 
one  of  thoBs  traditions  of  which  he  said 
so  much,  and  with  respect  to  whioh  he 
has  su^ested  that  I  have  disgraced  my 
position  as  Attorney  General,  all  I  can 
Bay  is  that  he  knovs  as  well  as  anybody 
that  no  oounsel,  whether  he  represeots 
the  Government  or  a  private  elient,  has 
any  right  to  vouoh  his  private  opinion 
with  regard  to  what  he  is  going 
to  prove  in  evidence.    If  he  did  so,  he 
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would  be  a  disgrace  to  the  profesuoni 
And  if  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  speaks 
again,  I  challenge  him  to  deny  that  if  I 
had  vouched  the  truth  of  tbe  evidence 
in  the  sense  whioh  he  meant  bis  hearers 
at  Derby  to  understand  I  should  have 
been  guilty  of  grave  misconduct,  whioh 
would  have  jostified  the  profession  in 
expressing  an  opinion  of  me  very  differ- 
ent irom  what,  1  believe,  most  of  them 
hold  at  present.  Anybody  with  the 
most  elementary  knowledge  of  the  posi- 
tion of  English  counsel  would  koow  that 
what  I  meant  was  that  I  meant  to 
bring  evidence  in  support  of  my  state- 
ments. If  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wishes  to  repeat  across  tbe  floor  of  this 
House  the  charge  that  I  induced  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  pass  the  Bill 
for  the  Sperial  QomnuBsion  l)y  vouohii^ 
for  the  aathentioity  of  the  letters  ana 
that  I  pledged  my  ovn  personal  belief, 
then  all  I  have  to  say  is  that  there  is 
not  tbe  slightest  foundation  for  the 
statement.  He  says  that  he  will  accept 
my  repudiation,  but  I  wish  distinctl;^  ^ 
put  tbe  matter  right  Sinoe  tbe  time 
that  I  have  been  oounsel  in  the  case  of 
"  O'Dpnnell  v.  Walter  "  no  single  word 
has  escaped  my  lips  as  expreesiag  my 
own  personal  opinion  or  belief  on  any 
single  issue  arising  in  the  case.  Let 
us  deal  with  the  next  matter.  Th» 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  asks  me  whether 
I  asked  the  assent  of  the  Government 
to  my  being  employed.  Does  he  forget 
what  actually  happened  in  this  House  ? 
1  was  employed  in  the  case  ot 
"O'Donnell  v.  Walter,"  and  when  it 
was  annouDced  that  I  was  employed, 
Mr.  O'Donnell  wrote  a  letter  to  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  aak 
whether  my  right  hon.  Friend  con- 
sidered it  right  that  I  should  be  retained. 
A  siailar  question  was  asked  in  the 
House,  and  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury-replied  that  the  Government 
bad  no  right  to  interfere.  Let  a» 
see  what  is  tbe  next  allegation.  It 
is  put  in  the  shape  of  a  qusetion,  whether, 
in  whatever  capacity  I  acted,  I  ought 
not  personally  to  satisfy  myself  to  my 
own  oelisf  of  the  accuracy  of  the  state- 
ments which  were  going  to  be  produoed 
in  evidence  by  witnesses  ?  A  more 
monstrous  propoution  has  never  been 
suggested  by  aaybody  who  knows  th» 
poeitioa  of  oounsel  in  England.  I  say 
that  that  is  a  monstrous  proposition,  and 
would  never  be  suggested  by  anybody 
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irho  knows  anythtna;  of  the  pontion  of 
oatuuelbttheEn^iABar.  Xnereisnot 
a  bamat«r  who  hw  praotI>ed  at  Quarter 
Sesaiona  aix  montha  or  a  magiatrate  in 
this  Hooae  yiha  does  not  know  perfeeU; 
well  that  not  only  does  ooanael  not  so 
aatiafy  himself,  but  if  he  were  to  enden* 
Tonr  to  aatiafy  bimaelf  of  the  OTedibilit7 
of  the  witneaaea  ezoept  by  the  papers 
before  him,  he  would  be  gaUty  of  gross 
irregularity.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man,  at  the  time  be  pracdeed  with  great 
auocees  in  the  Golden  Oalleiy  upstairs, 
had  been  charged  by  any  ootmael  with 
having  failed  to  satisfy  himaelf  of  the 
truth  of  the  story  which  a  witness  was 
soing  to  tell  him  be  would  baTe  repu- 
diated the  obligation  with  the  greatest 
indignation. .  

Sir  W.  HABCOUBT  :  I  took  great 
«are  to  draw  a  very  broad  diatinotion 
between  the  oonduot  of  ciril  eaaea  and 
criminal  proseoutiona. 

Sm  B.  WEB8TEB:  There  is  no 
suoh  diatinotioa.  We  are  not  talking 
of  matters  which  we  do  not  under- 
stand ;  we  are  not  talking  of  matters 
which  are  not  well  nnderstood  by  many 
Uembera  of  tbia  House.  I  eay  there 
ja  no  distinction  between  the  duties  of 
eounsel,  except  this— that  counsel  ought 
to  make  a  perfectly  full  disolosare  to 
the  Ooart  of  everything  which  has  been 
oomniuQicated  to  him.  But  that  is  not 
the  charge  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man really  brought  against  me.  Has  he 
forgotten  what  he  aald  in  the  debate 
two  oights  ago,  and  what  he  also  said  at 
Derby  7  Let  me  digress  for  a  moment 
to  remind  the  House  of  the  mode  Of  war- 
fare of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  On 
public  platforms — carried  away,  I  hope, 
Dy  the  excitement  of  the  moment — he 
makes  charges  of  a  more  direct  and 
much  graver  character  than  those  he 
makes  in  this  House,  when  he  wants  to 
make  a  charge  and  when  ha  hopes  it 
will  BO  into  a  certain  section  of  the  Press, 
which  is  only  too  glad  to  turn  suggestions 
intocbarges.  Thosewhohavestadiedthe 
Press  during  the  last  two  or  three  weeks 
Imow  perfectly  well  what  has  happened. 
What  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
do  f  He  gets  up  in  this  House  and 
makes  his  obaxM  m  the  form  of  a  ques- 
tion. I  think  I  should  like,  if  I  were 
-entitled  to  woss-ezamine  the  right  hon. 
C^tleman,  to  ask  him  where  he  got  the 
authority  for  some  of  the  auggestions 
which,  in  the  form  of  questions,  were 
airS.  W^Ur 


thrown  aeroaa  the  floor  of  the  Knuef 
Let  me  give  die  Oommittee  one  iastsMs; 
and  I  will  ask  the  GommittM  to  ood- 
dder  what  jost  right  I  have  to  oomplaJn 
of  the  inainiiations?  The  ri^it  hon. 
Gentleman  refbrred  Uw  Bi|^t  befor* 
last  to  commoniostions  made  by  ottcada 
in  order  to  obtain  information  of  oeitaia 
facta,  and  he  qooted,  I  hope  and  b^ova 
by  laadvertenoe,  an  answer  of  mine,  and 
stated  that  every  communication  by  Mr. 
Soames  to  (ffioiale  waa  made  at  my  re- 
quest. I  corrected  him  at  the  time. 
What  did  he  go  cm  to  aakf  "Did 
Hgott  see  Daly  on  the  anggeetion  ol 
the  Attorney  General  ?  Now  we  know 
the  character  of  the  man  Kgott." 
\_bom»  RmU  eltMn.}  The  more  yon 
cheer  that  reference  to  the  character  of 
Hgott  tha  more  groealy  unjust  is  the 
insinnation  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  What  did  he  mean  when, 
two  nights  ago,  he  put  this  question  to 
me,  "  Did  Pigott  see  Daty  at  the  sng- 
nsdiin  of  the  Attorney  General r*' 
Has  he  any  warrant  for  that  sn^estion  ? 
Has  any  libeller  or  anonymona  ocnre- 
apondent,  by  letter  or  by  telegram,  given 
him  any  justification  for  the  auggestion 
that  I  had  said  a  single  word  about 
Pigott  seeing  Daly  f  I  cannot  imagine 
a  much  graver  charge  can  be  made 
against  me  than  that  I  have  gone  out 
of  my  way  as  oounsel  to  endeavour  to 
obtain  evidence  from  Daly,  and  that  I 
have  employed  an  agent  who,  aooord- 
ing  to  tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to 
my  knowledge  waa  infamous,  in  ordw 
to  pay  a  visit  to  this  man  in  priaon. 
I  say  this — that  no  gentieman,  be  he 
right  honourable  or  honourable,  has  tha 
right  to  make  a  charge  in  the  shape  of 
a  question,  and  to  insinuate  an  aocuea- 
tion  in  the  shape  of  a  question,  and  not 
be  able  to  eay  he  had  no  warrant  for  so 
doing.  Why,  what  did  he  say  in  the 
nut  breath  ?  He  turned  round  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway,  always 
ready  to  cheer  him,  and  asked — 

"  Why  did  Pigoa  ^  U>  Daly  T  He  went 
for  the  purpose  of  Ketting  Daly  to  aweor  away 
tha  character  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork." 
If  hon.  liembeis  below  the  Gangway 
cheer  that  suggestion,  how  disgraoefiil 
is  the  insinuation  made  against  me  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  em- 
ployed Pigott  to  see  Daly  for  the  pur- 
pose of  inducing  him  to  be  guilty  <rf 
BBch  infamous  oondnct.  I  will  repMt 
fully  tha  denial  I  have  already  made  in 


jo^CjOOgle 


■873  &n>h— 

tba  House  with  refarenoe  to  this  mat- 
tor;  Inem  beard  of  Figott's  visit  to 
Daly,  or  aaTthing  oonaeoted  witii  it,  till 
Z  heard  it  mantioaed  aorou  the  floor  of 
-this  House,  to  1117  surpTua.  I  spologiza 
-to  the  Ooramittae  for  the  length  of  my 
remarks,  but  it  aball  not  be  said  I 
hare  wittanglj  pasaed  by  one  of  the 
ttooosationa  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Qestlaman.  He  has  now  stated  that 
I  hare  been  guilty  of  miaoonduot  of  a 
aomewhat  gross  oharaoter,  or  that  I 
-took  the  aooused  by  surprise  and  so 
eonduoted  this  oase  as  to  have  been 
.-guilty  of  auoh  conduct  as  no  barriBter, 
no  Attorney  Qeneral,  ought  to  be  guilty 
of  without  meeting  with  the  censure 
of  this  House.  Has  he  read  the  pro- 
■oeedings  before  the  Oommisaion  f  Has 
he  followed  them  ?  And,  if  so,  does  he 
not  know  that  what  he  says  is  as  direct 
lan  attack  upon  the  Court  as  oau  be 
made  P  What  has  happened  in  this 
•eaaef  The  persons  charged  have  been 
represented  by  counsel  as  able  as  any 
pnotisisg  at  the  Bar.  Tory  early  in 
-the  case  the  qaeetion  of  ^ring  the 
names  of  witnesses  arose,  and  I  stated 
— for  reasons  that  I  am  prepared  to 
-justify — that,  having  regard  to  my 
instructions  as  to  the  intimida- 
>tion  practised  upon  witnesses,  I 
-should  decline  to  give  the  names. 
The  Committoe  will  scarcely  believe 
-inaa  what  has  happened  that  that  posi- 
tion taken  up  by  me  in  the  ordinary  way 
>aa  oonnsel  was  accepted  by  the  Court  as 
being  a  perfectly  proper  proceeding,  and 
in  OKlec  to  prevent  any  injustice  oeing 
done  the  Court  told  the  counsel  for  the 
Aooused  that  if  on  any  occasion  they  de- 
airedit,  the  witnesses  should  be  detained, 
and  that  the  cross-examination  should 
4>e  postponed.  In  several  instauoee  that 
was  done ;  and  in  more  cases  than  one 
lame  has  been  given  for  inquiries  to  be 
made.  This  charge,  however,  is  not 
made  agtunst  me  really  ;  I  am  afraid  it 
is  made  in  order  to  discredit  the  cha- 
vaoter  of  thebibunal;  at  any  rate  loan 
■soareely  conceive  of  any  other  motive.  I 
assert  that  what  I  have  done  in  this 
onatter  has  been  done  iu  the  light  of 
■day,  with  the  sanction  of  the  Commis- 
^siOIl,  and  subject  to  any  complaint  which 
the  learned  counsel  for  the  accused 
might  make  against  me.  The  House 
wiU  judge  whether  I  have  given  a  suffi- 
cient answer  to  the  charge  which  the 
ri^t  boa.  Qentleman  made  against  me. 
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The  next  matter  which  the  rig^  lum. 
Gentleman  ineinnated  rather  than  stated 
was  that  I  had  something  to  do  with  the 
solicitors'  clerks  gwng  into  gaoU '  and 
swearing  prisoners.  I  pass  no  oenanra 
on  persons  who  had  to  do  with  getting 
up  the  case.  It  must  be  ramemberea 
that  every  one  of  these  matters  can  he 
investigated.  The  question  of  swearing 
witnesses  came  up  in  connection  with 
that  wretohed  man  Pigott,  and  the 
President  of  the  Commission  said  be 
oould  understand  that  additional 
solemnity  would  attach  to  a  state- 
ment by  the  witness  if  it  were  vouched 
by  an  oath.  The  charge  made  against 
me  is  that  I  had  something  to  do  with 
it ;  but  I  had  no  more  to  do  with  it  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  Umaelf.  The 
statements  were  produced  in  writing, 
and  were  subject  to  the  oross- examina- 
tion of  witnesses,  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  they  had  been  obtained.  If 
this  charge  is  thought  to  require  any 
denial  from  me,  I  give  it  an  absolntis 
denial,  and  I  shall  be  much  surprised  if 
any  hon.  Member  again  suggeeta 
that  in  this  respect  there  was  anything 
reprehensible  in  my  conduct.  I  have 
dealt  with  the  genenl  chafes  brought 
against  me,  except  the  very  grave  on^— 
that  I  have  been  guilty  of  conduct 
which,  as  stated  in  another  place,  has 
disgraced  the  Bar  of  Eufrland,  such  as 
was  never  witnessed  in  a  Court  of  Justice 
before,  when  be  said  that,  although  Z 
knew  Pigott  was  a  witness  not  entitled 
to  credit,  I  subsequently  called  him  as  a 
witness. 
8in  W.  HABCOTJBT :  As  a  witness 

of  truth.    

*8iK  B  WEBSTER;  I  do  not  under- 
stand  what  is  meant  by  a  witness 
of  truth ;  every  witness  is  primd  faet* 
a  witness  of  truth.  I  understand 
making  an  ahsolnto  and  full  discloanre 
of  the  evidence  in  the  poasesuon  of 
counsel.  This  may  he  a  matter  on  which 
the  House  may  expect  to  hear  from  me 
an  explanation  of  great  fulness;  and,  aa 
I  take  a  view  absolutely  different  from 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
should  like  the  House  to  understand  the 
position  in  which  I  stond.  If  I  had  not 
put  Pigott  into  the  box  after  the  state- 
ment I  had  made  on  behalf  of  my  clients, 
I  should  have  been  guilty  of  contemp- 
tible conduct.  No  counsel  standing  in  my 
position — and  here  I  speak  not  only  for 
myseli^  but  also  for  these  five  gentleman 
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I  vith  m«,  two  of  tbem  dratin- 
gaished  Uemb«n  of  the  Irish  Bar — no 
oodiimI  id  iuj  porition  or  in  th^n  wonld 
bo  vorthj  to  take  a  brief  in  a  oaae  if, 
bawip  stated  he  wonld  make  a  full  di»- 
closure,  he  hesitated  to  put  a  witneoa 
into  tbe  box  eimpl;  becatue  tbat  witness, 
when  be  was  cross-examined,  misht 
possibly  not  prove  to  be  as  reepeotable 
a  man  as  was  at  first  supposed.  Let  us 
hare  no  beating  about  the  bnah  in  this 
matter.  This  language  was  used  at 
Ealing^"  The  Attorney  General  knew 
that  that  infamous  ohai^  was  one  which 
oould  not  be  supported."  If  the  right 
hon.  Qentlemao  is  not  accurately  re- 
ported  

Sib  W.  HABOOUBT  :  I  never  said 
■0.  The  report  of  my  speech  at  Ealing, 
as  the  Attorney  Qeneral  knows,  was  a 
v«7  short  one,  and,  I  have  no  doubt, 
incorrect.  I  have  never  said,  publicly 
or  privately,  ot  the  Attorney  General 
that  I  blamed  him  in  this  matter,  ex- 
cept on  the  bypothens  tbat  he  knew  and 
believed  Pigott  not  to  be  a  witness  of 
truth  when  he  put  him  in  the  witness- 
box. 
*8iB  K.  WEBSTER:  I  aooept,  of 
oonrse,  tbe  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  was  incorrectly 
reported  ;  but  it  is  a  little  unfortnnate 
tm  tbe  individnat  who  is  now  address- 
ing the  Committee  that  this  disclaimer 
of  a  most  distinct  charge  should  not 
have  come  before  to-night.  What  is 
the  language  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman now  ?  His  only  charge  is  that, 
if  I  knew  and  believed  Pigott  was  a 
man  ot  infamous  character,  I  should 
not  have  put  him  in  the  box.  And  then 
he  goes  on,  in  his  speech,  to  say  that  he 
hopes  I  did  not  know  of  the  letter  of 
the  15th  of  November,  because,  if  I 
did  know  of  that  letter,  I  must  bsve 
known  that  Pigott  was  a  man  of 
inCamous  character ;  and,  if  I  know 
Pigott  to  have  been  a  man  of 
infamous  character  from  tbat  letter, 
then  my  conduct  was  a  discredit 
and  a  di^ace  because  I  did  pat  him  in 
the  box.  I  do  not  believe  the  Oom- 
mittee  will  think  I  have  stated  the  right 
hoB.  Gentleman's  accusations  unfairly 
now.  1  told  the  Committee  a  few 
minutes  ago  tbat  I  knew  of  tbat  letter 
about  tbe  middle  of  December,  not 
having  had  it  furnished  to  me  before 
because  the  pressure  of  other  work  was 
soch  that  I  bad  not  devoted  my  par- 
8ir  R.  WthiUr 


tionlar  attention  to  that  port  of  the  eas*' 
until  after  tbe  middle  of  Deeendwr.  Lettlw 
Gommittee  just  understand  exastly  what 
was  the  real  state  vi  facta  with  mpeot 
to  the  matter.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  thought  fif  to  assume  that 
before  I^gott  was  put  into  the  box  h» 
had  adminiad  that  the  allegation  that  thv 
letters  were  genuine  was  one  which 
oonid  not  be  supported — that  he  had 
admitted  tbat  he  was  a  man  of  infamou» 
character,  and  that  for  that  reason  I 
knew  from  the  information  eonv^ed  t«> 
me  that  the  charge  was  unfounded, 
Ur.  Oonrtney,  there  is  not  one  shadow 
of  a  foundation  for  any  one  of  thosa 
statements.  The  Committee  will  under- 
stand— and  I  ask  th«m  to  follow  each 
date — that  when  I  opened  the  caa* 
before  the  Commission  I  stated  that  I 
would  undertake  to  put  into  tbe  box 
every  witness,  so  far  as  1  could,  who  had 
anythingtodo  with  the  production  of  th» 
letters,  and  if  I  had  retreated  from  that 
statement  the  ban.  ktember  for  Cork  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
could  have  brought  a  most  serious  charge 
against  me.  On  the  19tb  of  Ootobar — 
the  Commission  beginning,  I  think,  on 
the  22nd — Pigott  made  a  statement  which 
will  be  found  set  out  verbatim  in  the  pro- 
ceedings, page  3,352,  that  all  tbe  letters- 
were  genuine.  I  am  not  going  to  refer  to- 
the  details,  but  he  stated  distinctly  that 
all  tbe  letters  were  genuine.  I  never 
heard  Figott's  name  or  Houston's  name 
in  oonnection  with  those  letters  until 
that  statement  was  shown  to  me  by  Mr. 
Soames  on  the  Monday  following  th» 
IStb  of  October.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  please  remember  this  baa 
been  already  proved  an  oath — I  am  not 
making  any  fresh  statement  at  all — tbie 
was  sworn  in  tbe  box  by  Mr.  Soames,  who- 
said  that  he  remembered  the  statement 
being  brought  to  me,  because  certaiik 
blue  pencil-marks  on  the  statement  wer» 
mine,  and  those  were  placed  there  whvk 
be  took  the  statement  across  to  me  on 
the  Monday  after  Pigott  bad  made  it> 
On  tbe  7th  ot  November  Pigott  made  a 
statutory  declaration  upon  oath,  in  which 
he  repeal  that  all  tbe  letters  were 
genuine.  Then  be  made  the  statemuit' 
—I  most  read  the  exact  language— in  a 
letter  which  it  is  supposed  ought  to- 
have  justified  me  in  keeping  Pigott  oat 
of  the  box.  I  will  aak  the  Commttteo- 
just  to  follow  me,  because  this  is  the 
statemeot  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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nan  says  is  an  admission  hy  Hgott  that 
hfl  was  an  infamous  witness,  and  ought 
not  to  be  put  in  the  box.  Figott  said 
in  his  letter — 

"la  inch  circunuUDce*,  if  I  hsve  to  appeoz 
—  that  U,  the  Timei  compels  mo  to  ooma  iot- 
wsrd — I  can  only  repeat  that  I  will  do  ao 
DDirilliiiEly,  and  with  the  feeling  atroiiK  within 
me  that  I  have  been  anfairlj  daut  with." 

Ifiod,  the  7\'m«i  had  the  written  stats- 
nent  si^ed  bv  him,  and  the  sworn 
statement  that  the  letters  were  genuine. 

"  And  I  wuiild  alto  again  warn  them  at  the 
gnve  couMqaeooee  to  myself  which  I  have 
aliead;  indicated  to  fOD  that  are  certain  to 
follow  mr  appearance  in  the  witceu-boiL  Bat, 
above  and  before  all,  T  would  impreea  upon 
them  that  it  ia  my  wttled  ooaTiotton  that, 
iboald  I  have  t«  appeor,  the  croea -examination 
would  moat  certainly  tend  to  diaoredit  my 
evidence  in  chief.'' 

fcAMTt.]  It  is  alt  verj  well  to  cheer; 
but  is  there  any  barrister  in  this 
House  who  would  venture  to  say  that. 
haring  pledged  the  word  of  his  client 
to  the  tribunal  that  he  would  produoe 
the  witness,  he  would  be  justified  in 
saying  he  would  not  call  him,  because 
the  man  himself  had  said  his  eridence 
might  be  discredited  ?  But  will  the 
0>mmittee  just  follow  me  as  to  what  the 
real  statement  was  ? 

"  It  mnat  of  neoeeaity  do  ao,  u  I  feel  atterly 
nnable,  from  defect  of  memory  and  other 
canara,  to  lefateaatiatactorily  the  many  allega- 
tioiu  founded  on  remote  erenta  of  my  career 
Bsa  National  jouriisliBt  that  are  now  certain  to 
be  brought  up  in  judgment  agatnat  me." 

What  has  Pigott's  career  as  a  National 
janmalist  to  do  with  the  matter  ?  It  is 
all  very  well  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  toss  his  head  in  disdain.  He 
says  he  knew  more  about  Pigott  than  I 
did.  I  think  it  is  very  likely  indeed. 
But  what  has  the  career  ot  Pigott  as  a 
National  journalist  to  do  with  the-  fact 
I  desired  to  call  him  for?  I  say  again 
— I  apolo^ze  for  repeating  it— that 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  sug- 
gesting that  that  is  an  admission  that 
Pigott  was  an  infamous  witness,  that 
statement  is  so  absurd  that  the  Com- 
mittee ought  to  have  the  matter  dearly 
before  it.  If,  Pigott  having  sworn  to  a 
statement  that  these  letter  were  genuine, 
I  had  declined  to  put  him  in  tbe  box 
because  I  was  afraid  of  his  oross-exami- 
nation,  I  should  be  utterly  undeserving 
of  ever  being  trusted  by  either  a  private 
br  public  client  with  a  brief. 


8iB  W.  HAROOTTRT :  That  was  not 
the  point  I  took.  I  aud  in  a  criminal 
proeeoution,  when  a  prosecutor  prod uoea- 
a  witness  whom  he  has  reason  to  be- 
lieve to  be  a  tainted  witness,  he  ought 
to  Inform  the  Oonrt  and  the  accused. 
I  stated  at  the  time  that  that  was  done  iik 
tbe  case  of  an  informer. 

•Sir  B.  WEBSTER :  That  is  not  thw 
gravamm  of  the  charge  against  me,  but 
if  it  is,  it  will  recoil  on  the  right  hon.. 
Oeotleman  in  a  few  moments.  The- 
chaige  made  on  public  platforms,  audio 
this  House,  against  me  is  this.  It  wa» 
said  to-night,  a  few  moments  ago,  in  zaj 
hearing,  that  Hgott  had  admitted 
that  he  was  an  infamous  witness,  and, 
knowing  that,  I  did  not  withdraw  the 
charge,  but  went  on  examining  him.  It. 
is  alleged  that,  knowing  and  oelieving 
him  to  be  an  infamous  witness,  by  this- 
letter.  I  still  vouched  for  his  truth.  That 
was  the  charge  laid  against  me.  It  ia 
not  a  question  of  misleading  the  Court.. 
But  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
throws  his  mud  about,  hoping  that  some- 
of  it  will  stick,  and  that  what  does  not 
stick  will  be  represented  in  certain  sec- 
tions of  the  National  Press  as  sticking, 
I  think  he  should  be  a  little  more  careful 
of  bis  facts.  Now,  will  the  Committee' 
listen  to  this  statement  of  simple  dates  ?' 
I  have  told  the  House  that  I  knew  of 
this  letter  in  the  middle  of  December. 
Before  Pigott  went  into  the  box — fiva 
days  before — I  put  that  letter  into  the- 
hands  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Hackney.  So  if 
it  was  desirable  that  tbe  other  side 
should  know — if  they  ought  to  have- 
known — that  that  man's  character  was 
discredited,  I  myself  bad  given  them 
that  information.  [O/utrf  and  eriti  of 
"  Withdraw."]  Hon.  Members  who 
have  cheered  roe  do  not  want  the  chargea 
withdrawn.  They  have  been  refuted  by- 
evidence  which  cannot  be  disputed.  In> 
the  course  of  Mr.  Soames'a  eridence, 
which  was  given  some  days  before  the- 
20th  of  February,  the  letter  was  called 
for,  and  I  produced  ir,  and  banded  it  to- 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Hackney,  before  Pigott  went  into 
the  box,  on  February  20th.  It  appears 
on  page  3,044. 

Sib  W.  HAROOURT  :  Two  montba- 
afterwards. 

*iSiK  H.  WEBSTER :  The  right  bon. 
Gentleman  says  two  months  afterwards.. 
The    accusation   made   against   me    a. 
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noraent  ago  wu  that  I  did  not  let  th* 
-other  side  know  that  Figott  wu  a 
tainted  nitnoM.  It  was  not  a  queation 
when  I  found  it  out,  but  that  I  called 
3bim,  without  letting  the  other  side 
know.  Will  the  Committee  believe  that, 
baving  handed  the  letter  to  mv  hon. 
And  learned  Friend  who  was  oonducting 
ithfl  case  against  me,  wishing  it  to  be 
-n»d,  he  asked  that  it  might  not  be  read 
--until  I^tt  went  into  Uie  box !  [Sir 
W.HA£oonB.i:  Thatisnotthepoint-J  I 
liear  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  saj  I  do 
not  appreciate  the  charge.  The  first 
charge  made  a^tnst  me  was  that 
'though  I  knew  Figott  to  he  an  infamous 
-witness  I  put  him  into  the  box.  Hon. 
Members  must  pardon  me.  I  have 
«hown  by  die  letter  itself  that  there  is 
no  statement  approaching  the  aaserdon 
ithat  he  was  an  infamous  witness, 
^ere  is  nothing  like  it  The  ouly 
suggestion  was  that  the  earl;  erents  of 
his  career  as  a  Nationalist  joomalist 
might  do  him  harm.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  sajrs  I  put  him  into  the 
box  without  letting  the  other  side  know 
he  was  an  infamous  witness,  and  then, 
when  I  have  shown  that  I  had  given 
•■&»  same  msterials  as  I  hod  on  this 
particular  point  to  the  other  side  the 
right  hoa.  Oeatleman  saja  I  da  not 
appreciate  the  charge.  I  do  not  know 
whether  X  appreoiate  the  charge,  but  I 
think  the  Committee  appreciates  the 
Ktharge,  and  I  hope  there  are  some 
Hembera  of  the  House  who  appreciate 
my  statement.  I  am  entitled  to  ask  the 
light  hoa.  Gentleman — it  is  only  com- 
mon justice  to  me — that  he  should  not 
dispute  my  statement  of  facts,  and 
if  he  believes  I  am  not  accurate, 
I  am  perfectly  prepared  to  give  htm 
chapter  and  veree  for  every  statement  I 
have  made.  I  oaauot  close  theobserva- 
-tions  I  have  to  moke  to-night  on  this 
matter  without  expreaaing  my  surprise 
— I  had  almost  said  my  contempt,  but  I 
will  say  my  surprise — that  anybody 
could  make  a  charge  against  a  man  who 
is  not  in  this  House,  and  cannot  answer 
in  this  House,  such  as  haa  been  made 
by  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  against  lir. 
Soamns.  I  am  not  speakine  as  counsel 
for  Mr.  8oames ;  but  I  do  asK  those  who 
say  they  love    justice  in    this  country 

i'ust  to  remember  the   position  of  Mr. 
loamea.    He  is  not  in  this  House,  aad 
.oonnot  answer  for  himself.    [An  hon. 
ifsMBBs:  He  ia  iu   the  gallery.}    Mr. 
Sir  £.  VtUttr 


b#ea  four  or  five  timeain 
the  box,  and  he  haa  axpresaed  his  wil- 
lingness to  give  every  information  no 
oa&  aa  to  the  way  in  which  thesvidenos 
was  obtained,  and  he  did  state  Tolanta- 
rily  that  he  would  prove  the  whola 
story  aa  to  his  oounection  with  I^gott 
and  Houston,  and  he  submitted  himself 
for  oroaa- examination.  An  hoa.  Gentle- 
man below  the  Gangway  the  other  ni^it 
thought  fit  to  say — we  cmi  understand 
his  motive— that  he  would  not  believe 
Mr.  Soamea  upon  his  oath.  That  was  a 
speoimen  of  the  delicate  and  refined  lan- 
guage to  which  we  have  been  aeous- 
tomed  in  this  matter.  But  the  ri^t 
hon.  Gentlemau  to-night,  whose  position 
is  one  of  more  authority,  but  not  of 
more  reaponaibility,  aaya  that  Mr.  Soamaa 
is  a  gentleman  who  ought  to  be  struik 
off  the  rolls. 

Sm  W.  HAECOUET :  If  ho  did  not 
infbrm  you. 

*SiR  B.  WEBBTEB :  The  right  hon. 
Qentiemau  cannot  get  out  of  the  dilemma 
in  that  way.  He  tried  to  aoggest, 
before  I  got  up,  that  in  order  to  save 
my  own  sbia  I  would  say  that  I  never 
knew  of  the  letter  before  I  put  I^gott 
into  the  box,  and  theq  he  would  be  aUe 
to  make  an  aoouaation  with  great  founda- 
tion against  the  solicitor  for  the  Tmut. 
Why,  the  gravmiutt  of  the  charge  is  that 
Mr.  Soames  and  I,  and  everybody  else 
connected  with  the  matter,  knew  tiiat 
Figott  was  a  man  of  infamous  oha- 
raoter,  and  Touched  him  aa  the  witness 
of  truth.  [An  hon.  Member :  "Every- 
body knew."]  Everybody  knew  says 
an  hon.  Member  below  the  Gangway. 
Then  I  suppose  the  bon.  Member  for 
Northampton  knew  it.  That,  Mr.  Court- 
ney, may  possibly  account  for  certain 
negotiations  ooaneoted  with  the  ease. 
I  must  apoloeize  to  the  Committee  for 
detaining  it,  but  I  referred  to  inainua- 
tiona  made  upon  abaolutely  no  founda- 
tion by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman — in- 
sinuations which  I  really  believe  in  his 
calmer  momenta  he  will  regret  that  ha 
haa  made.  Now,  what  is  the  other  in- 
ainnation  he  haa  made  against  me  to- 
night, unwarranted,  and  without  a 
shadow  of  foundation  f  I  will  give  my 
answer  to  him  ia  a  moment.  He 
thought  fit  to  ask  me  this  queetioa 
across  the  fioor  of  the  House,  nearly 
two  years  after  the  facsimile  letter  had 
appeared,  for  the  purpose,  I  auppose,  of 
embaraaaibg   me    by  endeavouring   to 
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suggest  that  I  was  a  paxty  to  some  oon- 
spiraoy  abont  which  we  nave  heard  ao 
niTioh,  bntof  which  atpreaent  we  donotsee 
much  ngn  of  proof.  The  right  hon.Oen- 
tJeman  went  ont  of  his  way  to  ask  aorois 
the  floor  of  this  House  whether  I  knew 
of  the  facsimile  letter  before  it  was  pub- 
lished— whether  I  was  consulted  bj  the 

Tiwut  before  it  wae  pnblished.  Did  he 
do  that  out  of  a  desire  that  I  should  clear 
my  character  f  Was  he  bo  burDinz  with 
anxiety  that  I  should  clear  myself  from 
an  accusation  which  ought  ncTer  to  bave 
been  made  when  he  put  that  question? 
The  Committee  will  not  believe  for  a 
single  instant  that  was  the  object.  Will 
the  rigbthon.  Gentleman  tellme  now  who 
it  is  that  suggested  to  him  that  I  had  seen 
this  letter  before  it  was  published.  I 
put  this  dilemma  to  him — either  he  had 
warrant  for  that  and  dared  not  give  the 
name,  or  else  he  evolved  it  out  of  his 
inner  oonsciousness  for  the  purpose  of 
endeavonringto  suggest  the  accusation 
against  me.  what  bearing  has  it  on  my 
conduct  in  the  Commission,  or  what 
bearing  has  it  on  my  conduct  in 
"  O'Donnell  p.  Walter  ?  '^ 

8ia  W.  HAEOOUBT :  Will  the  At- 
tomeyGeneral  allow  me  ?  He  is  express 
ing  a  strong  feeling  and  says  I  suggested 
an  accusation  against  him  in  this  matter. 
Why  was  the  Ttmat  newspaper  not  to 
cosbult  counsel  before  they  took  such  a 
serious  step  as  that  of  publishing  that 
letter?  I  think  if  they  did  not,  they  acted 
even  more  rashly  than  I  believe  tbem  to 
have  done ;  and  why  should  they  not 
have  consulted  the  Attorney  General  t 

*8iR  E.  WEBSTER  :  Mr.  Courtney, 
we  have  heard  the  explanation — a 
very  oonvenient  explanation,  after 
I  have  made  the  suggestion.  Wilt 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  deny — I  will 
not  asK  him  to  interrupt  me  though  I 
pnt  it  interrogatively — that  when  that 
qneation  was  put  across  the  floor  of  the 
Hoitae  he  meant  to  inainuate  that  t 
liad  Touched  for  the  Timti  that  these 
letters  were  genuine  ?  I  have  made  the 
statement  before,  and  I  will  be  allowed 
to  make  the  statement  again — and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  tdnd 
enough  to  say  that  notwithstanding  the 
Innnnations  he  still  thinks  that  my  word 
is  entitled  to  some  credit — that  I  never 
saw  the  facsimile  tetter  that  appeared 
in  the  Timtt  or  had  anything  to  do  with  it ; 
I  never  saw  any  of  the  other  letters  until  I 
was  shown  themaaoounselin  "  O'Donnell 
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V.  Waiter,"  and  I  never  had  anything^ 
to  do,  directly  or  indirectly,  with  those- 
letters  except  in  conducting  the  ease  of 
"O'Donnell  v.  Walter"  and  in  oon- 
dnoting  the  case  before  the  OommJBsion.- 
That  statement  is  sufficiently  explicit — 
it  is  sufficiently  distinct,  and  I  trust  and 
hope  that  the  next  time  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thinks  fit  to  speak  of  me- 
upon  public  platforms — though  he  may 
with  pleasure,  with  my  full  consent  use- 
strong  language :  it  does  not  hurt  and^ 
does  not  injure  me  one  bit — stiU  I  hope 
be  will  have  the  grace  to  suggest  tfaat 
some  of  the  charges  he  had  brought  for- 
ward, some  of  the  insinuatians  he  haa 
made,  are  withont  foundation.  I  do  not 
think  that  I  have  missed  any  of  the  accu- 
sations hronght  against  me  by  hon.  and) 
right  hon.  Gontlemen,  except,  perhaps, 
the  last.  I  reserve  it  until  I  oomplet» 
my  statement  upon  the  euliject — to  the- 
closing  observations  I  desire  to  make. 
Perhaps  I  ought  to  have  noticed  a 
somewhat  curious  comparison  between 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Uember 
far  Hackney  and  myself,  not  to  com- 
plain of  the  comparison  made  on  th» 
public  platform,  as  T  am  quite  willing: 
to  take  it  as  fair  adulation  on  the  on» 
side  and  fair  cntioiam  upon  the  other^ 
But  we  are  told  tfaat  the  hon.  and  learned 
Uemher  for  Hackney  refused  the  brief 
because  he  was  an  trishman.  I  do  nut' 
think  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  will 
be  very  grateful  for  the  compliments 
showerad  upou  him  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to-night :  however,  that  part- 
of  the  subject  is  not  of  sufficient  im- 
portance to  justify  me  in  detaining  the- 
Committee.  But,  to  wind  up,  this  waa^ 
the  statement  made  against  me: — ■ 


_,^ ,  .  ;  Kj^nr  thft 

do  with  the  ditgTac«lal  apolory  of  the  Timtt, 
that  it  WIS  an  oatiws  on  good  wmBe  and  good 


Ur.  Courtney,  the  pettifogging  and 
cozening  knave  who  is  responsible  for 
that  apol<^  stands  b^ore  this  Houser- 
now.  The  pettifbgging  and  coieninp 
knave  who  wrote  out  tiiat  apology 
is  the  humble  individual  who  has- 
been  making  this  statement,  and 
if  he  had  to  do  it  again  he 
would  couch  it  as  nearly  as  possible  in. 
the  same  words,  for  he  believes  that  he 
went  to  the  extremity  of  his  duty,  that 
if  he  erred  at  all  he  erred  in  acting  npon. 
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«  particnlar  view  of  the  com,  and  thst 
-tbe  last  Member  wbo  would  complain  of 
liim  ia  his  calmer  moments  would  be 
■the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  But  be 
that  as  it  may — tbe  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man knew  perfectly  wdl  who  the  author 
-VBS — do  not  let  the  ri^ht  hon.  Oentle- 
■inan  think  that  I  am  going  to  be  fright- 
ened by  tbe  very  elegant  terms  of  abuse 
with  which  he  has  thought  6t  to 
4>espatteT  persona  who  had  to  faithfully 
-disaharga  a  difficult  and  painful  du^ 
according  to  their  belief — according  to 
their  sense  of  honour,  and  of  what  was 
due  to  their  client's  position.  I>o  not 
let  htm  think  that  the  use  of  any  such 
-vulgar  abuse  would  make  me  shrink  for 
one  moment  from  acknowledging  in  this 
Bouse,  or  anywhere  else,  the  part  I 
have  taken,  and  of  which  I  am  not 
ashamed.  No,  Sir ;  tbat  is  not  the 
spirit  which  has  actuated  Members  of 
that  noble  profession  of  which  I  am  for 
the  moment  the  humble  representative. 
Whether  they  act  wisely  or  whether 
they  act  unwisely,  whether  they  do  their 
duty  to  their  clients  or  go  beyond  that 
duty,  they  are  notinthe  habit  of  shielding 
themselves  by  denying  their  responsi- 
bility, but  they  are  prepared  to  accept  it 
to  the  full,  conscious  that  they  are 
simply  performing  their  duty.  To  deny 
that  responsibility  would  be  conduct  of 
irhioh  no  honest  man  would  be  guilty. 
I  do  not  know  whether  I  can  with  any 
advantage  occupy  tbe  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee longer.  I  will  give  tbe  right 
hon.  Qentteman  one  assurance.  He  sud 
in  the  beginning  of  his  speech  that  I 
must  be  glad  of  this  opportunity, 
beoanse  for  a  number  of  veeks  there 
had  been  paragraphs  in  the  papers 
reflectingmoBt  Rarely  upon  my  conduct 
and  my  position.  I  think  I  shoold 
like  to  have  asked  bim,  if  I  was  allowed 
to  oroee-examuiB  him,  who  was  the  prin- 
cipal author  of  those  charges?  How 
many  of  them  are  merely  re-echoes,  in 
leas  polished  but  scarcely  more  offensive 
langiiage  than  that  used  by  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  at  Derby  and  else- 
where? But  I  agree  that  the  oolumns 
of  United  Iraland,  the  FTtetnan't  Journal 
— and  I  am  a&ud  I  must  say  the  Star 
— avwiled  themsalvei  of  the  opportunity 
of  the  lead  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  auKgeet  that  I  was  to  be  dis- 
barred, and  the  Benchers  ought  to  take 
me  into  oonsideration,  that  the  QoTem> 
ment  ought  at  once  to  diamisa  me  to  the 
8irS.  W*Uttr 


ranks,  and  the  House  of  Commons 
ought  to  hound  me  out  of  the  place  as 
a  pettifogging  and  cozening  knave.  I 
do  not  think  that  even  the  Star  arrived 
at  that  climax  of  expression.  I  think 
it  was  reserved  for  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman.  I  think  tbat  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  will  be 
almost  jealous  of  me  to-night,  because 
some  espreesions  have  been  used  con- 
cerning me  even  more  violent  tiban  have 
appeared  in  those  papers  with  regard  to 
him.  I  will  give  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man opposite  this  assurance,  and  the 
hon.  Member  below  the  Gangway  who 
has  something  to  do  with  one  of  these 
newspapers,  that  the  charges  have  not 
occasioned  me  one  single  moment's 
anxiety,  one  single  sleepless  moment, 
or  any  other  feeling  except  pity  for  the 
persons  who  are  so  capable  of  prosti- 
tuting a  position  of  political  power  for 
the  purpose  of  bespattering  one  who 
offends  them,  but  who  was  endeavour- 
ing, under  somewhat  difficult  and  trying 
circumstances,  to  do  his  duty,  both  as  a 
member  of  the  Bar  and  a  Member  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  But,  Mr. 
Courtney,  I  will  only  say  this  in  con- 
clusion—that if  the  charges  that  are 
going  to  be  brought  against  me  on  some 
future  day  are  no  worse  than  the  charges 
which  have  been  brought  agunst  me 
even  on  the  public  platform,  and  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  this  evening,  I  believe  that 
what  I  have  gone  through  in  the  course 
of  the  last  four  or  fire  months,  and  the 
part  which  I  have  played,  will  not  be 
by  any  means  the  least  creditable  part 
of  my  career. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOa  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  Mr.  Courtney,  I  think  I  can 
say  why  it  is  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
(Gentleman  has  never  been  called  a 
pettjfogging  and  cozening  knave,  and 
tbat  is  oeCBuse  until  we  had  his  own 
acknowledgment  to-day  no  one  thought 
him  responsible  forthe  apology  that  waa 
offered  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  (jork.  Whether  the  hon.  andloamed 
Gentleman  will  escape  from  that  tide  in 
future  after  what  he  has  said  is  more 
than  I  can  answer  for.  I  must  say  I 
watched  the  Attorney  General  tn  the 
eonrse  of  the  trial  before  the  Commis- 
sioners  for  many  days  and  never  appre- 
ciated his  histrionic  powers  as  I  did 
to-night.  I  ventured  to  ask  how  he 
looked   when  Pigon   was   giving   his 
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eridance,  and  one  of  bis  learned  col- 
leagues said  he  looked  holier  than  ever. 
The  worse  the  case  the  more  sancti- 
ntonions  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
looked,  and  the  graver  the  offeace  the 
more  pious  his  appearance.  Of  all  the 
things  he  has  done  ia  the  course  of  the 
43ommiBflion  luquirj  I  do  not  know  any- 
■thing  half  so  clerer  or  half  so  dexterous 
^aagivine  the  letter  of  Pigott  to  the  Uam- 
■ber  for  South  HacknBy(SirO.  RuMeU), 
^ust  five  days  befora  Pigott  was  called. 
The  right  hoa.  Oentleman  was  cog- 
nizant of  the  letter  for  two  months  and 
«  half  before,  and  during  the  whole  of 
lihia  period  he  never  gave  the  smallest 
faint  to  the  connsel  for  the  defence,  or 
to  the  public  or  the  Press,  of  the  exis- 
tence of  any  saoh  letter.  Five  days 
^fore  Pigott  was  called  his  conscience 
awoke,  and  he  gave  the  letter  to  the 
Gonnael  for  the  defence.  I  will  tell  him 
and  the  Oommittee  why  he  gave  up  the 
latter.  He  gave  it  because  he  could 
not  avoid  it.  He  did  not  give  it  &om  a 
'eensa  of  honour  or  fair  play,  but  he 
igave  it  under  the  hardpressure  of  neces- 
■elty  and  exposure.  Why  had  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  candour  to 
tell  the  Committee  that  the  existence  of 
the  letter  had  been  sworn  to  by  one  of 
his  own  witnesses  when  he  gave  it  t» 
the  Member  for  South  Hackney?  I 
will  nt  down  if  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man can  controvert  my  statement  that 
the  tetter  was  not  given  to  Sir  0.  Bussell 
until  after  its  existence  had  been  sworn 
to  in  open  court. 

*8iB  E.  WEBSTER  r  Mr.  Soames  had, 
long  before,  in  his  evidence  in  chief, 
offered  to  produce  every  single  scrap  of 
writing  that  had  passed  between  him 
and  Mr.  Pigott,  and  before  one  single 

fuestion  had  been  asked  him  by  Sir  0. 
losaell. 

Ha.  T.  P,  O'CONNOR :  That  wu  not 
my  point,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  not 
flo  stupid  as  not  to  see  it  is  not.  Hy 
point  u  that  the  surrender  of  that  letter, 
vhioh  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gives 
as  a  proof  of  his  sense  of  chivalry  and 
honour,  did  not  take  place  till  the  exist- 
ence of  the  letter  had  been  proved  and 
xerealed  in  open  court,  and  until  Sir 
<J.  Russell  had  called  for  it.  And 
yet  when  I  have  thus  exposed  the  real 
reason  of  the  chivalry,  honour,  and 
fair  play  <A  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, notwithstanding  the  exposore,  he 
is  looking   as  sanctimoniooi  as  aver. 


I  think  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  had  done  nothing 
but  elicit  from  the  lips  of  the  Attorney 
General  the  two  confessions — first,  as 
to  the  authorship  of  the  miserable 
apology,  and,  secondly,  as  to  his  know- 
ledge of  the  existence  of  Pigott's 
letter  in  December  —  the  debate 
wonld  be  fully  justified,  also  the  mun 
charges  brought  against  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Geatteman  saw  in  the  middle 
of  December  this  letter  of  Pigott,  and 
yet  he  said  he  did  not  know  that  Pigott 
was  infamous,  and  he  had  the  face  to 
tell  us  that  the  letter  of  Pigott  did  not 
acknowledge  hia  infamy.  Pigott  wrote 
saying  that  he  feared  if  he  were  placed 
in  the  box  his  political  antecedents  were 
such  that  his  evidence  would  be  broken 
down  on  oross-examioation.  There  is 
another  letter  in  which  Pigott  s^d — 

"  I  am  bound  to  A^n  warn  thsm  that  my 
t«ttimoii7  will  lis  io  gennblf  weakened  in  crou- 
euunintitiOQ  m  to  Mrioaily  ii^ara,  inst««d  of 
Mnring,  thrir  osAe." 

What  did  Pigott  do?  He  called  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  his  career  as  a 
Nationalist  journalist  might  be  raked 
up.  "  What  had  I  to  do  with  that  f  " 
Bays  the  Attorney  General,  "and  what 
bad  that  to  do  with  the  facsimile 
latter?" — for  he  still  calla  it  the  fac- 
simile letter,  and  refrains  from  using 
honourable  and  manly  words  when 
dealing  with  this  foul  and  false  charge. 
The  "alleged  facsimile  letter,"  is  his 
delicate  phraseology  for  a  thoroughly 
exposed,  wicked,  and  malignant  forgery. 
I  will  ask  the  Attorney  General  before 
this  debate  closes  to  have  the  manliueaa 
to  stand  up  in  his  place  and  declare, 
without  limitation  and  without  oiroum- 
locution,  that  he  now  oonfesses  that 
each  and  every  one  of  the  letters  attri- 
buted to  my  hon.  Priend  by  the  7Vd»m, 
and  supplied  to  them  by  Pigott,  was  a 
forgery,  m  order  that  the  Prime  Minister 
may  be  prevented  from  taking  advan- 
tage of  the  lame  apology — the  inten- 
tionally lame  apology — of  the  Attorney 
General,  to  give  a  new  life  to 
these  wicked  and  horrible  charges. 
What  had  Pigott's  career  as  a  Nationalist 

I'oumalist  to  do  with  the  letters?  It 
lad  this  to  do  with  them.  During  tiiat 
career  he  had  been  convicted  in  the 
public  Press  of  Ireland  ot  having  oom- 
mitted  the  same  offence.  Take  tha 
notorious  letter  to  Mr.  Egan.    Pigott 
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wrote  to  Egan  wjing  he  had  a  oertua  ■  yean  before,  and  oonld  stiU  believe  ths; 


doonment  of  a  damaging  oharacter.  He 
did  not  quite  believe  it  hinuelf,  he 
said,  but  he  was  offered  £a00  to  pub- 
lish it,  and  he  was  so  tempted  b;  this 
ofEar  that  he  was  afraid  he  would  have 
to  publish  the  dooumeut,  though  be 
believed  it  to  be  false,  and  damigmg  to 
the  Ijaad  League.  This  correspoudence 
was  published  in  the  Frttmint't  Journal, 
aod  it  exposed  Pigott  to  the  world  as  a 
blaokm^er,  a  tagging  letter  writer, 
and  a  forger.  The  forgeries  of  the 
TimM  aad  the  forgeries  with  which 
Pigott  threateued  Egau  were  praoticallj 
the  same  kind  of  triok,  and  yet  the  hon. 
and  learned  (Jsutleman,  with  his  sancti- 
monious air,  asked  the  House  what  had 
the  antecedents  of  an  Irish  Nationalist 
journalist,  a  forger,  and  a  blackmailer 
to  do  with  the  case  of  the  forged  letters 
ill  the  Tim«t  f  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Uember  for  Derby  would  re- 
pudiate having  oast  an;  doubt  on  the 
justice  of  the  Special  (>)mmis8ion,  but 
the  Attorney  General  has  himself  oast 
an  undeserved  stigma  on  that  tribanal. 
The  Attorney  Gtsneral  has  sought  to 
make  the  tribunal  responubla  for  his 
own  conduct,  but  which  the  Commie- 
sion  meet  emphatically  oondenmed. 
I>oes  the  hou.  and  learned  Gentleman 
deny  that  the  Court  has  been  constantly 
fretting  at  bis  conduct  of  the  case  ? 
Does  he  deny  that  the  President  asked 
him  to  advance  with  his  case,  that  he 
over  and  over  again  signified  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Geutleman  was  very 
slow  in  coming  to  the  point  7  He  has 
■ought  also  to  make  the  President  re- 
sponsible for  the  withholding  of  the 
names  of  the  witnesses.  Can  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  say  that  the 
Prerident  told  him  to  withhold  the  in- 
formation ?  Ths  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Hackney  protested  oon- 
stantly  against  the  manner  in  which  the 
Attorney  General  conducted  his  case, 
but  the  Preudent  said  he  could  not  in- 
terfere with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man in  the  matter.  Then  as  to  the 
information  given  to  the  defence.  For 
two  months  the  Attorney  General  al- 
lowed this  charge  to  hang  over  the  head 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  Did  the 
hoB.  and  learned  Gentleman  believe  the 
Ittteis  to  be  genuine;  did  he  know 
them  to  be  forgeries?  Any  one  who 
took  the  trouble  to  inquire  into  the 
oharaotar  of  the  blaokmuler  Pigott 
Mr.  T.  P.  (yOtrnm 


jynut  letters  genuine,  must  have  been 
either  very  innocent  or  most  dishonest.  I! 
charge  the  Attorney  General  with  poet- 
poningthe  oassof thelettors.  Iwatched 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  very 
closely.  Whenever  there  was  areferonoetfK 
the  letters  in  Court  an  air  of  attention  and 
expectation  immediately  took  possesdoii 
of  every  one  preeent,  there  being  a  desire 
to  get  at  the  gravamm  of  the  case.  No 
one  oared  about  the  ancient  history 
which  was  well  known  to  the  Tory  Go- 
vernment when  they  were  the  allies  or 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork, 
and  when,  through  Lord  Carnarvon,  they 
were  ready  to  band  over  an  Irish  Par- 
liament to  him.  On  those  occasions  th* 
Attemey  General  usually  said  that  "  he 
might  be  able  to  produce  the  letters 
next  week,"  that  "he  would  not  enter 
into  any  engagement,"  but  that  "ifhe- 
oould  pmdaoe  them  he  would."  The 
faot  is  tiiat  the  Attorney  General  shirked 
bringing  up  the  letters  as  long  as  he- 
jx>nld;  he  did  not  bring  them  np  one- 
moment  sooner  than  he  was  forced  todo. 
WhyF  Because  he  did  not  believe  in 
them*  He  has  been  oonvicted  by  hia 
own  conduct  of  treating  my  hon.  IViend 
most  unfairly,  by  allowing  to  hang  over 
his  head  for  months  a  oname  of  sym- 
pathy with  murder  long  alter  it  was-. 
known  that  that  charge  was  a  foul,  vilOr 
and  discreditable  oalnmny.  What  would 
have  been  the  manly  course  for  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  have  adopted  f" 
Why,  he  must  have  known  or  suapeeted 
that  Pigott  was  a  paijurer  and  forgarr 
and  he  ^ould  have  got  up  in  Oonrtr 
and  said,  "  Biace  we  have  brought  thia- 
oharge  against  the  hon.  Member  faete 
have  oome  to  our  knowledge  that  make 
us  now  suspect  that  it  is  a  vile  and 
wicked  invention."  If  the  hon.  andi 
learned  Gentleman  had  been  engaged  in 
a  private  case  in  whieb  his  vision  was- 
not  obscured  by  professional  oonsiden- 
tions  and  political  passion,  I  am  sure  he* 
would  have  been  the  first  to  aooept  the 
sanon  hitherto  aooepted  by  all  English, 
gentlemen,  that  when  one  finds  he  has- 
misrepresented  another  the  apology  he  , 
offers  is  in  proportion  to  the  offence  he 
gave.  The  Attorney  General's  with-, 
drawal  of  ths  charge  ^ould  have  com»- 
at  the  very  first  moment  he  was  doubt- 
ful of  its  j  ustice.  This  would  have  hma. 
the  oooTse  taken  by  a  man  trf  honour, 
aad  I  deny  that  there  is  one  oode  oC 
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»  bononr  sod  another  code  of,pro- 
vaA  bonoar.  How,  then,  joes  the 
Attorney  General  expUin  the  delay  of 
wmtha  vfcieh  took  plaoe,  when  he 
maat  have  knowm  ttw  caarges  indinated 
\j  the  letters  were  false  ?  He  says 
fcewaa'boimdts'put  Pigott  in  the  box. 
Tea;  hat  be  waa  idso  bound  to  hare 
dnao  Bo  irith  a  Matommt  that  he  did 
sot  belMT»-bM  erideaee.  But  tiie-bon. 
■n4  learned  QentlemaB  did  not  give  the 
Onrt  the  amalleat  iatiraation  that  he 
<Kd  aot  aeoept  every  word  of  his  testi- 
nnay  w  guepel  truth.  He  speaks  a( 
tlie  &T«  dstye*  notioe  h»  gave,  but  at  the 
MB*  time  he  has  not  even  alloded  to 
Ifce  fiset  that  he  tried  to  put  the  experts 
iBto  the  box  before  Pigott  iras  called  ; 
-and  not  only  did  he  try  to  put  the  ex~ 
pettii  into  the  box,  but  he  actually  did 
get  one  of  tiiem  into  the  box,  and  it  was 
only  ewfaig  to  an  untoward  ciroum- 
atuoe  in  oonneotion  with  one  of  his 
witneasee,  and  that  in  (ri>edience  to  the 
ptsssme  of  the  Oowt,  which  he  resisted 
as  long  ae  he  ooald.tliat  he  was  com  polled 
to  go  to  the  oaae  of  Rgott,  and  made 
ta  desist  from  still  further  boktering 
tius  fabric  of  lies ;  and  this  is  the  dnrai- 
rons  and  gMMroasQentlenian  who  shao- 
lotefy  want  out  <rf  his  w^  in  the  alosost 
fevwnib  eagerness  of  his  desire  to  be 
'fiiir  to  the  dalendants— this  ie  the 
'flUMlnras  and  generoasOentletnan  who 
had  to  be  almost  kicked  into  going  into 
tlie  oase  about  the  letters-  I  wUl  say 
nothing  about  Mr.  Soames.  I  do  not 
ears  a  pin  about  Mr.  Soames.  If  the 
Timu  newspaper  retains  his  serviceB  as 
its  aoUcltt»  it  w^  never  see  another 
oeutenaiy,  even  if  he  lives  to  be  as  old 
■a  Mettiiuelah.  The  hoa.  and  learned 
Oenfletoaa  ^pped  vary  lightly  over 
'irtiat  I  think  tne  most  serious  put  of 
tha  ri^it  bon.  OenUeman  the  Member 
far  Darhy'a  saoe — namriy,  hie  rdation 
aa  Attorney  Qaaffal  and  also  ae  a  Hem- 
bar  o<  ths  Ooranmaflt  to  the  whde 
basiaear.  The  Athnn^  Ometal  re- 
miada  me  irf  a-  ohwatrter  in  Tht  H^Mo, 
aad  eoght  to  be  sailed  "Pooh<bah.'' 
Faofa>bali«)Aupied  aevtral  poeitons,  fin- 
he  waaaotoiify  Rret  Lnd  <rf'  the  Tvea- 
mawy,  iwt  aUo  OhatceUoi  of  ibe  Ex-: 
(Aaqoar,  Lord  ffigh  Ohftubevlain,  «nd 
X4BB  «Bt  ears  wbMfaer  he  was  Adt  like- 
wliis  Baawtaty '  for  l)»  CMoniee,  and' 
thwiM  «Diildta«k«mfttoatioB  -as'Poob-i 
bdb  Jto-Alte  Gbmt^HA'  of  the  ^BnAequeh^ 
M  L(*d  HlghCMmbedMln,  wHil»  m' 
yOL.  OOOXXXIV.    [thibd  tsnaa.'] 


Irt>Td,High  Chamberlain  he  could  make 
application  as  Fooh-bah  to  the  Ohane^ 
lor  of  the  £xohequer.  In  the  samA 
way  we  never  seem  to  know  when  tKs 
the  hoD.  and  learned  Gentleman  is 
connsel  for  the  TimM,  or  when  he  ra- 
snmes  hiadiaraoter  as  Attorney  Qenend. 
Now,  I  am  about  to  put  a  very  plaia 
questioa  to  the  hon.  and  learned  (ientley 
man.  I  will  ask  him,  did  he  frame  the 
reference  to  the  tribunal  which  was  to 
ti7  the  case  in  which  he  actod  as  eonn- 
sel  ?  Had  he  any  part  in  framing  tha 
terms  of  the  referenoe  Co  ^e  trtbnnal 
by  which  his  own  dieot  woe  to  be 
tried  ?  ■ 
*8tH   B.    WEBST&B:    None   wha«- 

M^  T.  P.  O'CONNOR:  None  what- 
ever? Did  he  not  attend  when  a 
Cabinet  Gonncil  was  about  to  take  [Jao» 
at  which  the  Commission  Bill  was  to  b4 
considered  ? 
*8iB  B.  WEBSTER ;  Never. 

Hr.  T.  p.  O'OONNOB  :  Then  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  the  Tory  organs  are 
almost  as  inaccurate  as  the  Attomcijr 
Oeneral.  But  I  would  ask  him,  did  he 
never  see  the  Bill  before  it  was  intro- 
duced    to    this   HoueeF    Ah!   wliat  fc 

blessing  cross-examination  is - 

*&R  B.  WBBSTEB :  I  beg  pardon. 
The  hon.  (Gentleman  may  think  the 
observation  very  clever,  but  I  would  re- 
mind him  that  I  stated  to  the  Hous* 
last  Session  that  I  had  seen  tiie  BUI 
before  it  was  introduced,  but  that  I  had 
nothing  to  do  with  its  preparation. 

Mr.  T.  p.  COONHOB  :  The  hon. 
uid  learned  Gentleman  sAys  he  saw  thd 
Bill ;  let  ma  ask  him,  did  any  of  tikb 
oonnsel  torthedeftadaotB  in'theoominv 
inquiry  see  the  BUI  F  Nay,  I  wtO  presS 
thepcfetalitttefterther.  Why  did  Ah 
Attorney  General  see  the  BUI  t  beeaosft 
hononr  and  fbir  play  on^fat  tohavekopt 
that  "Kll  as  seeMt  bom  Uie  -hon.  «&d 
teamed  Oentloman  as  from  anyoofr  ia 
the  world.*  I  -wonder  4fthe%Id  hUaA  at 
E^rst  Lord  trf  tile  TrAtaory  tdM^afr 
the  BOl.  Was  my  bon.  Vtiead  tlw 
M«mbar  for  the  Oity  vA  Cork  (Mr.  ''Pot- 
n^),  who  was  to-be  tried  on  a-ehargb 
<rf  partidpation  in  murder  shown  'tab 
Bill>  Was  the  BiU  shown  -to  the  hon: 
a«d  haxned' Gentleman  tbe  Member'for 
South  ^Haokney'Cfitr'  0.  BbMU)?  L» 
hon.  a^  laamed  GtaMemaiB  1^ 
attorney  Oeaend  explaih  it^aHketrttl* 
1  duManoaii as  aparttrfthafbal-pditi- 
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-zanBhip  of  the  Govenment  tlut  ffaey 
allowed  th«  chief  oooDsel  for  one  of  tba 
psrtiee  in  thu  gre^t  State  inqaitj  to  aee 
the  t«niui  of  a  Bill  which  wa«  to  eetab> 
lish  a  tribnnal  b«fore  which  the  parties 
vere  to  appear,  and  offered  no  nudi 
facility  to  uioee  who  reprecented  the 
.other  nde.  I  would  aak  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  who  was  it  that 
,«hoM  the  tribunal  before  which  hie  dient 
-waa  to  appear  ?  la  it  tme  that  the  chief 
«oanHl  for  the  7V«im  selected  the  tri- 
bunal which  was  to  try  the  case  ?  I 
4eniand  an  anawer  to  this  qneatJon,  and 
I  will  sit  down  immediately  if  the  hon. 
.and  learned  Gentleman  will  g^re  ma  an 
answer.  Does  he  deny  it?  He  does 
not  deny  it^    He  canaot  deny  it. 

*8iB  B.  WEBSTEB:  I  protest,  Sir, 
against  this  mode  of  addresung  the 
House ;  and  I  appeal  to  those  who  are 
better  aoquaiutM  with  the  House  than 
1  am.  I  say  there  is  not  a  shadow  of 
foundation  for  the  eagvestionjuit  made; 
-and  I  will  add  that  I  shall  decline  to 
notioe  any  insinnations  of  this  kind. 

H».  T.  F.  O'CONNOR :  1  do  not  deal 
in  insinuations,  and  will  now  put  before 
the  Committee  ^me  facts  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Uember  cannot  deny. 
The  Attorney  General  waa  asked  by  the 
hen.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Uem- 
lier  for  South  Haokney  whether  the 
Government  intended  to  follow  all  the 
Treoedents  in  such  coses,  and  to  give  the 
jollest  opportunity  for  oonsoltation  with 
Tward  to  the  names  to  be  selected. 
yfiSX  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  deny  that  ?  Was 
,])«  asked  thatquestion  or  was  he  not — 
aye  or  no  f  When  the  hon.  and  learned 
G^itleman  was  supposed  to  be  pressing 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
ibr  Dccby  very  hard  in  the  speech  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  just 
delivered,  the  whole  of  the  cheering 
oooupanta  of  the  Benches  opposite 
ahonted  "Anawer,  answer";  bat  the 
Attorney  General,  when  I  ask  him  to 
answer,  says  neither  "aye"  nor  "no." 
Well,  what  happened?  The  Attorney 
Genwol  told  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen> 
tlemsn  ho  would  oonsult  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury 

*8iB  B.  WEBSTEB :  I  must  say  that 
fta  these  suggestions  made  by  th»  hon. 
Qentleman  uiere  is  not  the  alighteat 
foondation.  There  is  no  foundation  for 
the  statement  that  any  suoh  oommuni- 
cation  waa  made  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
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to  whether  the  names  were  g<n>g  to  W 

put  into  the  Bill  befbre  it  ma  piiaied  «r 

not. 

Hn.  T.  P.  O'OONNOB:  That  ia 
exactly  the  point — wen  the  names  to 
be  put  into  the  Bill ;  and  that  -rmt, 
were  the  members  of  the  Front  Oppo- 
sition Bench  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  names.  I  tell  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  he  will  not  be 
able  to  wriggle  out  of  this.  The  n^t 
htm.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  WA 
Lothian  (Ur.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  made 
the  statement  that  the  leaden  of  the 
Front  Bench  on  this  side  of  the-  Home 
hod  not  been  consulted  with  regard  to 
the  names.  I  will  say  nothing  in  re{ar- 
enoe  to  the  learned  Judges  who  have 
try  the  ease.  60  far  as  I  can  aee,  they 
are  giving  the  most  eerions  attention  to 
the  whole  of  the  proceedings.  But  here 
is  the  point.  1  do  not  know  whether  it 
was  the  Attorney  General  who  selected 
the  Judges,  or  whether  they  were 
selected  by  the  Lord  OhanceUm.  Of 
course,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
does  not  mean  to  say  that  they  vtdon' 
teered  to  undertake  a  work  vhii^  the 
President  of  the  Commission  compared 
to  their  being  tied  to  the  stake,  so  heavy 
was  the  lalwur  and  so  tremendooa  the 
responsibility.  Well,  I  ask  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  were  they  eeleotsd 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  f  If  so,  he  is  a 
Uembcr  of  the  Govemment  that  stood 
ir  lose  by  the  result  of  the  case 
then  about  to  be  inquired  into,  and  we 
are  brought  face  to  face  vrith  the 
astounding  foot  that  the  Government, 
which  was  about  to  try  its  political 
opponents  on  a  charge  of  participation 
in  murder,  actually  oonstitnted  the  very 
tribunal  by  which  the  charge  was  to.M 
iaveetigated.  Its  prindpal  law  ofBoer 
being  at  the  same  time  cnief  oouneel  for 
the  aoonmng  party.  I  do  not  think  the 
jndiciaty  of  tnis  country,  whose  past  ia 
full  of  great  and  noble  traditions,  can 
show  a  parallel  to  this,  t  put  it  to  tiie 
Government,  why  did  they  not  show 
some  reapeot  for  the  traditions  of  that 
institution  whose  indepeodenee  and 
booealy — whose  moat  sacnd  piincdples 
— have  been  subjected  to  a  strain  wioA 
no  one  who  is  [ooad  of  the  honour  of 
his  oonntiy  would  haveeonsented  to  im- 
poaef  I  oome,  now,  to  the  lastpoint. 
The  hon.   and  learned  Gentieman  has 
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«TOV0d  thfl  ftnthorahip  of  tha  apolosy. 

I  ocnfeM  tiiat  I  •hoald  not  hftre  b»- 
lisred  tha  statetnent  if  I  bad  not  haard 

itfnm  hia  own  Upa ;  and  I  will  vanturo 
-to  mako  tliu  piophacy,  that  to-morrow 

bis  oonfaaaion  will  be  tha  oanaa  of  reae- 
'tioB,   not  merely  among  tha  politioal 

opponeata  of  dia  hon.  and  lasroed  G«n- 
-iMman,  but  among  many  of  bia  frianda 

alao.  I«t  oa  aee  what  were  the  terma 
-of  the  ^ology : — 

"Uj  Lonb,  nndw  Um  drenmitaneM,  .. 
«Miii«  to  m  that  the  imium  w«  ought  to  tak*  I* 
«Iaar,  uu],  bcUarlitg  tlut  ws  an  merely  dm^ig 
■OUT  dntj,  I  now,  on  behalf  of  thoae  wham  I 
TepriMBut,  **k    permuwoD  to  withdraw  from 

J  roar  oonnderati«n  the  KSDiiiaenew  of  the 
etten  that  have  been  Kubmittad  to  von,  the 
«iitltanlidt]'  of  which  ii  dei^ed." 

The  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  doea 
not  even  say  they  an  forged,  but 
inita  himaelf  nmply  to  a  negative  instead 
■of  a  poaitiTe  atatement — 

<•  TOth  a  fnU  adnMwladgemant  that  after  th* 
'evUeaoe  that  haa  beaa  p^an  we  are  not  entitled 
to  aay  Qi»j  are  genuine." 

They  may  be  genuine ;  probably  they 
are  geniune,  as  the  HarquesB  of  Salia- 
'bniy  atill  aaserta,  and  as  all  the  Primrose 
"Damea  allied  at  the  Kennington  eleo- 
tion,  and  as,  I  hare  no  doubt,  they  are 
110W  saying  at  Enfi^,  after  the  friendly 
lead  of  the  ICarqneaa  of  Salisbury  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gtentleman.  They 
may  be  genuine^probably  they  are ;  but 
*"  we  are  not  entitled  to  say  they  are 
genuine."  Thia  is  a  aeurvy  and  miser- 
able pretence  which  the  bon.  and  learned 
OenUeman  now  daeoribea  aa  the  reiy 
vttermoat  limit  which  even  his  generosity 
-oonld  aaaign  to  what  he  pat  forward  aa 
an  apology.  Then,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oendeman  continued — 


"Uy  Lords,  it  If  po«ible  that  anvaxpreaaion 
tif  lenet  made  bj  ma  in  naking  thl*  itatamant 
BMy  M  miatataroralad.  Thoae  wliom  I  n^re. 
-eant  raquaat  ne  lo  annsi  tUr  ainoai*  natet 
-that  tbeaa  lattm  ware  pubUihed.  That  feel- 
Inc.  which  moat  traly  exiita,  will,  at  the  pro- 
ber tima,  ha  men  foUy  expreased  bjr  them. 

V  The  propn  time  "  oame  the  following 
m<wniiig— when  the  T^mm  newspaper 
4hoa|^t  it  had  more  fatly  expreesed 
^noare  regret  when  it  embodied  the 
atatement  of  tha  Attorney  General 
Vow,  Sir,  the  charge  is  that  my  hon. 
Friend  made  a  communication  as  to  the 
FtUBQix  Park  mnzdeie.  What  was  ths 
«hargfl  against  my  hon.  Friend  (Ur. 
FaraeU)!    That  be 
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the  murder  of  Lend  FrederuA  Oavendiah, 
from  motivea  merely  of  expediency  and 
prudence — a  murder  which  eaosed  deep 
and  heartfelt  grief  in  Irish  haarta  aU 
OTsv  the  world.  I  have  been  told  by 
some  of  my  countryman  in  America  that 
tears  were  shed  in  Irish  homes  three  er 
toar  thousand  miles  awaybeoanseof  the 
meUnchnly  and  tragic  death  of  Lord 
Fraderiok  Oavandish.  Hy  hon.  Friend 
was  represented  in  this  letter  as  not  aym- 
pathizmg  with  the  feeling  aroused  nni- 
varpally  when  this  honourable,  generous 
and  worthy  official,  who  sent  a  message 
of  peace  and  friendship  and  conciliation 
to  the  Irish  race,  met  with  an  end  so 
tragic  ity  hon.  Friend  is  rem«eented 
as  regretting  the  accident,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  expresaing  approval  of  tixt 
murder  of  Mr.  Bourke.  Here  is  a 
charoe  of  complicity.  Mark,  that  ia 
not  the  onlv  latter.  There  is  tiie  other 
— "It  is  time  to  make  things  hot  for 
old  Forster."  What  does  that  meanf 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  was  the  ohacge 
made  by  the  Attorney  Qaneral,  beoaose 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  diflbrenee  be- 
tween die  (£ante  made  by  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  charge  made  by.  tha 
TVdmi  in  leading  articles.  It  was  "rtKy 
oonsidersbly  out  down  and  aub-editea 
by  the  Attorney  General  in  hia  speeeh. 
Iliis  charge  of  sympathy  with  murder, 
privity  to  mnider,  oomplirity  with 
murder,  enoonragement  to  murder,  is 
said  to  be  fully  withdrawn — withdrawn 
with  a  i-nperabnndanoe  and  exeeas  of 
generoeihr,  when  the  Attorney  Qeoeral 
says,  "  Those  whom  I  represent  reqaeat 
me  to  exprees  their  sincere  regret  that 
these  letters  were  publiehed."  Well.  I 
should  eay  the  regret  is  of  a  very 
diBerent  kmd.  I  have  not  the  smallest 
doubt  there  wae  very  profound  and  very 
sincere  regret  on  the  part  of  the  71mm 
iwapaper  wh^  the  letters  turned  out 
it  to  be  true.  Tha  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  deeoribea  the  apology  aa 
and  full.  Wdl,  I  do  not 
call  an  apology  ainoere  and  full,  which 
leaves  roomfor  misinterpretation.  When 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentieman 
sud  "We  are  not  entitled  to  say  the 
letters  are  genuine,"  did  he  cr  did  ha 
not  mean  tut  the  letters  were  forged? 
Let  us  have  a  plain  answer  to  that 
question.  Let  there  be  an  end  to  this 
reign  of  lies.  Let  us  have  a  full,  ax- 
ilioit,  and  candid  statement  from  the 
ion.  and  learned  Oentiemaa,  so  that  the 
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MtMquam  <^  SaliBbiuy  sbnll  not  hftT« 
mnj  Qmortoaitin  of  speaking  of  theM 
tottiw  miiig  mTolred  in  a  miat ;  or  tkst 
flw  (%ia(  Beontuj  ahM  be  able,  aa  he 
did  laat  night,  to  aak  us  vhy  ve  ven 
not  aUa  to  anewer  for  the  appeonnae 
of  Pigott  in  the  box.  I  know  that  the 
boB.  nd  learned  Gentleman  irill  sot 
I&«  to  ^ve  ft  fall  and  ample  tipology, 
and  to  give  •  fnll  and  ample  statement 
niOi  regard  to  these  letters,  which 
wottld  ipdl  ttie  trade  of  the  Frimross 
Leagtt*.  Xt  might  sotnally  inflaencs 
son*  deaUooa;  it  might  expow  the 
matter  in  such  a  way  that  it  would  be 
^predated  bj  the  dolleet  Toir,  even 
b^  tit*  boD.  Hember  for  the  Longh- 
borongh  IMnaiOD.  who,  I  obserred, 
last  mght  nodded  hie  head  when  there 
was  aooie  ezpresdos  of  donbt  from 
acme  part  of  ihe  Eonse  as  to  whether 
all  Ae  lettan  were  forged  or  not. 

Vs.  u  LIBLE  (Longhborongh) : 
DaddadlT.  v       e  » 

Ma.T.P.O'CONNOH:  You  say  your 
matAogj  was  oom^ete.  It  was  not  oom- 
pUte  Munigh  for  the  hon.  Oentlemaa  ;  for 
it  was  BO  meagre,  so  indefinite,  so  nega- 
tive, that  yon  nave  left  the  hon.  GenUe- 


obserration.  Wei],  pmhapsi  affiwranv. 
Perhaps  he  took  np  the  dirty  wo^e 
willin^y.  This  ease  will  be  heard  of 
u  W^  as  Ekigliah  history  laats.  19i» 
prominent  antagonists  in  it  will  liTe, 
not,  perhapa,  from  th^  own  importaiiee, 
hot  from  the  eniaHy  of  anfTsring  onr 
the  one  band,  and. die  depth  of  inAa^ 
on  the  other ;  and  I  beUere  that  fDtor» 
generatioos  of  Eaglishnan  wiU  look 
back  with  sorrow  and  suprisa  to  tho 
part  tfas  Attorney  Qenwal  has  taken 
m  it. 

*BiB  JOHN  LITfiBOOK  (Londoia 
TToiTersity) :  I  do  not  know  Aat  I 
have  erer  interrsned  in  one  of  thes» 
debates,  nor  do  I  now  rise  to  dia- 
cuaa  the  question  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Derby.  I  wuh^ 
howflTSr,  to  make  an  appeal  to  hon. 
Hembeia  beyond  the  Gangway  and  be- 
low me,  and,  at  any  rate,  to  enter  my 
own  proteBtcoiiTteouBly,bnt  still  strongly, 
against  the  oontianaaoe  of  this  debfrte^ 
I>Bt  na  get  on  with  the  boeiaees  of  tb» 
country.  We  bare  now  begun  a  dia- 
onseioii  to-night;  w«  had  a  long  debftto 
last  night ;  ftM  in  the  form  of  %asstjon» 

we  hare  had  a  raqibliiig  debate  almost 


I,  that  yon 

1  the  loophole  to  say  that  some  of  j  every    uight  lateiy,  pr^otuaUy  <^  the- 

letters,  all  of  vhieh  you  know  to  be    prooeedinga  before  a  jnd^eial  tnbnnitl 


fbtged,  may  «ot  be  forged.  This  ia  the 
fli^  asd  ample,  and  generous  apology 
wUeh  the  leaned  Attomey  General  haa 
girea.  W«U,«lr,  I  looked  forward  with 
Mue  eooiiderable  anxiety  to  what  the 
Attom^GeDaral  would  say  here  to-uigbt. 
1  wfH  not  say  I  was  anxious.  I  should 
hare  be«i  glad  if  I  could  hare  had  a 
anish  higher  opinion  of  his  ctmduct  in 
flua'aase  than  I  am  nnfortnnatdy  driren 
t»  mtertain.  B«t,  Sir,  bsTing  listened 
et  Ub  apology  and  his  dsfnice — that 
Tsvy  able  and  dexterous  defence — t 
msst  say  that  it  has  only  confimed  my 
very  worst  im]aessions,  snd  that  it  has 
piM  Peliob  OS  Osea  to  the  proof  which 
•Iready  existed  of  the  unfair  mannw  in 
wWch  the  learned  Attorney  Goneral 
eoadsoted  the  ease.  If  the  hon.  and 
laaried  GmtleiiMui  had  been  Grown 
ftnseoator  in  a  eriminal  trial,  I  am  sure 
be  weald  hare  out  off  his  right  hand 
rather  than  do  the  deeds  into  whidti  he 
has  teen  betrayed  by  Party  passion  and 
peftieal  intsrsst.  I  do  not  know 
wheAer  it  is  so  or  not,  but  I  think  myeetf 
he  had  to  be  soourged  slmost  to  take  tip 
the  eaae  of  the  prosecution.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemen  laughs  at  that 
Mr.  T.P.  O'Connor 


now  sitting.  This  I  oannot  but  regard^ 
is  the  first  plaoe,  as  a  reiy  ttafortunate 
waste  of  tlw  time  of  the  House.  There- 
are  a  great  many  important  subjeotSr 
many  Sills  anzieiia]^  looked  for  by  tho 
country,  but  these  diasnssions  pot  them 
off  almost  indefinitely.  But,  fiirther 
than  that,  though,  n4>  dottbt,  hon. 
Hemben  are  teohsioally  in  thsi^  n^t, 
still  I  cannot  bat  regard— ana  I  b^ere 
the  oountry  regard— theae  d^atea  aa 
highly  inconreniflut  and  constituting  a 
Teiy  nofortnnate  preoedest.  The  iifln. 
Miuaber  who  has  just  sat  duwn  uioke 
oetirteoBsly  of  the  CommiBsioB,  buttheve- 
have  been  otiier  i^eeches  wUdi,  eren 
If  not  so  intended,  certainly  ajipeared 
as  if  they  were  att«(i:<  upon  the  im- 
partiality of  that  tribunal.  Against 
MMeches  which  are  made  in  Am  ooustryr 
the  judges  may  and  con  protect  diem- 
selree.      But  We  have  in  this   House 

rt  pririleges — and  very  properiy, 
and  that  makes  it  aU  tne  more- 
deurablt  that  thoae  privil^igee  should 
not  be  strained  or  abused.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tfie  Homber  for  Derby 
drew  a  ^slinction  between  that  port  or 
the  case  which  was  fctiU    before   th» 
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Omnmiuioii  sod  that  part  raUting  to 
«vi4pnoe  wllioh'  Ba«  been  mthdrawii ;  faat 
vn  other  tpeeoh«s  he  direlt  upon  the  mKt- 
tors  whioh  are  still  under  the  coBudera* 
-tion  of  that  tribntial.  I  am  not  now, 
howerer,  going  to  adopt  the  cottne  I  am 
deprecating,  and  I  hare  risen  simply  to 
«xproas  a  hope  that  ire  may  be  allowod 
lo  go  on  with  the  bosinea  oithe  conntry, 
and  take  np  ttiose  other  matters  whidi 
we  have  been  sent  to  Farliamest  to 
■carry  through.  I  am  sura  we  are  all 
jealous  of  the  character  and  dignity  of 
the  House  of  Gommons,  and  not  lees 
hon.  Uemberfl  below  the  Gangway  thna 
in  other  parts  of  the  House,  and  I  fear 
that,  if  we  go  on  as  we  hare  been  dotog 
■of  late,  we  shall  do  much  to  lower 
«iid  impair  the  digni^  of  the  Bouse, 
Iwth  as  a  buainees-ltke  Assembly  and  as 
An  impartial  tribunal,  I  appeal  to  hon. 
Mettber^  not  to  continue  a  diuuesion 
which  is  a  wanton  waste  of  pablio  time, 
and  which  looks  like  an  attempt  ta  dis- 
■credit  the  Oommiesion,  and  not  to  set 
the  unfortunoto  precedent  of  discussing 
A  qneetion  now  under  investigatiau  by  a 
jnaiotal  tribunal. 

Ha.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  8.1 :  The 
lion.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Lubbock)  not  only 
«i:presBed  his  personal  opinion  that  the 
«tatoment — ^the  very  elaborate  and  in- 
genious statoitaent — of  the  Attorney 
Oenural  was  satisfactory  to  him,  bnt 
took  upon  himself  to  speak  in  the  name 
of  the  oountiy.  1  notice  that  certain 
Uembera  of  the  House,  especially 
Unionist  Members,  are  rery  apt  to 
apeak  in  the  name  of  the  country,  and 
yet  show  the  moat  profoond  disinclina- 
tion to  take  the  verdict  of  any  con- 
fStitnenoy,  area  of  Buoh  a  oonstitueooy 
AS  the  Unirerrity  of  London  which  the 
hon.  Baronet  represmts.  Now,  the 
Attorney  Qeneral  has  in  bis  speech 
ftdlowed  the  tactics  which  the  whole 
party  opporiee  hare  puraued  from  the 
Yery  commencement  of  this  nnfartanato 
and  miserable  bneineos ;  it  is  a  water- 
tight  compartment  policy  ^-one  old 
iftiend  goee  to  another  old  friend  and 
otD  one  is  responsible  for  what  any  one 
«lse  does.  The  Attorney  General  did  not 
■deal  with  the  chargee  made  against  him 
.as  a  whole,  bnt  aa  if  each  was  distieet 
ASd  had  no  bearing  with  any  of  the 
reet.  I  understand  the  question  to  be 
whether  ilie  Attorney  General  has 
Abused  his  poeition  as  Attorney  Gensrri 
And  at  the  Bar,  and  done  so  in  a  manner 
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which  calls  for  an  expression  of  the  con- 
demnation of  the  Committee.  Ve  are 
not  engaged  in  queetionisg  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Commission,  in  diseus- 
sing  matter  under  consideration  by  the 
Commission,  but  we  are  engaged  in  die* 
onseing  the  conduct  of  the  Attorn^ 
General  as  Attorney  General  and  aa 
Counsel  for  the  Timti  in  relation  to  one 
or  two  mattors  upon  which  the  Oom- 
miesion has  already  expressed  a  Very 
strong  and  definite  opinion.  The  At- 
torney General  commeooed  his  speech 
by  stating  that  the  right  hon.  Oentloman 
the  Helper  fur  Derby  had  assumed 
that  the  charge  as  to  the  fbrged  letters 
was  the  only  one  contained  in  the  At- 
torney General's  speech.  I  do  not  think 
the  assumption  was  at  all  warraated.  It 
was  the  main  charge,  it  was  the  heart 
of  the  whole  charge,  and  mora  than  one 
Member  sitting  oppoeito  expressed  tbat 
view  very  publicly  at  the  time  when  the 
Tory  party  had  some  hope  tbat  the  main 
and  principal  charge  would  be  brougbt 
home  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  I 
can  quite  understand  they  do  not  take 
that  view  now.  Their  sole  object  at 
preeent  seems  to  be  to  deny  their  own 
speeches  and  to  disaeeociato  themselves 
as  much  as  possible  from  their  own 
friends  and  ulies.  lu  my  opinion  the 
principal  charge  against  the  Attorney 
General  amounts  to  this,  that  he,  acting 
as  the  proeaoutor  in  a  criminal  proee- 
cntion,  because  the  proeeedings  before 
the  Commission  amoant  to  criminal 
pnwecutioD,  permitted  his  clients  to 
attempt  to  support  their  charges  by  per- 
jury, by  fraud,  by  forgery,  and  by  auboi^ 
nation  of  petj  ury ;  and,  at  a  time  when 
if  he  knew  anytlung  he  must  have  known 
that  the  Tim«»  was  supporting  its  case  as 
to  the  forged  letters  by  such  means,  he 
deliberately  shut  his  eyes  to  the  facte,  and 
continued  to  hold  his  orief  for  the  Tinitt. 
I  will  assume  for  the  moment  that  tlie 
hon.  snd  learned  Gentleman  is  the  most 
innocent  of  men.  I  will  assume  that  at 
the  time  he  held  his  brief  in  the  case  of 
O'Donnell  tkfAtnht  Walter,  he  did  not 
pledge  his  personal  credit ;  but  it  will  be 
within  the  recollection  of  every  Member 
of  the  Committee  that  in  his  statement 
in  that  case  the  hon.  Oentlemab  stated 
jitively  and  distinctly  —  say,  if  you 
;e,  from  his  instructions— 4faat  the 
fiwuw  had  used  every  possible  means 
and  applied  every  poosible  test  to  die. 
cover  whether  the  letters  were  authentic' 
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at  not  The  first  ioquirj  I  mako  is, 
whcm  he  nuule  that  statement  in  Court, 
budhein  his  brief  materials  joitifjing 
the  atatsmant  f  The  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  has  told  ua  iiuit  when  the 
criais  was  reached  he  felt  it  his  dn^  to 
lay  before  the  CommiBsion  every  particle 
of  evidence  be  had  relating  to  the  letters, 
and  that  that  vas  his  justi^oatioii  for 
putting  on  the  table  a  man  whom 
ns  most  have  known,  or  must  stronsly 
hare  aiupeoted,  had  intended  and  did 
intend  to  perjure  himaeU.  If  the  2imt§ 
had  no  other  eridenca  as  to  the  genuine* 
neaa  af  the  letters  than  the  rare  and 
nnaopported  eridenoe  of  Pigott,  how  did 
it  oome  to  pass  that  this  experienced 
counsel,  the  leader  of  the  English  Bar, 
stated  that  the  TintM  bad  uxei  every 
poaeible  means  to  test  the  authenticity 
of  the  letters?  Either  the  statement  was 
made  vitjtkout  a  particle  ol  foundatioQ, 
or  else  the  learned  Gentleman  has  not 
done  what  ha  said  he  would  do — laid 
before  the  Commiaaion  every  particle  of 
evidence  in  bis  poasesnon  bearing  upon 
the  history  and  authentioitj  of  the 
letters.  I  cannot  assume  for  an  instant 
the  Tim*i  briefed  him  pieoemeal;  he 
mua(  have  had  the  facts  before  him 
ii^  the  first  instance  or  not  at  aU. 
I  cannot  conceive  that  a  man  of 
his  poeitiou  and  eminence  at  the 
Bar  would  allow  himself  to  be  bottle- 
fed  day  by  day  with  his  facta.  But 
ia  November,  at  any  rate,  the  At- 
torney General  had  a  statement  from 
Hgott  which,  read  between  the  lines, 
dearly  showed  Pigott  feared  oroas- 
euuDination ;  indeed,  be  said  if  the 
Tiwu*  depended  upon  hia  evidence  he 
oooU  pr^  qothing.  With  these  facts 
'"''-—  *"- 1  the  Attorney  General  must 
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have  seen  he  ounld  not  hope  to  prove 
to  the  satiafaotion  of  the  Oourt  that  the 
letters  were  genuine.  When  he  got 
Pigott'a  letter  in  Decembn-,  had  he 
in  his  brief  a  particle  of  evidenoe 
that  the  Timtt  had  made  the  least  at- 
tend to  test  the  authenticity  of  the 
letters  7  If  be  had  be  was  bound  to 
prodnoe  it.  If  he  had  not  it,  why  did 
he  not  go  to  the  Timtt  and  say  to  them, 
"  Ton  Eave  retained  me  with  the  assent. 
of  the  Ooremment ;  upon  my  instruc- 
tions I  made  a  statement  in  Oourt  soma 
months  ago ;  I  now  find  from  my  brief 
there  is  not  a  single  iota  of  eridenoe 
b^rimd  the  statement  of  Pigott;  you 
have  p|it  a  lie  into  my.  mouth,  and  I 
Mr.  CSsHM 


{OOUUONSl  CMl  8tnie«:  eO» 

decline  to  act  further  for  you  ?"  That 
would  have  been  an  hononrable  and 
npright  course  to  adopt,  bat  tram  his- 
statement,  it  does  not  appear  he  knew 
Pigott  was  a  broken  rmd ;  ho  did  not 
make  any  inquiry  aa  to  whether  the 
TimM  had  anything  to  Bubstantiata  the- 
statement  he  made  months  before.  The 
hoa.  and  teamed  Gentleman  said  to- 
night that  he  could  not  vonoh  for  the 
authenticity  of  the  letters.  I  agree 
with  him  in  a  limited  sense.  He  prao- 
tioally  pledged  bis  credit  aa  an  (Aoer 
of  the  Crown,  and  aa  the  Leader  of  the- 
Engliah  Bar,  that  the  material  in  hia 
brief  was  suffioiant  to  entitle  him,  aa  a. 
prudent  and  experienced  oouosel,  to 
say  that  he  could  prove  the  truth  of 
the  letters.  I  tbmk  I  am  entitlod. 
to  asaume  that  some  time  in  Deoember- 
the  Attorney  General  had  full  notioe  of' 
the  fact  that  the  TVmm  had  put  a.  lie  in- 
his  mouth.  Still  he  rwnained  oounael 
for  the  Timn.  He  says  it  is  not  the- 
duty  of  a  counsel  to  satisfy  himself  as- 
to  the  reality  or  truthfulness  ot  every 
witness  he  calls.  That  is  undoubtedly 
true ;  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Geatlo- 
man  ought  to  have  gone  on  to  say  thero- 
is  a  grave  and  serious  distinction  be- 
tween the  position  of  a  counsel  for  a 
prisoner  oracoused,  who  is  bound  to  use- 
every  reasonable  and  honest  endeavour- 
to  reaoue  his  client  from  peril  and  dan- 
ger,  and  the  counsel  for  the  proeeontioD.. 
The  latter  ia  practically  charged  with 
the  fair  and  just  execution  of  the  dimi- 
nal  law,  and  ia  bound  only  to  use  the- 
moat  scrupulously  honourable  wea^na 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  a  oonviotion  r- 
he  ia  bound  to  assure  himself,  that  in 
hia  instructions  he  usee  no  Indirect,  no- 
disgraceful,  no  dishonest  instruments. 
In  new  of  what  has  happened  in  this 
case,  I  do  not  think  the  Attorney  Gene- 
rat  made  any  attempt  to  satisfy  himaelf ' 
that  those  who  instmoted  him  had  don» 
anything  to  teat  their  caae.  From, 
witnaas  after  witaeaa  whom  the  Attor- 


were  burnt,  and  evidi 
material  and  valuable  charaotar  got  rid. 
of.  Yet,  in  face  of  all  these  facta,  the 
Attorney  General  continued  to  atruggte' 
on  in  thia  deaperate  oaae.  Once  he  was 
aieted  with  the  knowledge  of  the  taot- 
that  the  Timet  bad  undertaken  a  hope- 
less case,  and  acted  in  a  disgraceful  and. 
dishonourable  fashion,  it  was  the  hon- 
and  learned  Gentleman's  duty  to  di»- 
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SMocute  Mmealf  from  the  attempt  to 
oldsiii  tb»  oonriotion  of  hia  poGtioal 
oppoDents  by  anch  means.  Tlie  At- 
torneT  Q«neral  took  to  himself  gireat 
etodit  that  he  produced  to  the  hun. 
■ad  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
&w  Hsokoejr  (ISb  0.  Bueselt)  Pigott's 
l«ttar  five  days  before  Figott'a 
MEandnation.  On  examination,  how- 
•rer,  it  tanu  out  that  instead  of 
nootaneouely  and  geaeroasly  ofTuring 
the  boa.  and  learned  Hember  for 
Haoknay  the  letter,  the  letter  was  forced 
out  of  him.  The  solicitor  for  the  Tiwit$ 
baring  mentioned  the  exietence  of  the 
document,  the  counael  for  the  aooused 
was  entitled  tosee  it.  Yetthe  Attorney 
General  elicited  cheers  from  the 
crowded  benohes  behind  him  by  imply- 
ing that  he  gave,  as  a  matter  of 
oourtesy,  what  was  dragged  out  of  him 
by  the  exigencies  of  the  case.  Now  I 
oome  to  the  last,  but  I  tbiak  a  very 
grave,  portion  of  the  indictment  made 
against  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. When  it  was  proved  that  the 
letters  were  forgeries,  any  fair,  not  to 
•ay  generous,  opponent,  would  frankly 
and  freely  have  submitted  that  part  of 
the  case  to  the  judgment  of  the  Court. 
But  what  course  did  the  Attorney 
General  adopt?  He  applied  to  the 
Court  for  permission  to  withdraw  from 
their  consideration  the  question  of  the 
Kenuineness  or  the  authenticity  of  the 
jetters.  He  did  not  say  ' '  I  oonsent  that 
jodgmeat  should  go  against  me  on  this 
point."  No,  he  said,  "  Now  we  have 
fidled  to  prove  anything,  would  you  be 
BO  good  as  to  allow  us  to  withdraw  this 
qoeation  from  yourooDsideration?"  He 
£d  not  withdraw  the  letters  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  proved  pretty  oon- 
olonvely  that  the  letters  were  toi^erles, 
not  on  the  ground  that  the  Uembers 
implicated  had  expressed  their  williog- 
neas  to  go  into  the  witness  box  and 
swear  the  letters  were  forgeries,  but  on 
the  ground  that  the  evidence  up  to  the 
point  given  by  the  hon.  Gentluaan's 
allies  and  clients  was  not  suffldent  when 
viewed  by  the  strict  and  harsh  rules  of 
law  to  entitle  him  to  call  upon  the 
Oourt  to  find  the  letters  were  authentic 
and  genuine.  Nothing  moredisgraoaful 
can  well  be  conceived,  and  I  do  not 
believe  there  is  another  oounaal 
at  the  Bar  who  would  have  done 
anything  under  such  oirumstanoes 
but  pray  the  Oourt  to  then  and  there 
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pronounce  judgment  on  the  letters.  Did 
the  Attorney  General  express  regret  tV 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oork,  who  had  been 
slandered  and  traduced  on  every' 
Unionist  platform  and  by  every  Prim- 
rose Dame  in  England  F  Did  he  expresr 
regret  that  the  letters  had  been  used  at 
every  election  against  the  Home  Bole 
oan^dates  ?  Not  a  bit.  Did  he  exprew 
regret  to  the  hon.  Member  who  for  such 
a  length  of  time  haJ  laboured  under 
horrible  imputations?  No.  He  simply 
expressed  regret  that  the  letters  had 
been  published,  not  that  they  had  been 
bought  by  the  IRmu,  not  that  they  had 
been  used  in  private  circles  for  month* 
before  they  were  published,  not  that  they 
had  been  used  on  the  morning  of  th» 
Division  upon  the  Second  Beading  of  th» 
Crimes  Bill,  not  that  they  bad  been  th» 
foundation  upon  which  "  Farnellism  and 
Crime  "  had  been  built,  hut  simply  an£ 
solely  that  they  had  been  published.  The- 
statemeut  in  the  Tim**  itself  siBiDly 
amounted  to  an  expression  of  regret  tnat 
they  had  failed  to  prove  the  letters,  not 
that  they  had  recklessly  published  them^ 
or  that  they  had  used  them  so  nnacrupur 
lonsly  against  their  political  opponente. 
I  am  sorry  to  use  anything  like  stion^ 
language  agaiust  any  opponent,  but 
I  must  express  my  sinoere  anS 
profound  conviction  that  there  is  not 
another  counsel  in  England  who  would 
adopt  the  dishonourable,  the  shabbyr 
and  the  heartless  tactics  which  have  been 
adopted  in  this  case  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  represente  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  Tinu*  at 
one  and  the  same  time. 
*Mb.  i>k  lisle  (Laieeaterahir*, 
Mid.) :  Perhaps  I  may  be  permitted 
M  make  a  few  observations  upon  this 
grave  and  unfortunate  subject.  I 
regret  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby,  in  opening  ths 
debate,  did  not  show  us  exactly  what 
he  was  driving  at  by  moving  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  salary  of  the  Attomey 
General.  The  last  speaker  has,  however, 
put  the  question  very  plainly  i  it  ia, 
briefly  stated,  whether  the  Attorney 
Glennal  has  abused  his  position  n 
Attorney  General  in  the  fiufilment  of 
his  duties  as  oounsel  for  the  n'MM. 
Amongst  other  things,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  Ohanoe) 
complained  of  the  manner  in  which  th» 
Attorney  General  withdrew  the  lettera 
from  the   oonsideration  of   the  Court, 
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^d  that  tiia  boo.  and  learned  GentlMnan 
ought  not  to  hare  asked  penniMion 
to  withdraw  the  letters,  but  should  have 
asked  the  OommisMoa  to  nt  in  jodgmant 
ii^on  them.  I  snppofla  the  B<^al  Gom- 
miBsioDers  will  in  doe  oourse  pronatmoe 
ven  daoidedlj  apon  the  letters,  and  lo  far 
as  I  underetaad  the  matter  the  Attoiney 
Oeneral  has  shown  no  desire  to  erade 
the  question  of  the  letters,  in  fact,  he  has 
invited  the  oondenmatieu  of  the  Judges 
on  that  portion  of  the  eridenoe.  ^caaa  of 
us  think  it  would  have  been  better  if  the 
withdrawal  had  not  been  made  so 
promptly,  because  in  our  opinion  there 
were  many  incidents  in  oonneotion  with 
that  portion  of  the  eridence  which  we 
ahottld  hare  liked  to  hare  seen  entirely 
and  absolutely  cleared  up.  Personally, 
in  speeshee  delivBred  in  my  oonatituency 
and  elsewhere  I  hare  never  said  I 
beUeved  in  the  letters ;  on  the  oontraiy, 
I  have  always  said  I  thought  it  woiud 
be  impoesible  to  prove  them  to  be 
genuine  even  if  they  were  genuine. 

The  chairman  ;  Order,  order. 
The  question  before  the  Oommittea  is 
not  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Uembw  but 
the  action  of  the  Attorney  Qeneral. 

*Mb.  ds  USXJR:  I  think  I  shall  be 
in  Older,  however,  in  saying  ia  reply  to 
the  attack  upon  our  integrity  by  the 
last  speaker,  that  when  we  on  this  side 
of  the  House  voted  fo.r  the  appointment 
of  the  Commission  we  then  voted  sin- 
oerely  and  absolutely  in  the  intereet  of 
truth  andjostioe. 

Tei  UHAIBMAN  :  The  question  be- 
fore the  Committee  strictly  relates  to  the 
action  of  the  Attorney  General. 

•Ua.  Dx  LISLE :  It  seems  to  me,  Sir, 
that  the  Debate  has  travelled  very  fsr 
beyond  the  immediate  action  of  the 
Attoniev  General ;  but  I  will  say  at 
once  I  don't  think  the  Attorney  General 
has  in  any  way  forfeited  the  confidenoe 
oPthe  Government  or  of  the  House  be- 
cause, when  certain  portions  of  the  evi- 
denoe  broke  down,  he  did  not  there  and 
then  throw  up  his  brief.  The  Attorney 
Qeneral  was  engaged,  as  I  onderstand, 
is  tnoving  the  truth  of  the  allegations 
oontained  in  "Pamelliam  and  (hime," 
and,  therefbre,  I  think  I  shall  he  in  order 


op  very  well  the  charges 

"Wa  n^wiul  our    (tiidii„    „    

Thar  ^  aot  sfftot  to  b«  complete.    IlieT  ua 
flude  on  a  onnory  •xuninatfon  of  ■  nasll  por- 
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Ute  pnblithed  avidtooe.    Tksy  hsve, 

,  revealed  atarly  all  the  obieIiBMib«n 

of  the  flnt  UoBM  Bole  ICinutiT— Hr.  FansQ 
tdmseU,  Ur.  Jutin  IFOsraij,  lb.  T.  F. 
O'Ooaoor,  Mr.  Beztoo,  Mr.  Arthur  OYIodbo^ 
Ur.  Bealjr,  Mr.  Binu,  the  Meess.  Badnioii£ 
Mr.  Williun  O'Bnen,  sad  Davitt— la  bade 
and  traffio  wMt  avowed  dynsnileM  sad 
known  conbriTen  of  mtiidM.  AapU  na- 
teml*  for  a  fnllw  tnatansnl  esuU  in  the  Uis 
of  Irish,  ADMrioaa,  and  EngUah  newipapas. 
Bnt  there  it  other  aridnoa  hitherto  nn- 
poblidied.  A*  Lord  Smow  told  the  UUte* 
LoniHsli  mi  Watetloa  Dsr,  the  year  brfon  hs 
dewBted  them,  'We  kv*  yet  lo  deal  iritL 
crime  DDdJaooTeTad,  learat  emiipiiac^,  and 
threadi  which  miiit  be  nniavellad. 

It  seems  to  me  onr  discussion  is  reaHy 
premature ;  the  case  is  tutjudiee,  and  I 
oannot  ooneeive  what  re^>ect  for  the  law 
and  the  Courts  of  Justice,  and  for  the 
traditions  of  this  House,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  can 
hare  when  he  starts  a  debate  of  this 
kind.  Unfortunately,  an  attempt  has 
been  made  to  make  the  whole  of  thia 
qnestioB  ot  Pametlism  aad  Crime  depend 
npon  the  fact  whether  these  letters  are 
genuine  or  auL  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
ttie  Member  for  the  SootWd  Diririoo  of 
Liverpool  C^^-  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had 
been  present,  I  should  hare  asked  bim 
why,  when  he  was  speaking  to-night 
and  making  an  attack  upon  the  Oommia- 
sion  itself,  and  only  indireotly  upoa 
the  conduct  of  the  Attorney  Oennal, 
he  did  not  repeat  the  cbslrge  which 
appeared  on  the  Slat  of  March  in  a 
newspaper  of  which  he  is  presumably 
the  editor — a  charge  of  base  conspiracy 
to  procure  what  he  knew  to  be  false  and 
peijured  evidence  ?  Perhape  I  naay 
point  out  that  amongst  the  charges  in 
"Pamellism  and  Crime"  not  yet  de- 
uided,  bnt  of  whioh  the  Attorney 
General,  in  the  proeeoution  of  hie  du^i 
will  do  his  utmost  to  aeoertain  the  tmth 
or  faltebood,  namely,  the  charae  a^inot 
the  Member  fbr  the  Scotland  DivisioB  of 
Liverpool.  It  occurs  in  the  first  issue  in 
Pamdlism  and  Crime  —  and  is  as 
follows— 

Tkb  CHAIBHAN  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  is  very  nnnecnaearily  extending 
the  Boope  of  the  debate  by  entering  into 
that  branch  of  the  argnment. 
*Ub.  db  LISLE:  I  bow  to  your 
ruling,  t&,  and  will  simply  say  that  ia 
n^  opinion  the  Attorney  General  has  so 
tar  ocmduoted  this  case,  not  only  with 
the  utooost  regard  for  his  politiaal 
c^ponenta,  but  in  a  manner  which,  will 
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•dd  ev«rlutingl7  to  faia  fame.  When 
"dia  loquicy  oomea  to  an  end,  I  shall  be 
•ddtghted  if  every  one  of  th«  chaises 
hare  been  proved  to  be  as  groandleea  aa 
-the  eharsM  with  regard  to  the  letten. 
I  feet  tnat  the  attack  made  on  the 
Attorney  Oeneral  by  the  hon.  Uember 
fbr  Durby  will  oertMnly  redound  to  his 
^everlasting  shame.  He  has  held  high 
«ffioe  aa- Irish  Secretary  and  Home 
JSeoretaiy,  and  knows  perhaps  better 
than  any  man  in  the  oonnt^  whether 
the  main  charges  are  tme  or  false. 

Ha.  J.  BBDUOND  (Wexfotd,  N.) : 
Ur.  Uhairman,  the  Attorney  Qeneral,  at 
ihe  dose  of  his  speech,  ezpreosed  a 
feeling  of  pity  for  those  who  had  prosti- 
tuted, in  his  opinion,  their  pontione  for 
party  ends.  I  think  the  feeling  of  pi^ 
m  tliat 'regard  was  not  oonflned  entirely 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentieman  s 
breast.  I  think  a  feeling  of  pi^  was 
iett  very  generally  in  the  Home  lot  the 
lion,  and  learned  Gentleman  himself  as 
he  spoke.  To  me  it  was  a  ptiful 
weotacle  to  see  tbe  leader  of  the 
English  Bar  obliged  to  come  to  the  Table 
and  make  the  kind  of  apology  for  his  con- 
duct— in  a  great  State  inquiry  of  this 
kind— which  the  hon.  and  learned Gentle- 
man  was  oooetrained  to  make  to-night. 
Now,  I  desire  to  follow,  as  far  as  I  can, 
the  moderation  of  tba  tone  of  the 
apeech  with  which  the  subject  was 
JBtrodnoed  to-night.  ["Oh,  oh."]  Tes, 
if  there  was  one  thing  more  remarkable 
then  another  in  tbe  two  first  speeches  in 
the  debate,  it  was  the  contrast  between 
tbe  moderate  and  jodioial  tone  of  tbe 
right  l^on.  Oentlemao,  the  Uember  fi^r 
Derby,  and  the  tone  of  heated  passion 
with  which  the  Attorney  G«neral 
oddreased  himself  to  the  accusations.  I 
•nbmit  that,  with  referenoe  to  many 
of  the  charges  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  defenoe  has  been  a  futile 
«nd  absurd  system  of  evasion.  The 
Attorney  General  mentions  that  he  had 
«n  absolute  right  to  take  a  brief  on 
behalf  of  the  TlWt.  The  tight  hon. 
Oentleman,  the  Uember  for  Dwby,  did 
not  say  the  Attorney  General  had  no 
ieobnioal  right  to  takt  a  brief  for  the 
TiwiM,  hut  what  he  did  contest  was,  that 
^e  Attorney  General  had  any  moral 
na^t  to  tue  that  class  of  business 
'vnloh,  by  its  oharaoter  and  the  time 
which  it  involved,  incapacitated  the 
Attomey'Genersl  fibm  the  fblfitodent  of 
the  duties  whieh  he  owed  to  tbe  State. 


The  very  first  question  oaked  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was,  didt.he  or, 
did  he  not  advisa  tbe  Goremawat,  at 
which  he  is  Oluef  Law  Officer,  as  to  the 
Special  Commission  Act  when  it  was 
introduced  in  the  House  ?  If  he  did  not 
advise  the  Ooveroment  in  that  matter, , 
then  he  abdicated  his  functions ;  on  Ha 
other  hand,  if  he  did  advise  tiis 
Government  in  the  matter,  we  have  tha 
spectacle  of  the  Law  Offleer  of  the  Crown 
advising  the  Government  as  to  an  ior 
quiry  in  which  he  was  to  take  a  leading 
part  on  behalf  of  the  accusers.  The 
Attorney  General  says  that  tlus  is  a 
private  inquiry.  The  fiome  Secreta^, 
who  had  charge  of  tbe  Speoial  Oommis* 
sion  Bill  during  its  passage  through  the 
House,  said  last  night  that,  so  far  fixH» 
this  being  a  private  inquiry  it  is  a  State 
inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  the  enem^ 
of  the  dueen,  and  I  think  one  of  the 
admissions  of  the  Attorney  General 
bimself  goes  far  to  show  that  this  ia 
not  an  ordinary  private  inquiir.  1%e 
right  hon.  GentlemaD  the  Uember 
for  Derby  asked  tbe  Attorney  Generd 
whether,  before  taking  his  brief,  he  bad 
obtained  the  assent  of  the  Govenuoen^ 
and  tbe  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
reply  was  that  be  had.  Are  we  to  un- 
derstand that  before  taking  a  brief  in 
some  ordinary  commercial  case  in  the 
Courts  the  Attorney  General  has  to  get 
the  consent  of  the  Mlnistiy  ?  No,  Sir, 
the  Attorney  General  asked  for  the  as- 
sent of  hie  oolleagues,  and  obtained  it, 
because  this  is  a  great  State  inquiry. 
Now,  the  real  charge  appears  to  me  to 
be  this.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man knew  that  Hgott  was  the  souroe  of 
tbe  letters.  Why,  when  he  knew  that, 
did  he  notin  his  position  as  counsel  order 
adequate  inquinee  to  be  made  into  tbe 
character  and  antecedents  of  the  witness 
upon  whose  testimony  alone  the  letters 
depended  f  Did  he  satisfy  bimself  that 
he  oonid  by  evidence  which  was  in  bis 
brief  ^ove  the  allegations  about  tbe  let- 
ters ?  wlien,  having  been  of  opinion  that 
the  evidence  placed  before  him  entitled 
bim  to  SBT  that  he  could  prove  the  letters, 
did  he  Bunsequently  come  into  posseseion 
of  facts  that  caused  bim  to  alter  that 
opinion  f  We  know  what  was  his 
opinion  in  July,  1886.  Speaking  on 
this  matter,  he  said  every  poewble 
means  had  been  taken  to  test  the 
authenticity  of  tbe  letters ;  among  othw 
meana,   a   comparison  of   handwriting 


jo^CjOOglC 


Suppfy^ 


had  beftn  used.  In  that  Mme  month  of 
Jnly.  writing  npon  the  resnlt  of  th« 
O'Donnall  ».  Wtltor  action,  the  JSmtt 
said  the  charges  rested  no  longer  on  the 
statement  of  a  newspaper,  but  that  they 
now  "  rested  on  a  solemn  Htstement  in 
Court  of  the  Head  of  the  English  Bar," 
sad  that  the  official  character  of  th» 
rwht  hon.  Gentleman  afforded  "an 
aberfnte^  goarantee "  that,  in  his 
learned  judgment,  he  oould  prove  the 
•marge.  The  Attorney  General  used 
even  stronger  words  in  this  House. 
Bpeahing  on  Jnly  4,  1888,  he  said 
tnis— 

"  The  whole  of  the  oB«e  which  I  opened  I 
w«  mepKred  to  prove,  uid,  if  I  am  coonselfor 
™>./'""  "«"in.  I  "haU  be  prep^  to  prove. 
Undenoe  it  anilable  whenerer  it  ii  wsnted." 

Now  he  is  indignant  because  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  W.  Haroourt) 
stated  that  the  Attorney  General 
TOuohed  for  the  letters ;  but  I  am 
justified,  after  these  sUtements  at  the 
outset,  from  the  sUtement  in  the  TVmmi, 
and  from  his  statement  in  the  House, 
that  he  bad  endence  to  prove  the  whole 
of  the  case— I  am  justified,  in  the  face 
of  these  etatemente,  in  asserting  that 
he  did  vouch  for  the  authenticity 
of  the  letters.  Of  course,  we  quite 
understand  the  distinction  drawn  l^the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  as  to  the 
opinion  of  counsel ;  of  course,  in  saying 
he  vouched  for  the  letters,  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  he  was  expressing  his  per- 
sonal opmion  that  the  letters  were 
genume.  Do  not  let  me  be  misundw- 
«tood— that  would  have  been  an  im- 
proper and  UDprofeesional  thing  to  have 
done;  but  he  did  voudi  that,  in  his 
opinion,  as  one  of  the  oldest  and  best- 
trained  lawyers  at  the  English  Bar,  an 
^nion  given  with  the  information  he- 
few  him,  the  evidence  would  be  suffi- 
raent  to  prove  the  letters.  Then,  I 
say,  IB  it  not  a  dishonest  subterfuge  for 
Members  to  play  on  the  word  '■  vouch  "  ? 
Though  he  repeatedly  said,  in  and  out 
M  the  House,  he  had  evidence  to  prove 
tte  letters  authentic,  be  now  says  he 
^d  not  vouch  for  the  letters,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  mistaken  in 
saying  that  he  did.  Thatwashisposition 
*"•  J  i''  ^°^  *°°8  did  that  state  of 
nund  last  ?  I  am  quite  sure  that  when 
the  Attorney  General  made  his  state- 
ment in  July  he  beUered  his  evidence, 
and  thought  be  was  in  a  position  to 
prove  the  authenticity  of  the  letters; 
Mr.  /.  &»dm,Ml 
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.  ,  ong  ( 
position  ?  There  is  another  question  I)» 
tias  not  answered.  When  did  he  first 
hear  of  Pigott  as  the  source  of  these 
letters  7  I  understand  him  to  say  that 
it  was  in  the  middle  of  Deoamber  ha 
first    saw    the    letters    of   November 

19th 

•8iB  R.  WEBSTER :  On  the  28rd  or 
34th  of  October.  f^MB 

Ub.  J.  REDMOND :  I  am  glad  to 
know  that  at  the  date  of  the  opening- 
of  the  Commission  he  was  aware  that 
Pigott  was  the  source  of  these  letters. 
I  do  uot  know  whether  the  Attorney- 
General  will  favour  the  Oomioittee  agaiit 
on  this  subject  before  the  Vote  is  passed, 
but  I  think  many  Members  will  be  in- 
terested to  know  what  stops  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  advised  his  clients  to 
take  as  soon  as  he  heard  that  P>^>tt 
was  the  source  of  these  letters.  Did 
he  order  his  solicitor  to  institute  any  in- 
quin  into  the  character  and  anteoedenta 
of  Pigott  t  He  heard  in  October  that 
Pigott  was  the  source  of  the  letters,  hut 
he  only  heard  in  the  middle  of  December 
that  Pigott  had  written  the  tetter  C^ 
November  t7th,  in  which  he  stated  he 
should  break  down  under  laoes-ezami- 
nation.  Did  he  before  he  had  that  letter 
cause  any  inquiry  to  be  made  into  th& 
character  of  Pigott  P  Did  he  ask  Mr. 
Soames  why  the  letter  of  November  17th 
was  kept  back  from  him  for  a  month  F* 
Did  he  ask  Mr.  Soames  if  he  had  mad» 
any  inquiry  into  the  anteoedents  and 
character  of  ]^gott  f  If  not,  why  not  ? 
The  Attorney  General  has  not  informed 
us  when  he  learned  for  the  first  tiin» 
that  Houston— one  of  the  gangofoon- 
spirators — had  destroyed  thecorrespond- 
enoebetweenhimselfandPigott?  When, 
he  heard  the  oorreepondenoe  had  been, 
destroyed,  immediately  after  Houston 
was  subpoenaed  by  the  hon,  Member 
for  Cork,  did  he  then  know  that  I^gutt, 
the  source  of  the  letters,  had  a  chaMuotar 
of  the  veiy  worst  kindf  Knowing 
Pigott  had  said  his  evidence  would 
break  down,  did  he,  because  of  tiiat 
letter,  alter  the  opinion  he  held  in  July, 
that  he  had  sufficient  evidence  to  provo 
the  authenticity  of  the  leUers  ?  I  haver 
to  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemaa 
another  thing.  He  alluded  to  the  state- 
ment  of  Figott,  made,  I  think,  oa 
October  I9tfa,  to  show  that  he  was  in 
possession,  or  his  soUsitor  was  in*  pos- 
session, of  a  statement  from  Pigott  that 
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the  Uttera  wen  genuine.  Now,  unless 
I  tm  greatly  miBtaken,  that  statemeat 
of  FiRott  wu  mode  inunediatelj  after 
he  hod  been  ooouBed  b;  mj  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  fer  Cork,  at  a  personal 
interriew,  of  being  ruilty  of  forgeries  on 
certain  banks  in  Iruond  in  oertain  oom- 
meroiat  matters.  Did  the  Attcnnoy 
General  know  when  the  Commission 
opened  of  thie  itatemant  of  IHgott'a,  and 
(rf  thie  ooousation,  and  if  so,  did  he  order 
any  ioTeatigation  to  be  made?  Ah! 
we  have  the  evidenoe  of  ICr.  Soames, 
who  was  asked— 

"When yon  mw tlie  tbttomeDt  of  Pigott,  and 
knew  that  he  wu  sccasad  of  fraud  in  commei- 
cul  matters,  did  jou  isititate  any  ioquiry  P  " 
Ur.SoMnes.onexaminadon,  had  to  admit 
that  hedidsotorderanyiaTeetigalion  to 
be  made  into  the  truth  of  the  aUagadons 
of  forgery  against  Pigott,  that  he  did 
not  apply  to  the  banks  which  it  was 
alleged  Figott  had  swindled  by  forged 
documents.  In  foot,  Ur.  Soames,  in  the 
innocence  of  his  heart,  and  acting  on 
the  inatmotions  of  the  Attorney  General, 
accepted  the  statement  of  Figott  that 
the  acouaation  of  forgery  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  was  untrue.  The 
Attorney  Qeneral  thinks  we  object  to 
hie  having  put  Pigott  in  the  box,  but  it 
seems  to  me  nobody  has  made  that 
aocaiation,  and  it  would  be  an  absurd 
one  to  moke.  Of  course,  he  was  obliged 
to  put  Figott  in  the  box  ;  he  knew  that  if 
he  did  not  do  so  we  would.  He  knew  that, 
osa  matteroffoot,  wphad  sabpteoaedhim 
before  the  TViua  subpcenaed  him  at  all. 
But  that  is  not  oar  aoousatioa  ;  onr  com- 
plaint is  not  that  he  did  put  Figott  in 
the  box,  but  that  he  did  not  put  him  in 
the  box  long  before.  What  is  the  posi- 
tion in  whiofa  the  Attorney  General 
Btanda  in  refereuce  to  the  letters  7  He 
had  stated,  and  he  acted  on  his  belief, 
solemnly  expressed,  or  his  responsibility, 
that  he  could  prove  them  by  sufficient 
eridanee  in  his  possession.  In  Deoem- 
ber,  at  latest,  he  learned  that  the  evidence 
on  which  he  made  that  statement  was  un- 
reliable. What  did  he  doinl>eoamber? 
He  either  inquired  fully  into  the  cha- 
racter of  Figott  and  the  character  of  his 
evidenoe,  or  he  did  not.  If  he  inquired 
fully  into  the  matter  through  his  solicitor, 
then  he  must  have  known  long  before 
Ohristmas  that  the  whole  story  about  the 
letters  was  an  infamous  oooeoeiion — a 
foul  oonspizacy  oa  the  part  of  a  number 
of  men— and  that  the  allegation  about 


evidence  of  the  tetters  could  not  be  moin-r 
tained.  If  he  did  not  inquire,  his  pori- 
tion  is  still  more  humiliating  to  him.  On. 
his  responsibility  he  stated  he  oould> 
prove  the  letters,  yet  what  did  he  dof^ 
This  ii  my  accusation  against  him.  Aa- 
Boon  as  be  found  that  the  evidenoe  on^ 
which  he  relied  was  tainted,  that  mor 
ment,  in  oommon  fairness  to  ua,  in  jus- 
tioe  to  the  whole  community,  he  ought) 
at  once  to  have  put  Figott  in  the  hox, 
and  have  passed  over  the  interminable 
reading  of  pooches  and  estraotsfrom  th» 
IruA  iPorld  and  other  papers.  No ;  hisr 
statement  that  he  oould  prove  the  letters 
waa.allowed  to  remain  on  the  public  mind^ 
and, the  Titau  was  allowed  to  continue) 
to  say  that  the  official  character  of  the- 
Attorney  General  was  sufficient  guar- 
antee of  the  absolute  authenticity  of 
the  letters.  He  did  not  say  that 
it  hod  come  to  his  knowledge  that 
the  evidenoe  on  which  he  rslied- 
was  tainted  and  unworthy,  he  oon- 
tinued  to  allow  these  calumnies  to  be 
spread  abroad,  he  continued  to  allow 
ms  own  calumnies,  as  they  turned  out  to 
be,  as  to  the  evidence  on  which  he 
relied,  to  reoiain  on  the  minds  of  the' 
people,  putting  off  to  the  last  poasible- 
momeat  the  investigation  of  the  case  as 
regarded  the  letters.  My  accusation  is 
not  that  he  did  put  Figott  in  the  box, 
but  that  he  did  not  put  him  in  the  bor 
the  moment  it  became  apparent  that' 
this  part  of  his  case  oould  not  be- 
sustain sd.  When  he  came  to  that 
opinion,  every  moment  of  delay  was 
cowardly  and  criminal.  The  Attorney 
General  complains  that  the  right  hon. 
GentlemantheMemberforDerby  accused 
him  of  putting  off  investigation  while 
he  piled  up  a  mass  of  prejudice  agwnst 
the  hon.  SCember  for  Cork,  but  what 
else  was  the  meaning  or,  at  any  rate, 
what  else  was  the  effect,  of  the  delay  in 
enteriag  on  the  case  of  the  letters?  He 
cannot  say  it  was  postponed  beoause  he 
had  to  follow  the  regular  eourse  of  the 
case,  beeause  everybody  who  has  paid, 
the  most  cursory  attention  to  the  conduct 
of  the  ease,  knows  that  nothing  oould 
be  more  irregular  than  the  mauner  in 
which  the  TnMt  counsel  jumped  from, 
one  port  of  the  ooee  to  another,  and  knowS' 
that  he  deliberately  put  off  investigation, 
because  it  had  come  to  his  knowledge- 
that  the  evidenoe  on  which  he  had, 
premised  to  prove  the  letters  was  tainted- 
and  not  to  be  relied  on.    In  self-defeno*- 
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^k*  hon.  and  iMrned  QeDtlemaa  rafsrt 
to  his  dntj  to  support  th«  indiot- 
ment,  and  ne  qnotod  the  words  of  the 
Lord  Ohief  Jostics  ai  to  the  ohanutw 
of  the  indietment.  He  Mid,  I  think,  in 
jtutifiofttion  for'  Butting  off  the  letters 
that  after  all  this  was  not  the  praTeet 
all^ation ;  grare,  he  said,  as  waa  the 
-oharae  in  i^ard  to  %\wfaeiimi:»  letters, 
•equaUj  grave  were  the  other  diargee. 
Now  let  me  oall  attentioo  to  words  lued 
^in  the  House  taat  year.  In  July,  1888, 
■Hit  Attorney  General  epeakiqg  on  the 
Oommiacdon  Bill  said,  referring  to  tlie 
alleged  Pamell  letters  of  May  Ifi,  1883, 
in  which  Lord  Frederick  OaTeodlsh's 
death  was  alluded  to  as  an  aoddent : — 

'■Tha  mo«t  important  iwaa  in  the  oue  ii 
■whether  th«t  letter  wu  dgned  bj  the  Membei 
-1(»  Cork  or  not." 

.1  do  DOt  think  anybody  will  oonte&d  for 
a  moment  that  there  was  any  pretence 
that  this  was  not  the  real  oharse  in  the 
whole  series  of  libeb  until  m>m  one 
-Bonroe  and  another  the  Attorney  General 
and  those  who  acted  with  him  began  to 
find  oat  they  had  probably  been  a  little 
misled)  and  that  the  eridance  on  whioh 
>diey  were  relying  was  not  so  perfect  as 
they  thought.  What  did  the  right 
3ion.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Obamberlain)  say  ?— 
"  I  sgree  with  the  hon.  Hembar  for  Uldhun 
-Uwt  the  lett«n  conuitate  the  prinoipsl  part,  if 
-not  the  frawamun,  of  tha  ohsrgea.  aod  no  !□• 
qnirjr  woald  be  eatUfactorr  that  did  not  fire  a 
prlndpal  plaoe  to  inqairv  into  the  aathenUnty 
ofthelettan.  Ifitoanbe  moeeaefnllj' ahown 
that  tbetearefaq^e(,sU  the  rest  of  theeaae, 
whatever  it  night  be,  would  be  so  prqndloed, 
that  I  Teiy  mnoh  doabt  if  people  will  pay  mnch 
attention  to  it." 


"  If  the  Ttmei  faila  to  anatain  ita  principal 
charge— that  ia,  the  IstterB— I  do  not  ifaink 
mooh  importance  will  be  attached  to  the  oUier 
oharvea.  Anyattempt  to  pat  Mide  thia  princi- 
pal charge,  or  not  to  put  it  in  the  forefront,  will 
redound to'theirdiaorodit.  I  do  not  think  hon. 
Hemben  need  fear  in  the  sUghterti  degree  that 
:thii  charge  oan  or  will  be  avoided." 

I  hare  attempted  to  show  that  the  olaim 
of  the  Attorney  General  now,  that  he 
did  not  go  into  toe  letters  at  first  beoaiue 
they  were  not  the  principal  charge,  is 
not  an  honest  olaim— is  not  one  that  can 
be  supported  against  the  evidence  of  his 
-own  words,  as  spoken  in  this  House  las| 
.^year.  I  could  not  help  feeling  very 
mmdi  touched  by  the  eloquent  deaorip- 
Mr.  J.  Reimwd 


ttoo  riven  to-aight  hy  the  right  hon.  the 
MemMr  fbr  DeATof  Hie  spirit  in  whieh 
the  eriminal  law  is  adBdnistered  in  thu 
oonntry,  and  I  could  not  help  oontrtrt- 
ing  it— «s,  indeed,  he  did  hlnuelf— with 
that  spirit  whioh  aalmatea  the  ad- 
ministration of  Hifl  law  in  my 
oountiy.  Tha  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  the  object  of  Grown 
Proaeonton  in  England  waa  not  to  oon- 
Tiot  but  to  etfrit  the  whole  truth,  lind 
sot  to  take  the  defendant  by  anrprise. 
Unfimunately,  that  has  not  been  tha 
course  which  has  been  adopted  fay  the 
Attomn  Geneml  in  the  conduct  of  thia 
case  of  die  Tint.  IRie  Attorney 
General  hae  alluded  to  the  fact  that  two 
memben  of  the  Irish  Bar  are  associated 
with  him.  Z  am  not  going  to  ear  a 
word  against  the  Irish  Bar  as  a  body,  bat 
I  am  sorry  to  have  ta  say  this,  that  tttes» 
two  members  of  the  Irish  Bar  who  are 
engaged  in  the  case  are  men  who  are 
obie^  remarkable  as  Grown  Prose- 
cutors in  Ireland,  and  I  am  eorry  to 
hare  to  say  I  fear  their  oonnection  with 
these  BngUsh  oolleaguee  in  the  case  they 
are  oonduotinfi;  has  had  the  eSeot  of  im- 
parting into  the  conduct  of  the  case  the 
evil  traditions  which  guide  Orown  Prose- 
cutors in  Ireland,  inducing  the  desire 
rather  to  gain  a  verdict  as  if  they  were 
engaged  in  an  ordinary  civil  case  for  a 
client  than  to  elucidate  the  full  truth, 
and  not  drive  anything  hardly  or  ub- 
f airly  against  the  defendants.  The 
Attorney  General  says  he  did  nut  take 
QB  by  surprise,  and  with  an  affectation 
of  candour  which  was  so  shallow,  so 
superficial,  that  I  do  not  think  it  de- 
ceived'anybody,  and' certainly  did  not 
deceive  those  who  are  acquainted  with 
the  prooeedings  before  the  Commission, 

'•This  letter,  whieh  has  been  ao  mach  re- 
ferred to,  I  myielf  handed  to  the  hon.  anS 
learned  Member  for  Haukoej." 
But  he  forgot  to  say,  what  it  would  hare 
been  candid  to  havesud,  that  the  manner 
in  which  this  letter  was  produced  wrS 
not  by  the  Attorney  G^eral  handiqg  it 
over  to  the  counsel  for  the  Irish  Uem- 
bers  ;  he  gave  it  when  it  waa  mentioned 
in  the  cross-examination  of  Mr.  Boames 
or  Bouston,  and  after  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  South  Hackney  had 
called  for  the  letter,  and  the  Attorney 
Qenw^  was  obliged  to  hand  it  over.  I 
ask  the  Attorney  Genera!  why,  if  he 
wanted  to  be  straightforward  with  hta ' 
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opponanti,  if  he  wantod  to«ot  in  I9w 
spirit  of  (hoira  FloMontoi*  and  mm  »t 
fau  pontioD  in  thia  eoantiy,  did  ba  wait 
until  the  letter  wu  damaadad  in  the 
tmma  of  cios&<azaniiBation  t  Why  did 
ha  not  hand  it  ovw  the  nM>mant  he  re- 
oe^ved  it  from  tb,  fioamM  f  The  At- 
toney  (}«neial,T  aay,  has  pleaded  gni% 
to  the  gravw  ^Awm  agaiBat  him.  He 
knew  is  Oetobet  that  the  faon.  Uembet 
for  Cork  had  accused  Hgottofii«adsoD 
oeiiaiii  named  banks  ;  he  knew  that  on 
Nevembar  17  Plpitt  had  written  to  the 
solicitor  to  the  TttMi  saying  that  bis 
eridenoe  would  break  down.  He  knew 
all  thia,  and  yet  be  persevered  with  this 
put  of  the  ease,  and,  in  admitting  that,  I 
say.  he  entered  a  plea  of  gnill^  to  the 
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mveat  of  the  allegatlona  made  agiinst 
him  to-night.  But  he  pleaded  guilty  to 
— "—     I  may  aay— nobody  will  tUnk 


U  an  impMtiDenoe  on  my  put — I  really 
did  Ael  aony  when  the  non.  and  learned 
Gentleman  stated  at  that  TaUe  that  it 
was  his  hand  wfaioh  wrote  the 
as  it  ia  called.  It  was  a  half- 
eowardly  apology.  It  was  the 
of  a  man  who,  if  he  had  dared, 
not  hare  made  an  apology  at  aH.  It 
was  the  apolo^r  of  a  man  who,  if  he 
had  dared,  would  rather  have  tiAen  np 
the  position  that  Lord  SaHabury  has 
takeD,that  die  letters,  though  not  proved 
genuine,  might  be  gennine  aiter  all. 
The  Attorney  General  has  boen  the 
menDs  of  dmo^  a  terrible  wrong  to 
Xmibers  of  this  Bonse,  and  through 
them  to  die  pa^e  of  Ireland.  He  has 
been  the  imtmme&t  of  spreading,  of 
keeping  alive  a  seritp  of  atroauHis  umIs, 
and  wban  theee  were  pMred  to  be 
slanders  and  libels,  and  be  bad  te 
acknowledge  it,  be  bad  notthe  coorteey, 
or  the  manliness,  or  the  courage  to 
make  an  bonest  apology  for  having 
done -a  wrong  10  fais  fdlow-Hembera  in 
Ois  Bonee.  Bzaody  what  was  foretold 
when  the  OmMDosaion  Bill  waa  passing 
through  the  Honae  has  h^pened.  I 
remember  very  well  indeed  spsahing  in 
the  eonise  of  oai  diMoasiima ;  and  when  I 
eiddwe  fisared  that  by  eolaeging  the  so(^ 
t4  the  inqniiy,  tiie  speolal^  alhf;atioas 
against  the  iMm.  liember  in  Om  and 
obtain  otW  Ifembeta  wonld  be  givnt 
the  go-by— -would  'he  rdegoted  to  t^ 
bneSground— I  wns  answered  1^  the 
liaht  hen.  Oratleman  Ae  Member  tm 
West  Biimtnrham  (,Vb.  J.  Chamber- 
lain), who  said— 


"Tbeboii.Uember«ppean  to  fear  t^t  se 
.UmBUI  iidnwntheConuBiadoniriUlMdimwn 
awsj  from  tha  iovestintioii  of  the  Mrione- 
cbugea  liroiiKlit  afsiaat  him  and  liii  ooOmshM, 
and  will  ba  led  over  tbe  whole  Seld  of  Iriih 
Q^animtion  snd  friih  crime,  and  Id  this  way  a 
ttv  iMM  will  be  oonoeded.    I  put   it  to  Ui» 


UoQM  wtuther  tlie  hoc.  Uember  U  not  niaiiig- 
a  biigtMar  in  Qiit  matter  ?  Boppoang  what 
he  lean  were  actiwUf  tbe  oaae,  ^t  the  Com-- 


be  led  into  what  ii,  1^  t 

p«noa,  at  all  eviaU,  luimportsat  and  inele- 
Tant  matter,  it  ■iiiiiiii  to  ma  no  Tindioatioa 
would  bf  more  oemiJete  tlisn  *iiok  a  eoqtM  a*. 

that." 

That  is  eiactly  what  has  been  done' 
As  we  foretold,  this  ini^oiry  has  bem> 
spread  over  tba  whole  Held  of  Irislk 
cvgauization  and  Irish  crime,  and  the 
specific  aUegBtions  have  been  given  the- 
go-by.  The  inauiiy  as  to  tbe  letters  waa 
delayed  until  the  oooiuers  oould  avoid. 
it  no  longer.  What  about  other  ohatgea  ■ 
almost  as  grave?  I  maty  menkiQa,  lor 
example,  the  nfaargee  made  aghast 
mysen.  Ghrave  ohargea  were  made 
against  me  by  the  TtMn,  and  som«  of 
them  I  ej^osed  last  year,  i'  " 
tbe  TimM  to  go  into  the  evidenoe. 
tbe  Tmtt  baa  dosed  its  case,  aAd  bas- 
aot  mentioned  theee  acooaationfl.  or  any- 
thing  in  connection  wttb  diem.  Inspite- 
of  aU  this,  in  ^te  of  the  (aottos  of  dte- 
Attomey  General,  in  sirite  of  what  I  d»- 
not  hesitate  to  oaU  tbe  oowaidly,  criminal. 
oon^raey  of  those  who  arearonnd  bim^ 
if  not  under  bia  control,  the  trutli,  in. 
ndte  of  all,  prevuls,  and  I,  fbr  one, 
thank  God  for  all  this,  beoanse  I  know- 
bow  muob,  in  England,  depends  <n  how 
these  issues  are  disproved  befbra  the- 
Oommission.  It  is  not  merely  a  qaefr 
tion  of  onr  character — we  oare  littM  fbr 
that,  ezespt  so  far  as  tbe  allegationa- 
aSiect  the  cause  we  bare  at  heart.  Ifr. 
Oonrtney,  you,  and  many  otbera,  wUl 
remember  uie  time  when,  yean  ago,  w»^ 
ant  here,  and  aooasations  ta  it»- 
fonlaet  character  were  burled  aomnst 
ns  by  different  Parties  ta  the  State. 
[ZwyAfar.]  Wall,  I  do  not  see  that- 
there  is  any  secret  about  it;  Idonotsee 
there  is  any  reason  why  lu>n.  Uembera- 
opposite  should  langb.  1!h9  past  may 
be  forgiven,  and  even  forgotten,  asoept- 
fi»  tm  xacotd  of  fafatory,  which  wQl 
Aww  tlut  we  have  been  assailat  aa~ 
holly  in  the  past  as  now ;  and  as  w»- 
have  lived  down  these  aecnsatume  in  the- 
past,  so  wo  wiH  IWe  tkmn  down  again. 
Bo  far  as  oar  own  oountty  is  oencaned,. 
•ur  eharactan  in  the  agrea  ol  -Aoaa  srho- 
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know,  tnut,  and  lumonr  ns  eannot  be 
injnred  b;  saoh  charges  any  mon  than 
br  the  idle  wind.  But  we  lecognize 
that  there  ma;  he  eril  ooniequeooea  to 
the  oaiue  we  have  at  heart  from  th« 
•jBtem  of  rile  oslumny  by  wbiofa 
have  been  pursued  by  nescrapalons 
enemies,  and  that  the  eipoanre  of  saeh 
a  system  will  haateo  the  day  when 
peace  and  ooDtentmeBt  will  reign  in  Ire- 
land,  and  when,   forgetting  the  past, 


Ireland  will  be  united  to  this  oouiitt^  by 
the  bonds  of  friendship  and  goodwill. 
I  beg  to  move  that  the  Tote  be  redneed 


by  £1,000  in  respect  of  the  Attorney 

-G^eral's  salary. 

Motion  made,  and  qaestien  proposed, 
"  ITwt  Uia  Ilwa  of  £13,000  for  Law  Chugn, 

EngUod,  b«  redaced  b;  £1,000,  put  of  the 

-flalJUT  et  ttM  AttonwT  GeneraL"— (JHr.  J*\n 

Mm.  OHAFLIN  (linoohishira,  81ea- 
■ford) :  No  one  on  this  (the  Ministerial) 
aide  of  the  Honse  has  ever  complained 
-of  the  policy  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
opporite  think  it  right  to  porflne.  What 
-we  have  oomplained  of  and  will  eom- 
-J>lain  of  again  is  the  methods  by  which 
that  pcdicy  has  been  pnrsned.  Hon. 
"Qentlemen  say  that  their  characters 
4iaTe  been  assailed.  My  reply  is  that 
irben  charges  of  a  most  grave  and 
-wrions  natnre  were  made  against  them, 
when  month  after  month  they  declined 
-totake  the  steps  open  to  them— ["  Oh! "] 
■  — I  snppoae  uiev  share  the  opinion  that 
■ttefore  ajnry  of  Englishmen— r/it<«rr«f»' 
Horn  and  trut  vf  "  ^isbnry ! ""}  May  I 
-Yeqnest  the  hon.  Qentleman  (Mr.  W. 
fiedmond)  to  spare  me  the  dis- 
eoarteoas  interruptions  of  which  he  is 
man  nsnally  guilty  than  any  other 
Member  in  ue  House?  lappeutohon. 
-•Oentlemen  on  that  ride  and  in  eveiy 
-quarter  of  the  Honse  whether  Oentle- 
nen  on  the  Ministerial  aide  are  perpetn- 
.  ally  and  habitually  trying  by  interrup- 
tions to  intwfere  with  the  speeches  and 
'I  of  Gentlemen  on  the  oppo* 


Mk.  W.  REDMOND;  Ton  inter- 
-  niptad  me  fonr  times.  ("  Name,"  and 
"Ordor.") 
Ths  chairman  :  I  am  sorn  agun 
-to  have  to  address  the  hon.  MemMr. 
He  mnst  restrain  hiiascdf  and  not  inter- 


"IL, 


L  W.  REDMOND :   Ferimpe  you 
-  win  allow  me.  Sir,  on  the  point  of  order 
T-to  My  Hiat  nothing  was  fivrther  from  my 
Ji^.J.&imtma 


intention  than  to  intermpt ;  but  when 
the  right  hon.  C^tleman  aootues  ne  of 
interrupting  him,  let  him  remembw 
that  he  inttarnpted  me. 

Hb.  CHAFLIN  :  The  hon.  Member 
in  making  an  aoeoaation  against  the 
Attorney  General — ("Qaeetion,"  and 
interruption.)  This  is  another  instasM 
of  the  chivalry  and  oourtesy  with  whieh 
Members  on  uils  mde  are  treated.  An 
Boooaation  has  been  Just  now  made 
against  me,  and  hon.  Gentleman  seek  ts 
deprive  me  of  an  opportunity  of  anewer- 
ing  it.  The  hon.  Gentleman  last  oig^ 
miude  a  ohaige  aninst  the  Attorney 
General— ("Order?') 

ThkOHAIBUAN:  If  the  right  him. 
Gentleman  will  show  a  better  estimata 
of  the  relative  value  of  things,  the 
debate  will  be  more  orderly. 

Ma.  CHAPLIN :  I  aooept  with  grati- 
tude your  suggestion.  Sir.  In  the  heat 
of  the  moment  I  was  replying  to  charges 
which  are  abaotataly  unworthy  of  it. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
last  spoke,  who  charges  us  with  assailing 
the  character  of  himself  and  his  friends, 
fcnowa  that  when  those  ohargee  were 
made  wainst  hon.  Gentlemen  this  House 
gave  tnem  the  fwrest  tribunal  in  the 
world  to  enable  them  to  disprove  the 
charges.  At  the  close  of  his  speech  the 
hon.  Member  said  he  regretted  to  hear 
from  the  Attorney  General  that  he  was 
the  author  of  the  apology  made  by  the 
71mm  ;  he  also  said  that  Lord  Salisbury 
had  hinted,  or  more  than  hinted,  th«t 
though  the  letters  were  not  proved  to  be 
true,  be  believed  that  they  were.  Well, 
I  think  that  in  all  probability,  so  far  as 
the  Attorney  General  is  concerned,  he 
knows  how  to  guard  the  interests  in* 
trusted  to  him  Iwtter  than  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  I  believe  it  totally  and 
abeolntely  untrue  that  Lord  Salisbury 
ever  made  any  statement  which  could  be 
twisted  into  such  a  oonstruotion.  On 
the  oontraiy.  Lord  Salisboir,  so  &r  as  I 
know,  has  given  adviee  which  I  hope 
the  House  of  Commons  will  follow — 
namely,  that  it  would  be  far  better  to 
expreas  no  opinion  or  judgment  on  the 
^aestion  tintu  the  Judgment  of  the  Court 
IS  pronounoed.  There  were  two  state- 
ments of  the  ri^t  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  W.  Hanourt)  in  which  I 
oordially  concur.  The  one  is  that  th 
A.ttomey  General  is  greatly  indebted  to 
him  for  provoking  this  debate,  and  the 
other  that  the  Attorney  General  most 
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be  ragarded  aa  the  odvuer  of  the  Hoose 
at  OonunoBS  and  the  piardian  of  ita 
hoaour.  That  is  true.  We  regard  the 
Attorney  General  as  a  man  of  great 
fioarage,  ability,  and  undoubted  power, 
whioh  be  has  loll;  and  oonolusively 
prorad  to-night  We  regard  him  as  the 
^Fptoal  refuraaratatlTe  of  an  honourable 
{ffofeanon,  and  wo  are  proad  to  be  asao- 
«irted  with  him  on  this  nde.  We  regard 
it  as  a  pririlege,  and  nothing  lew,  and 
H  ia  regarded  aa  nothing  leas  bj  every 
ICeoaber  of  the  Bar  in  England.  No- 
tiiing  ia  more  remarkable  ^as  the  oon- 
traat  between  the  funr  and  the  fire  with 
whioh  tiie  right  bon.  If  ember  for  Derby 
faaa  apoken  on  prerioua  oooanona,  and 
the  bated  breath  with  whioh  he  addressed 
the  Honae  to  night  when  he  made  bie 
obaerrationa  (n  the  Attorney  General. 
The  ohilly  reoeption  on  hia  own  nde 
«oatrtkstfld  atron^y  with  the  rapturous 
oheen  with  which  the  reply  of  Die 
Attorn^  Q«neral  waa  greeted,  and 
wUoh  were  not  Umited  by  any  means  to 
flia  Uiniaterial  ride  of  the  Hooae. 
Ther«  were  many  Gentlemen  opporite 
who  T^oioed  to  see  the  manner  in  whioh 
tiie  AttOToey  General  defended  himself 
agaioat  the  chargea  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby.  I  do  not  think  hon. 
ICembere  opporite  will  be  grateful  to  the 
ri^t  bon.  Member  for  Derby,  nndu 
whoae  leadenhip,  in  the  abaenoe  of  the 
right  hon.  Uember  for  Hid  Lothian 
IHr.  W.  £.  aiadstone),  they  hare  been 
laodad  in  aa  pretty  a  mesa  aa,  I  think,  I 
aver  remember  a  poUtioal  Party  ever 
getting  into.  The  ri^ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  not  be  aurpnsed  to  hear  that 
«n  thia  side  of  die  House  we  Hatened 
with  the  ntmoat  satiafaotion  to  the  easti' 
Mtion  he  reoeived,  which  no  Member  of 
ute  Houae  ever  more  thoroughly  and 
liehly  deserved.  In  thia  exordium  I 
was  mainly  anxious  to  express  the  esti- 
mate we,  on  this  side  of  toe  Honae,  hold 
of  the  Attorney  Gmieral  for  England, 
and  I  might  now  very  well  resume  my 
Mat;  but  I  aak  the  permiarion  of  the 
Hoose  to  interrene  for  a  moment  longer, 
•a  theta  are  one  or  two  other  things  I 
derira  to  notiee.  The  ti^t  hon.  Oentle- 
naii  aaid  that  the  speech  of  the  Attorney 
Oaneral  in  the  case  of  "  O'Donnell  v. 
Walter"  was  the  foundation  of  the 
w)wle  of  the  olu^es  alleged  against 
hon.  Gentlemen  opporite.  It  waa  nothing 
«f  the  kind.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  a  most  convenient  memory.     The 


ight  bon,  Geatlemaa  says  one  tMag  in 
the  Houae  of  Oommona  and  anotliar  out 
of  it.  At  Ely  this  is  how  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  of  the  Oommiarion. 
He  said— 

'Thay  might  drag  it  on  u  a  matter  nf  antd- 
qoariaa  reMaroli,  bat  the  whole  ot  the  ridionlooa 
mbUsh  wu  u  dead  a«  Jollat  Oranr.  Bat  (or 
the  forged  letter*  then  would  never  hare  beMi 
tbiiCommiMioa  oflnquirj." 

The  Oommittae  ahonld  remember  that 
thia  matter  of  antiquarian  roanarch  forma 
by  far  the  largeat  part  of  the  charcea 
and  allegationa.  The  right  hon.  Qenue- 
man— and  nobody  knowa  it  bettte 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentlamaa  himaeH 
— waa  the  founder  and  author  of  the 
whole  of  these  chargea.  I  myself  heard 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aay,  speakiag 
of  the  hon.  Ifember  for  Uayo  in  this 
House,  the  dootrinea  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  were  the  dootrinea  of  treaaon 
and  asaasrination.  The  right  hon.  Gentia- 
man  aaid  more;  he  aaid  that  he  knaw 
that  theee  were  the  doctrinea  of  the  Land 
Leagus.  How  did  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  know  it  ?  "  Beoanee  in  my  porition, 
as  responsible  for  the  peace  of  the 
Queen's  dominions,  it  was  my  doty  to 
knowit."  As  the  right  hon.  G«itleauui 
ia  sofondofoross-examining  Hemlwraof 
the  Govammant,  I  will  myaelf  olium  the 
right  of  ctoss-exaoiining  the  right  hon. 
wntleman,  and  I  ahoim  like  to  aak  him 
thia  question,  upon  whioh  no  li^t  has 
vet  been  thrown  aa  far  aa  I  am  aware- 
How  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
know  ? ,  He  atated  in  thia  Honae,  on 
his  authority  aa  a  Miniater  of  the 
Crown,  that  thedoctrinesandpraotioeof 
the  Land  League  were  those  of  treason 
and  assaaaination,  and  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  ICayo  was  their  expounder. 

The  OHAIBMAN  :  I  do  not  see  how 
tlua  is  applicable  to  the  reduction  of  the 
salary  of  the  Attorney  General.  * 

Mk.  OHAfLIN:  I,  of  course,  how 
invariably  to  the  derision  of  the  Ohair, 
and  I  can  only  aay  that  this  afbrda 
another  illustration  of  the  extreme  {«• 
Qonrenienoe  and  the  extreme  nnfaimeas 
of  the  methoda  puraued  by  the  richt 
hon.  Gentlemaa.  IthinkZ  amjostined 
in  saying  that  the  only  way  td  gettiog 
out  m  the  difionily  and  arriving  at  ib» 
truth  with  regard  to  these  matters  la 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  hinUdf 
should  take  the  earliest  opportunity  o( 
going  into  the  witness-box  befora-the 
Commiarionera  and  recantiog  apoa  oath 
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— itlw  bslieTea  them  to  be  untrue — the 
moQattoiu  ulffbaiM  aaA  lihtAa  ba 
kM  otterad  against  hon.  Membera 
Oppoote.  Aa  I  am  debarred  by 
josr  mling,  Sir — in  which  I  heartily 
ooneur,  and  to  which  I  most  readily  sub- 
mit— from  prooeeding  turthur  in  the 
ciou- examination  of  the  right  hon. 
Osntleman,  which,  I  think,  mig^t  have 
ramlted  in  some  most  interesting  dis- 
ooreriea,  I  will  not  Tenture  further  to 
pf^ag  tha  debate.  I  do  not  think 
aai^tm*  on  this  side  of  the  House  eao 
objs»t  t«  the  oonrsfl  which  the  right 
hn.  GtoBtlAmao  has  puratted  on  one 
gfvwad,  for  I  beliere  that  nothing 
Hihiflb  the  right  hon.  Gentleraan  ooula 
Ittre  done  oould  hare  oouterred  greater 
•dvaataga  upon  us  as  a  Fai^.  None 
dwJsBS  do  I  myself  deplore  it  -,  I  cm- 
Um  I  hare  witnesMd  the  whole  of  the 
■■Oeoslings  in  the  House  for  the  past 
nw  days  with  nothing  but  pain,  be- 
oMM  I  repaid  then  ae  proof  of  a  moat 
BsmOB  deeadenoa  in  the  morale  and 
^•Ctiee  of  tha  House.  We  have  been 
eof^sged  Cor  three  days  in  discussing 
the  [ooceedings  of  a  Commission,  the 
andenee  b^ore  whi<^  is  only  half  oom- 
pletad,  and  on  which  the  Judges  them- 
satree  hare  issued  do  Beport  and   ex- 


bainiap;  fioa  theas  extracts  from 
pait  hwtMT  of  the  right  hon.  Oei 
man  the  llemberfor  Derby.    It  i 


I  is  a  breaoh  of  the  proprie^  and 
dMortuB  of  the  Honse  at  Commons  and 
ol  its  beat  traditions,  and  utterly  repng- 
aaat  to  all  sense  of  faimees. 

Urn.  LA.BOTTOHBRE  (Nortiiamp- 
ton)  :  I  would  suggest  that  when  right 
hon.  Qanlieniea  opposite  complain  that 
hon.  O^rtlaineB  mi  this  side  of  the 
Honae  an  waeting  the  time  of  the 
H^ue,  th^  mig^t  sare  time  by  re- 
■  from  the 
.  Oentle- 
iDerby. 
_C  the  right 
OentlemaD  the  Member  for  Deny  as  he 
mom  iMf  baoanae  he  wms-difforMit  at  aa- 
otbw  itime,  as  to  otm^ain  of  St  Fttnl 
beswso  he  was  onee  Sanl  and  a  persa- 
eatOT .  of  ^briatiaDa.  Brary  Geuliamaa 
OB.the  (wo*t*^baneh,  ahdalmostemy 
'^-"-«an  opMi  ttie  front  Opposition 
,  haa  Man  tarred  antindy  with 
bmsh  as  the  rig^t  hon. 
_  _     _  Uembar   for    D«rt^, 

Md  donniB  of  times  I  hara  my^ 
Mil  Totad  with  Hr.  Joa^  Ooiwa 
4loM  with  the  Irish  Hemben. 
I  haw  aawer  baaa  able  to  understand 
Jfr.  C»a^ 


why  one  gentleman  should  be  eiugled 
out  for  attwA';  ee«ng>that  at'the  time  of 
which  Hemben  opposite  speak  tho- 
whole  Party  on  theee  beocbee  had  noi 
eeen  aalratioti.  I  oongratulate  tit» 
Attorney  Geaerd,  and  I  do  it  sinoerrijr 
upcm  bis  efibrt  as  a  forenno  effort ;  but 
it  waa  addressed  to  hoa;  ktembera  op- 
posite, whom  it  is  mineceeeary  to  ein- 
rinoe,  beoaose  th^  ware  already  pre- 
pared to  vote  with  him.  t  want,  hov- 
erer,  to  eay  a  word  as  to  one  or  two- 
statements  of  the  hon.  end  learned 
Member.  The  hon.  and  learned  Ham- 
ber  exfJoined  how  he  had  banded  A» 
letter  from  Pigott  to  the  oomwet  ftr  tit*- 
defence ;  but  U  has  been  already  shown 
that  Ae  letter  was  oaUed  for  in  Court 
and  put  in  by  ICr.  Soamee,  and  that  it 
was  absidntely  neoeeaaiy  for  the  Attorney 
Qeneral  to  band  over  tlue  letter  to  tii» 
eonnsel  fat  the  defenoe ;  tiierefhre  h* 
eannot  oome  here  and  {tride  himself  a* 
one  of  the  noblest  of  human  beings. 
Bot  there  is  another  letter  wfaiiA  waa 
only  produoed  after  Figott  had  dis- 
appeai<ed,  a  letter  dated  May,  1887^ 
from  I^gott  to  Hottsttm,  in  which  Pigott 

"  Toa  nta^  toka  it,  Haretan,  u  oertain  that 
■my  proceeduirt  of  my  ohanctsr  that  nly  for 
DMoen  Dpoa  my  tcB&noay  will  fail." 
Houston  was  acting  as  the  agent  of  Hr, 
Soamee,  and  Hr.  Soames  was  the  solici- 
tor of  the  Attoraey  Qeneral ;  and  I  anp> 
pose  that  the  Attorney  General  a^M 
to  be  shown  that  letter.  Therefore,  w* 
may  take  it  tlnrt  the  letter  waa  known 
to  the  Attorney  OeneraL  Tbtn  dier» 
was  the  ewom  statement  of  Pigott  madn 
to  Hr.  Shannon.  But  did  Hr.  Sownea 
tdl  the  Attoraey  General  nader  what- 
cinnnnstanoea  that  sworn  atatsment  was 
made;  that  Pigott  wanted  to  havs  £fi,00O 
in  order  to  appear,  and  that  the  re^y 
waa  that  the  7mm  would  not  see  him 
ruined  if  he  tcdd  what  he  knew  1 

Bib  fi.  WBB8TER :   If  he  toM   tfa» 

Hm.  LABOnOHEIU::  Wall,  th» 
truth.  But  would  the  Tm»»  have  paid 
him  for  tiling  the  truth  if  he  had  UvedT 
I  do  not  thins  <that  waa  revealed  to  th» 
ban.  and  learned  Gentleman,  or,  if  il- 
was,  surriy  be  ought  to  have  asked  «n 


seeing  the  letter,  "  Have  yon  made'any 
sort  of  inqaiiy  into  the  «ha»«ot«r  of  tttu- 
t"    No  ent  of  inquiry  was  mado- 


into  the  obamcterof  this  man,  and  ytH 
if  Hoaston  had  asked  any  human  bem^ 
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■in  I>ablm,'0r  if  the  Attorney  Oeneral 
bad  consulted  tlie  anttioritieB  at  the 
K^tle,  he  would  have  heard  who  Pigott 
WB8.  Did  the  Attorney  Qeneral  know 
that  letters  of  this  nature  had  been 
offered  to  a  fermer  Seoretar;  for  Ire- 
land, who  had  inquired  of  the  officials 
who  Pigott  was,  and  then  refused 
to  have  anjthinK  to  do  with  him  f 
He  inquired  who  Pigott  was,  and  said 
■he  would  have  nothinz  to  do  with  him, 
>&Dd  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa  would 
liave  been  wise  if  he  had  followed  that 
-«zainple.  The  plain  fact  is  the  Tirnn 
>had  not  the  remotest  iatention  of  calling 
«therPigottor Houston.  The;  intended 
ito  put  Hr.  Uaodonald  into  the  box,  and 
'he  was  to  have  refused  to  state  fVom 
■whom  he  had  received  the  letters,  after 
-which  theezperts  were  to  havebeen  called 
'in  to  speak  to  the  authenticity  of  those 
letters.  There  is  ample  evidence  of  this, 
iSa  will  be  seen  when  we  remember  when 
it  was  that  Houston  and  Pigott  were 
Bubpoanaed.  This  was  not  until  Ur. 
TiewiB,  on  behalf  of  the  defendants,  had 
-subpoeaaedthemboth.  It  is  reir  curious 
to  notice  the  revelations  we  get  from  that 
3escb.  If  the  Attome;  Qeneral  is 
4C0ueed,  he  says  he  knows  nothing  of 
-these  things ;  u  Mr.  Soames  is  accused, 
-\rhat  ia  the  answer  we  get  then  ?  Why, 
-the  Attorney  Qeneral  gave  it  to  night. 
He  says  it  is  perfectly  monstrous  and 
wicked  to  aoonse  Mr.  Soames,  because 
he  is  not  a  Member  of  this  House.  What 
-we  want  to  elicit  from  this  species  of 
'Vskmgeriehi  that  has  been  inaugurated 
is,  what  reBponsibitity  we  can  fix  to  each 
-particular  person  in  this  caae.  The  hon. 
«nd  learned  Gentleman  has  oomplslned 
-that  I  said  I  would  not  believe  Mr. 
Soames  upon  hie  oath.  Well,  I  would 
Dot.  What  was  it  that  Mr.  Soames  said 
About  Pigott  and  Houston  7  He  began 
by  saying  that  be  found  from  whom  the 
ilettars  had  been  bought  in  Septei 
1887.  Then  he  said  he  knew  the 
■mer  before  the  trial.  Why  could  he  not 
have  said,  having  been  in  the  box  13 
different  times,  when  it  was  he  knew, 
found  out,  or  learned  that  Pigott  and 
HonstOn  were  the  authors  of  those  let- 
-tera  ?  Ihe  truth  is  that  Mr.  Soames 
made  a  distinction  between  knowing  the 
thing  as  a  solicitor  and  knowing  it  as  a 
private  individual,  just  as  he  made  a 
•aiatiiiotion  between  the  counsel  for  the 
defence  and  Sir  Biohard  Webeter.  We 
-who  are  not  lawyers  cannot  follow  thesA 
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distinctions ;  we  take  a  man  aa  one  and 
not  as  two  or  three  individuale;  but 
here  we  have  first  the  Attorney  Qenerid', 
then,  not  the  Attorney  0«neral,  but  the 
counsel  for  the  Timet,  and  then,  merely 
Sir  Bichard  Webeter.  We  are  nn&blft 
to  divest  him  of  his  position  as  Attorney 
General,  nor  can  he  divest  himself  of 
the  character  for  a  single  moment.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  indig- 
nant at  the  charge  that  he  had  postponed 
the  letters  until  stronger  evidence  had 
been  called ;  and  if  this  had  been  really 
a  private  case,  there  would  have  been 
nothing  wrong  in  his  so  doiog.  The 
Attorney  General  wanted  to  do  the  beet 
he  could  for  his  client,  and  thought 
it  good  policy  and  good  tactics  to 
put  forward  a  series  of  strong 
points  that  might  injure  Mr.  Pat- 
nell  and  the  other  defendants,  and 
do  away  with  any  reliability  upon 
their  evidence  when  they  should  go 
into  the  box,  as  they  had  said  they 
would,  to  swear  the^  had  not  written 
the  letters.  I  do  not  understand  why 
the  Attorney  General,  was  so  indignant, 
unless  it  was  that  although  he  says  the 
suit  was  a  private  suit,  he  knew  it  was 
a  public  suit.  The  faon.  and  learned 
Gentlemaa  had  the  Home  Secretary 
sitting  by  him,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  told  him  that  if 
he  had  so  dealt  with  it  as  a  public  suit 
it  would  have  undoubtedly  been  most 
improper,  the  more  so  considering  his 
position  aa  Attorney  General  anfaaa 
Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Again,  the  right  hon.  Chntleman  pro- 
tested against  the  charge  that  he  would 
not  give  the  names  of  witnesses,  and 
that  he  had  sheltered  himself  behind 
the  Oonrt.  But  what  really  took  place? 
The  counsel  for  the  defence  ask^  that 
the  names  of  the  witnesses  should  be 
given  to  him.  The  Attorney  Qeneral 
protested  against  this,  and  the  Court 
said  it  could  not  interfere  and  compel 
the  names  to  be  given.  Was  that  the 
aotionof  the  Oourt?  No;  it  was  that  of 
the  Attorney  General  exerotsing  his  ex- 
treme rights.  And  how  did  the  Attorney 
General  proceed  ?  Why,  he  dod^ 
about  from  county  to  county,  calling 
four  or  five  witnesses  from  cue  and  then 
taking  evidence  from  another,  so  that 
the  defence  oould  not  follow  him.  They 
did  not  know  beforehand  from  what 
ooun^r  witnesses  were  going  to  be 
called,  nor  from  what  particnl^  part  of 
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^jBj  aoootji  and  oonteqnsntl^,  wen 
nnabls  to  arraogs  for  suoh  inquiries  u 
were  neoeosair  for  purposes  of  otom 
•xkBiiiutioii.  I  will  give  an  instance. 
There  was  one  man  who  oonfessed  to 
Mealing  money  on  policies  ot  insuranoe 
and  that  witneas'i  character  was  utterly 
•masbed  up.  When,  however,  ha  was 
put  into  the  box  br  the  pioeecntor,  tl 
was  no  idea  of  teilina;  the  oonnsel 
the  defeitdant  wtiat  this  man  was. 
night  have  been  one  of  the  most  virtuous 
of  the  human  raoe ;  but  that  veiv  mor- 
ning it  happened,  by  a  mere  dianoe, 
that  some  information  was  received  re- 
meeting  him,  and  this  was  used  by  the 
oonnsel  for  the  defence  in  order  to  de- 
atroy  the  value  of  that  man's  teaUmpny. 
Then  take  the  ease  of  Le  Oaron. 
Why  did  they  not  give  his  name 
before  F  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  haa  said  that  Le  Caron 
is  a  man  against  whom  nothing  can 
be  urged,  because  he  was  not  cross- 
examined.  But  I  would  ask,  how  can 
yon  oioss-examine  a  man  who  is  sud- 
denly swung  upon  the  Court  &om 
Amnicar  I  would  recommend  the 
Attwney  General  not  to  get  into  a  fool's 
Paradise  about  Le  Oaron.  They  will 
find  that  they  and  their  Mr.  Anderson, 
who  gave  a  certificate  of  the  tmtbfulneea 
and  integrity  of  the  man  Le  Caron,  are 
altogether  in  the  wione  box  before  we 
have  finished  with  Ur.  Le  Caron.  unless 
I  am  ezoeedingjy  mistaken.  Now,  Sir, 
the  Attorney  Qemeral  and  other  Gtentle- 
mmi  on  that  aide  of  the  House  have 
indulged  in  insiauatiens  against  me. 
Geneiall;,  when  hon.  Oentlemen  on  that 
■i^e  an  talking  about  this  matter,  they 
torn  upon  me,  sitting  here  in  a  quiet 
W»,  and  depiot  me  as  a  sort  of  nper. 
The  Attorney  Qeneral  said  ha  suppiued 
I  had  entered  into  negotiationB  with 
Figott  beoaose  Pigott  was  a  scoundrel. 
Well,  of  oourae  I  £d.  It  was  precisely 
heeauae  I  thought  him  a  scoundrel  that 
I  took  the  eourae  I  did  with  regard  to 
hist.  I  wanted  to  know  why  he  was  at 
the  bottom  of  the  forgery,  and  I  wanted 
to  get  from  him  some  good  and  solid 
aooount  ot  what  had  taken  plaoe.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  tmpoaite  haa  asked  why 
should  yon  not  address  questaona  to  me 
about  Figott  Instead  of  to  Oentlemen 
on  that  Bench  f  I  do  not  wish  to  waste 
the  time  of  the  House,  but  I  should  be 

flad  to  answer  every  question  they  may 
e  good  enough  to  put.     If  they  ask 
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questions  of  me,  &ey  will  find  me  as- 
clear  as  crystal  and  as  pun  as  gold.- 
Well,  Sir,  it  was  the  right  hon.  Gratle- 
man  the  Home  Seoretary  who  said  why 
did  not  I  have  Figott  arrested  when  h»- 
had  oonfessed  himself  to  be  a  forger  and 
perjurer?  But  what  was  I  to  do  T  Wa» 
I  to  walk  into  the  streets,  and  say  to 
the  first  polioe  officer  I  saw,  "  Here  is  at 
man  who  says  hA  is  a  forger  and  pe>^ 
jurer;  arrest  Mm!"  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  that  that  would  b» 
impossible ;  but  I  wonld  have  had  the- 
man  watched,  and  I  would  have  takeu 
oare  that  he  should  not  have  gone  away^ 
if  I  had  known  he  wss  not  being  watchMi 
by  the  Oovemmsnt.  I  knew,  bowever,. 
that  two  mambera  of  the  Royal  Iriahi 
Oeostabulary  Force  wen  in  his  hotel. 
Could  I  for  a  moment  have  imagined 
that  those  two  policemen  wen  put  on  bj* 
Hr.  Shannon,  and  that  ha  was  not  fieing- 
watohed  by  the  Government,  but  by- 
Mr.  Shannon,  I  should  have  had  him. 
watched ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  Hr. 
Lewis  would  have  dona  the  same,  but  wfr 
both  imagined  from  the  fact  that  there 
were  two  polioe  constables  at  his  hotel' 
that  he  was  being  watohed  by  the  Go- 
vernment. Why  did  not  the  right  hon.. 
Gentleman  ask  why  Mr.  Sh&nnon  did 
not  have  him  arrested  ?  Mr.  Shannon 
had  his  two  policemen  on  the  spot ;  he 
had  oonfkbulations  with  him,  and  what 
did  he  do  ?  Why,  he  got  him  to  make- 
a  statuton  declaration ;  and  my  belief  i» 
that  Mr.  Shannon  encouraged  nim  to  go 
away.  Why  should  he  have  got  him  to 
make  a  statutory  declaration  if  be  hadi 
imagined  Figott  wonld  have  appeared 
on  Uiefollowmg  Tuesday  in  the  witness- 
box  f  In  that  case,  when  was  tho 
necessity  for  the  declaration  7  Hgott 
told  me  he  was  sent  to  me  to  give  me  op- 
portunities for  obtaining  cartun  papers 
that  were  in  his  house.  But  !^gott  seat 
a  telegram  to  his  servant  in  Dublin  to 
destroy  all  the  compromising  papers  that 
might  have  passed  between  nim  andt 
Houston  in  the  negotiations.  Is  not  that 
sufficient,  and  ought  not  the  insinuations- 
to  be  directed  againat  Mr.  Shannon  and 
not  against  mer  I^gott  then  goes  to 
Spain,  and  immediataiy  siterwai^s  tele- 
graphs bacJi,  not  to  me,  but  to  Mr.. 
Shannon,  and  says — "  Hen  I  am ;  send 
le  what  you  pnunised  me."  This  being' 
so,  I  think  the  Home  Secntary  would, 
do  well  not  to  indnlge  in  insinuations- 
against  me.    The  Attorney  General  ha* 
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denoosMd  my  ri^t  hon.  Frieod  the 
Msmbftr  for  Derby  beoanse  he  disap- 
^lOTsd  of  the  apolojn  that  was  tendered 
»7  the  Attorney  uenernl  in  Court  on 
bahall  of  the  Tim**.  My  right  hon. 
Aiend  the  Uember  for  Itorby  did  use 
•tiong  language  with  regard  to  that 
tfdixtgj,  and  I  noM  he  will  not  withdraw 
Ads  word  of  it.  Breiy  single  word  be 
uttered  waajnetified;  and  the  Attorney 
OanMwl  tbinka  he  Iim  anawered  my 
fight  hon.  Frirad  when  he  aajra, ' '  I  am 
th«  author  of  the  apology."  The  rap* 
tarons  cheers  whiob  burst  from  hon. 
Oentleman  opporita  at  this  aztraordinary 
m^umm^um  m  hcmintm  were  perfectly 
•stonnding.  I  do  not  care  whether  the 
Attraney  Oenerol,  orllr.  SoamM,  or  the 
Tfm*t,  or  Mr.  Walter  did  it.  I  say  that 
the  a[K>logy  was  a  most  disgraceful  and 
snealung  apology.  I  go  further,  and 
•ay  that  that  apology  was  not  a  frank 
otmfesrion  or  admiasion  that  the  letters 
ma*  forgOTiea.  It  ersded  this,  and 
hnplied  that  some  of  them  were  forgeries. 
What  did  the  Attorney  Gtoneral  say  to- 
day f  He  said  he  went  to  the  extreme 
limit  of  his  dat^  in  the  language  he  had 
used.  What  does  that  mean  P  Does 
it  imply  that  the  Attorney  Genera)  is 
pn^ared  frankly  to  admit  that  these 
Wtters  vne  fbrgeriss  or  does  it  not  ?  He 
•aid  he  want  to  the  extreme  limit  of  his 
dnty  in  the  language  he  ufted.  Beally 
we  ought  to  understand  this.  Did  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  fully  and 
absolutely  admit  that  these  letters  were 
fcrgeries,  one  and  all,  or  did  he  not 
[JTMwffrMl  eritt  of  No."]  Then  listen 
to  what  the  Ooort  sua — the  Court 
appointed  by  hon.  Oentlemen  opposite. 
Km  consisting  of  three  eminent  Judges. 
These  Judges  have  declared  them,  one 
and  all,  to  be  foi^eries.  Oentlemen 
do  not  understand  that.  The  counsel 
for  the  defaaee  were  prepared  with 
aumy  and  many  other  proofs.  These 
woofs  were  stopped  by  the  Court, 
MOanse  the  Court  said  they  were  already 
pored  to  be  fbrgeries.  ("No.")  Some 
Members  of  this  House  are  absolutely 
riioutiog  *^No;"  they  do  not  believe 
ttioj  inin  torgeriea,  and  they  wi^  not 
admit  it.  What  justice  oan  any  Irishman 
opeot  when  we  are  told  that  we  waste 
tme  in  Ais  debate  f  I  say  we  are  justi- 
fied in  having  ooonpied  uis  three  days 
I17  hcrbiqg  got  1^  fact  from  Gentlemen 
ojpposlt^  ^t  they  dan  not  say  that 
i^f'hon.  l%end,ik&d''Ae  fiienda  of  my 


hon.  Friend,  the  Uember  for  Cork, 
forged  those  letters.  They  will  not  say" 
that.  The  insinuation  is  —  only  th» 
courage  is  wanting  to  assert  it — that 
some  were  not  forged.  What  is  the  real 
truth  about  the  whole  of  this  investiga- 
tionf  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  thonght 
that  they  were  sure  to  win.  They 
thought  that  snooess  would  oorerorer 
means  the  rileet  and  most  contemptible. 
They  were  all  friends  together.  I  really 
do  not  know  where  one  began  and  th^ 
other  ended.  We  had  Ur.  Walter,  the 
Mend  of  the  first  Lord  of  the  Treasury ; 
we  had  Hr.  Uaodonald,  Mr.  Anderson  ; 
then  Mr.  I^gott  visiting  Daly  as  a  pri- 
vate friend;  and,  thea  Ur.  Attorney- 
General;  but  whether  Ur.  Attorney 
General  stands  at  -the  top,  or  Ur.  Figott 
at  the  bottom,  I  do  not  know.  But 
this  I  know,  that  when  anything  oocnra 
in  the  case,  one  always  throws  it  upon 
the  shoulders  of  the  other ;  yet  the  fact 
remains  that  this  body  of  friend* 
were  banded  together  to  prove  to  tho 
oouDtry  that  the  foi^^  letters  ware 
written  by  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me ; 
and  now  that  the  verdict  of  the  Court 
is  delivered  we  have  gentlemen  like  th» 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Uember  for 
the  City  of  London— for  I  heard  turn 
[Sir  Bobert  Fowler  indicated  aasent] 
say  "No."  Why  has  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  courage  to  get  up 
andsayitf  I  will  tell  him  why.  Be-' 
cause  then  it  would  be  absolutely  noces- 
sary,  even  for  Gentlemen  oa  that  side 
of  tiie  House,  to  vote  that  there  had 
been  a  breach  of  privilege;  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  removed  from 
the  Bar,  and  he  wou  d  be  punished  ac- 
oordin^  to  the  rules  of  the  House,  aiid 
aooordmg  to  the  contrition  which  he 
showed.  I  challenge  any  Gentleman  cm 
that  nde  of  the  House,  not  to  evade  hia 
responsibility  b^  crying  "No,  Ao,"  and 
that  sort  of  thmg.  I  ehallenge  any 
man  there  to  get  up  and  to  say  that 
which  in  reality  they  assert  by  crying 
"  No,  no."  Uany  Gendemen  ou  that 
side  will  think  that  they  are  wanting  m 
a  vestige  of  courage  to  say  it.  We  ar» 
told  that  we  ought  to  submit  a  Tote  of  no 


PUate.  [LaugKUr.']  I  apologise  to  tho 
learned  Gentleman — froUFoatinsRlatA' 
to  Caiapbus.  We  want  to  appaal  m 
Ontar.  'Blame  us  aa  much  as  yon  lik* 
abinit  obatraotion  in  this  ^^  Of  ffi* 
■    '  Yj 
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QooM,  70U  may  depend  apon  it  that  we 
intend  to  do  our  beet  in  the  Honre,  jnit 
«a  we  are  doing  our  best  oat  of  the 
HouM,  to  force  ^on  to  dissolve.  We  do 
not  treat  if;  u  alone  a  political  qneatien 
— we  consider  it  a  qneetion  wbioh  oon- 
cems  the  honour  of  the  ooontiy.  Gentle- 
men who  have  made  suoh  base  and 
snob  oalmuDioue  charges  against  our 
colleagues  here.  Gentlemen  who  now  in 
defiance  of  tho  decision  of  a  Oourt  of 
law,  maintain  those  assertions,  should 
be  at  least  driven  from  power,  and  the 
people  should  have  the  rirht  to  decide 
at  OQoe  whether  they  will  oa  there  any 
longer  as  their  rulers. 

Ub.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  Mr.  Oourt- 
ney,  I  did  not  intend  to  intervene  in  this 
debate  to-night,  and  I  only  do  so  now  ia 
a  very  few  words,  and  for  a  speoific 
object  and  purpose.  I  was  not  tempted, 
Sir,  to  intervene  in  this  debate  by  the 
more  than  equivocal  language  used  by 
the  Leader  of  the  Conservative  Party  in 
this  country,  and  the  head  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  when  addressing 
a  public  meeting  the  other  day.  What 
Lord  Salisb>'ry  then  said  will  have  to  be 
left  to  the  judgment  of  the  country.  If 
be,  as  the  Leader  of  his  party  and  the 
head  of  the  Government,  chooses  to  pin 
any  relic  of  his  faith  to  any  one  of  these 
letters,  the  puniBhment  and  the  con- 
seqaenoes  will  be  upon  his  head  and  upon 
the  head  of  his  supporters.  But,  Sir,  in 
the  language  of  the  Attorney  General 
to-night,  and  in  the  shouts  of  some  of 
his  supporters,  there  has  been  soma 
iaint  echo  of  Jjord  Salisbury's  language 
—I  am  happy  to  say  for  the  credit  of 
this  House  only  a  faint  echo.  The  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  spoken  asked 
whetber  there  was  anybody  in  the  House 
who  still  believed  that  the  facsimile 
letter,  or  any  one  of  these  letters, 
had  not  been  disproved.  The  Attorney 
General  said  that  he  went  to  the  very 
verge  of  bis  duty — to  the  very  extremity 
of  his  du^  —  in  withdrawing  these 
letters,  because  they  felt  that  they  bad 
nolongeraoy  pTOiifofthem.  What  then 
happened?  After  they  had  been  with- 
drawn I  was  put  into  the  box,  and  I 
testified  on  oath  that  I  had  not  signed, 
written,  authorized  the  writing,  author- 
iaed  the  signature,  or  ever  heard  of  any 
of  theee  letters  before  they  were  pub- 
lished. That  testimony  ttie  Attorn^ 
OeQeral  listened  to,  and  he  did  not  ven- 
mre  to  put  to  me  a  single  qoeation.  He 
Mr.  Zabtuektn 


is  a  lawyer ;  he  knows  the  roles  of  la4', 
though  perhaps  not  of  conduct.  Bnt  I 
understand  that  as  a  lawyer  ha  wb« 
bound  by  his  reception  of  evidence  and 
by  his  failure  to  cross-examine  me — I 
mean  that  he  was  bound  by  my  evidence. 
Is  that  true  or  is  it  not  f  Was  the  hoD; 
and  learned  Gentleman,  having  listened 
to  my  testimony  with  regard  to  these 
letters,  and  having  f  ai  led  to  orose-  exarnio* 
me  upon  that  testimony — was  he  bound 
by  that  testimony  there  or  was  he  not  ? 
And  if  he  was  bound  by  it  there,  why  is 
he  not  bound  by  it  here  ?  And  why  waa 
his  Leader  not  bound  by  it  when  h* 
treated  theee  infamous  produotions  a* 
matters  that  were  stiU  in  doubt?  Wcdl. 
Sir,  I  have  risen  for  the  purpose  of  asking 
this  question  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
Is  there  any  one  of  them  who  will  get 
up  in  his  plaoe,  or  sitting  in  his  place, 
by  a  shake  of  bis  head  or  a  nod,  or  a 
word,  will  venture  to  say  he  believes 
that  there  is  any  doubt  whatever  as  to 
the  forgery  of  these  letters  which  have 
been  alleged  to  have  been  written  and 
signed  by  me  ? 

Sir  H.  JAMES  rose  to  address  the 
Committee. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (interposing) 
said  :  Mr.  Courtney,  I  rise  to  a  point  <^ 
order.  I  bfig  to  oall  the  attention  of  th9 
Committee  to  the  fact  that  it  was  evi. 
dent  to  the  whole  Committee  that  the 
question  was  asked  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  senior  Member  for  Northampton 
whether  any  Member  in  this  House  stall 
doubted  that  the  letters  attributed  to 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oork 
were  forgeries.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  City  of  London 
by  signs  patent  to  everybody  in  thia 
House  signified,  and  many  others  cigni- 
fiad,  that  they  did.  If  you,  Sir.  rule  me 
out  of  order  I  resume  my  seat.  The  hoc. 
Member  for  the  City  of  London,  who 
now  seems  to  assent  to  my  statement^ 
signified  he  still  was  prepared  to  s^ 
that  some  of  the  letters  attributed  to  my 
hon.  Friend  were  genuine.  loall  upcm 
him  to   withdraw    that   statement,  or 

{aJUr  a  patue)  Ooward  ! 

«Tm  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  incident  of  the  question  put  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  occurred 
some  time  ago,  and  there  were  no 
doubt  responses  made  whiefa  I 
need  sot  characterize.  The  htw. 
Member    for    Cork    afterwarda    losa 
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to  make  his  statement,  and  he  invited 
•ny  hOQ.  Ifember  to  make  a  declaration 
or  a'  sign  of  that  oharaoter.  To  that 
there  waa  no  reeponae.  With  that  the 
iaoident  closed.  Now  I  must  call  upon 
the  hoD.  Member  for  the  Sootland  Di- 
Tision  of  Lirerpool  to  withdraw  the 
word  vhioh  I  heard  him  use. 

Ma.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  After  your 
oondemnatioD,  I  have  not  the  least  oh- 
jeclion  or  hesitation  in  withdrawing  tfae 
expreBsIon. 

^la  HENBT  JAMBS  CBnry) :  Sir,  a 
Beeolntidn  waa  passed  in  this  House  in 
the  month  of  June,  1858,  which  declares 
that  DO  Member  is  entitled  to  take  any 
part  in  anydieousBioa  arising,  directly 
or  indirectly,  out  of  any  matter  in  which 
he  has  been  engaged  as  oonnsel.  I  be- 
lieve that  it  was  the  desire  to  carry  out  the 
spirit  of  that  Besotution  that  has  led  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friends  who  are  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  and  also  Membera  of 
the  £ngliah  and  Irish  Bars,  and  who 
have  represented  interests  hostile  to 
those  which  I  have  advocated  before 
the  Commission,  to  take  no  part 
either  by  word  or  by  vote  in  tbia  de- 
bate. I  should  ill  repay  that  eondnot, 
which  appears  to  me  tu  be  worthy  of 
recognition,  if  I  were  to  throw  myself 
into  the  debate  in  any  ordinary  sense 
ol  those  words.  But  I  ask  the  Com- 
mittee tu  allow  me  to  occupy  their 
attention  for  a  very  few  minutes  while 
—within  the  limits  of  what  I  wish  to  call 
A  personal  esplanalioo— I  deal  with 
those  matters  with  which  I  am  person- 
ally connected.  I  am  very  sensible  of 
the  great  and,  I  fear,  unmerited  cour- 
tesy which  my  hon-  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  has  extended  to  me 
in  his  speech  this  evening,  and  I  shall 
endeavour  to  speak  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  in  the  same  courteous  tone.  I 
am  bound  to  take  part  in  this  discua- 
sion  for  one  reason  which  is  not  entirely 
personal  to  myself.  The  obarge  made 
i^inat  the  Attorney  General  is  a  charge 
made  against  him  as  counsel  conducting 
the  interests  of  the  TimM  newap 


iper. 

counsel  to  whom  the  interests  of  that 
newspaper  have  been  entrusted.  Four 
of  them  are  absent  from  this  House. 
They  are  men  who  are  dependent  upon 
their  profession,  and  dependent  upon 
the  position  they  hold  in  that  pro- 
fession ;  and  diey  are  subjected 
to  the    same  charge  as  the   Attorney 


Civil  Strvtcti.  ^SO 

General.  It  is  scarcely  to  be  treated 
aa  a  matter  of  degree ;  if  charges  ar9 
made  against  the  Attorney  QMieral  at, 
dishonourable  conduct  while  takings 
charge  of  the  interests  of  the  Timtt, 
those  who  are  his  colleagues  are  charged  ■ 
equally  with  him.  f"No,  no ! " j  I 
hear  a  voice  say  "  No ; "  but  I  am  snrs 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentl»- 
man  the  Member  for  Longford  will 
say  that  they  are.  And  for  thia 
reason.  If  the  Attorney  General  haa 
committed  one  dUhonourable  act,  or 
has  taken    one  dishonourable   oonrae, 


bility,  those  who  are  associated  n 
can  and  ought  to  dissociate  themselve* 
from  any  further  dealing  or  responsi- 
bility, so  long  as  they  think  he  has> 
acted  in  a  dishonourable  or  improper 
way.  On  the  part  of  these  four  absent- 
men,  I  am  requested  to  say  that  they^ 
stand  or  fall  by  the  course  which  tb» 
Attorney  General  has  taken.  They  will 
dissever  themselves  irom. nothing  that 
be  has  done;  and  now,  watching  all 
that  he  has  done,  they  claim  that,  if  tha 
House  passes  this  vote  for  the  rednctiaa- 
of  ttie  salary  of  the  Attorney  Ganeralr 
tJte  cenaute  shall  not  rest  upon  hint 
alone,  and  one  and  all  declare  that  they 
will  stand  by  his  side,  and  ask  to  sfaar» 
in  his  oondemnatjon.  If  it  had  beeO' 
said  that  the  Attorney  General  shoold 
not  engage  In  private  praotioe,  X 
and  my  colleagues  would  not  bare' 
had  anrthing  to  say  to  that ;  and  if  it 
had  been  suggested  that  he  should  not, 
in  the  exercise  of  his  discretion,  haT» 
taken  any  particular  brief,  that  is  not  a- 
question  which  we  need  have  entered 
upon  ;  but  when  the  charge  is,  in  th» 
uage  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemao. 
Member  for  Derby,  that  ^a 
Attorney  General  has  acted  in  an  un- 
becoming manner  as  an  advocate,  and' 
when  instances  are  given  of  that  eon- 
duct  which  is  termed  dishonourable  and 
disoreditable  to  any  member  of  the  Bar, 
those  who  are  the  colleagues  of  the 
Attorney  General  will  immediately  pro- 
test. That  portion  of  the  charge* 
which  were  contained  in  the  earlier 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman'* 
speech  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  has  answered, 
and  I  need  not,  therefore,  refer 
to  them.  But  I  wirii  partioolariy 
to  address  myself  to  the  gnummti* 
of  the  indictment  which,  I  think,  waa 
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ooBteiiwd  in  th«  UUtor  portion  of  the 
ligbt  him.  a«ntl«iiui*B  spMoh.  And 
lat  me  fint  My  tliat  this  u  an  inoon- 
Tenient  tribunu  toaobmit  thedeoinoD 
of  profesMonal  oondnot  to.  In  the  fint 
^aoe,  if  tho  Attorn^  General  hu  be- 
neved  diwnditably  at  diahonoanbty, 
the  UommiMion  which  u  nttinr  had  sad 
buthetmpaiiiuu^tooheokiaDaeenniie, 
nsd  oonaemo,  and  would  oondemn ;  but 
beyond  that  ereijona  of  na,  mj  ool- 
le^nee  aod  m^aalf,  are  snbjeot  to  a 
Oourt  of  diadpline,  which  is  aach  that, 
if  it  eon  at  all,  it  ia  generally  on  the 
groand  of  Mrerity ;  and  if  there  nae  been 
one  Bot  of  the  Attorney  General's  which 
has  been  ao  discreditable  to  him  that  a 
Tote  of  Oenanre  ong^t  to  be  pawed 
npon  him  by  thia  House,  the  Ooort  of 
discipline  to  which  I  refer  would  be  the 
firat  to  pass  cenaore  after  full  inveati* 
gatton,  and  make  him  bear  the  penalty 
<tf  his  oondnot.  My  hon.  and  leanifld 
Vriend  the  Hambor  for  Hackney 
is  a  member  of  that  Court  of 
dieoipline,  and  if  he,  who  has 
heard  every  word  attered  by  the 
Attorney  General  in  thia  inqniiy, 
if  he  haa  the  dightost  reaeon  to  say  that 
diahononraUe  and  diaoreditable  oondnot 
haa  been  indulged  in,  if  he  can,  upon  his 
own  authority,  oba^e  the  Attwney 
Goieral  with  haricg  deriated  from 
bis  duty,  and  there  is  an  impartial 
Court  and  a  oertain  tribunal  to 
daal  with  the  matter.  But,  Sir,  the 
right  hon.  Hember  for  Derby  has  made 
oertain  oha^es  in  thia  Houae.  His 
first  charge  against  the  Attorney  General, 
•a  I  understand  it,  was  that  when  he 
had  learned  that  the  witneea  FigOttwaa 
a  man  whose  character  would  net  bear 
UToatigation,  he  onpht  to  have  risen 
before  the  Commisaion,  and  aaid,  "  I 
withdraw  the  ohorgea  and  acquit  the 
ftoeused."  Those  are  the  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  will  see 
weaently  how  he  minimised  them. 
That  was  the  charge,  and  it  is  a 
charge  against  erery  oounsel  en- 
gaged with  the  Attorney  Geoeral. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  am  it  was 
adr  duty  after  consultation  to  nae  before 
the  Judges  and  say : 

"Wa  witlidnw  the  eharga;  wa  tdjodge 
than  lattar*  to  Im  forgariM^  and  w«  wk  joa  to 
Aoqnt  Dm  Mwuaed." 

J  think  I  am  right  in  stating  that  that 
it  the  fisat  charge  in  this  indictmenL 
Xet  ns  examine  it.    Z  am  afraid  that 
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many  hon.  Hemhers  of  this  Honae  wiU 
not  nnderatand  the  portion  ao  well  as 
horn.  Gentlemsai  who  an  members  of  my 
profeesion.  But  what  is  the  position  of 
aS^ra?  TheOommission  was^tpmnted 
by  Statute  to  investigate  these  mattan^ 
including  the  autbenticiw  of  the  lettata, 
and  bear  in  mind  before  the  Com- 
misrion  the  admissiona  a  witness  with 
respect  to  his  post  life  woold  be  made 
the  auhjeet  of  aerere  croas- examination. 
That  Ming  the  oaae,  my  ri^t  hottt 
Friend  afflnos  that  we,  the  eounsd  for 
one  of  the  partiee,  ought  to  haTO  aat  in 
judgment  upon  this  man  and  said, 

"W«  will  not  sDow  bin  t«  go  into  tlwwH- 
neM-box;  wa  wOl  withdraw  him  fron  tiia 
position  in  which  ha  woold  hsva  to  aaawar 
qaaationi,  thars  dull  ha  no  oroa>-exa»ination, 
ud  wa  will  lokTs  the  pBhlie  for  arei  in  dooht 


That,  Sir,  was  a  oouzae  which  it  was 
not  possible  for  any  counsel  to  take.  It 
waa  a  oourae  we  nerer  oould  pursue,  and 
the  Committee  will  eee  the  reason  for  it. 
What  should  we  have  been  doing  f  We 
ahould  have  been  aending  a  witness 
away,  with  the  result  that  Uie  full  and 
oomplete  truth  oould  never  be  known. 
We  should  have  been  asking  that  our 
judgment  ihoald  be  oeoeptod  instead  of 
the  iudgmeot  of  the  Court.  What 
would  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  have  said  in  his  own  interests,  and 
in  his  desire  to  show,  as  I  think  he  has 
shown,  that  he  had  not  written  theee 
lettere— what  would  be  have  said  if  we 
had  withdrawn  the  witneas  from  whose 
mouth  it  is  alleged  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
bev  was  to  extract  the  admission  that 
the  letten  wen  forgeries  ?  Hie  firat 
persons  to  protest  would  have  been  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  and 
hia  immediate  friends.  They  would 
have  hod  the  right  to  say,  "Thia 
course  shall  not  be  pnisnod."  I^ 
then,  the  Attorney  Omeral  had  taken 
that  course,  he  would  have  been  rightly 
arraigned  in  this  Honae  and  elsewnere. 
It  would  have  been  said  of  him  that  he 
aent  this  witness  away  to  prevent  diado- 
Bure.  The  oonrse  would  be  one  which 
public  opinion  would  nevw  have  tolan- 
ted,  and  which  no  counsel  would  have 
attended  or  dared  to  take.  What 
would  it  have  involved  J  It  would  have 
involved  the  assertion  that  in  our  judge- 
ment based  upon  the  nwe  statemanta 
oontained  in  two  lettws  of  diaoreditable 
hod 


aa  a  Nationalist  journalist,  this  n 
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beeh  gitil^ollstg«iy.    We alwald have 
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«iid  virtiull;  UTS  Mnteao«d  him  to 
pMiftl  HrTttadB  for  life  aa  s  forger.  Bnt 
«vea  to  that  man,  aa  to  the  nioat  guilty, 
gnatice  is  dne.  We  hare  no  right  to  act 
«■  htfl  jadgM,  and  eaj,  "  Beoaiue  this 
«r  that  letter  has  boeii  written  yon  are 
^ilfy."  Tet  the  pn^KMitioii  of  the 
vjgfat  hon.  Qantleman  is  that  we  ought 
"to  done  all  this ;  that  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral eboold  have  Mid,  "I  withdraw  the 
•Ohargea  and  aeqnit  the  aocnaed." 

«IB  W.  HABOOOHT :  I  beg  tout 
pAidon  for  tDterruptiiig  yon,  but  allow 
me  to  point  out  that  yon  might  have 
oalled  him  at  onoe. 

Sm  H.  JAHES:  I  wtU  deal  with 
that  in  ooe  moment.  When  the 
sight  hon.  Gentleman  ie  attacking  the 
■character  of  men  to  the  death,  he 
thinke  little  of  minimixing  the  atoms 
of  his  eharge,  and  shifting  them  from  a 
priadple  down  to  a  date.  I  trust  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  instead  of  in- 
dnlgiBg  in  gestures  and  interruptions, 
Till  foe  good  enough  to  understand  that 
s  principle  remains  the  same  whether  it 
IB  to  be  applied  in  October  or  i>ecember. 
I  am  asking  whether  at  any  time  conn* 
Bel,  whose  judgments  must  be  fallible, 
ought  to  have  sat  is  judgment  upon 
this  man  and  oonricted  him  of  being  a 
fo^erT  Upon  what  grounds  were  we 
itp  say  thisf  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
«aya  yon  knew  from  his  letter  this  man 
mys  his  cross. examination  would  be  in- 
jurious to  his  eridence  in  ohief.  And 
the  hoD.  Member  for  Northampton 
elicited  loud  cheers  by  reading  part  of 
I^gott's  letter  of  Hay  23 ;  bat  the  boa. 
Uember  omitted  to  read  the  context, 
which  is — 


"I  wiili  yoa  to  nndaritsiii  thst,  if  oiled 
«pon  to  give  erideoce,  I  dtsU  retuae,  no  matter 
what  the  eonMqiMnoe  msj  bo." 
Then  the  writer  vent  on  to  say  that  in 
ihoee  oinnunstanoea  it  was  eerlaio  that 
if  the  proceedings  relied  for  sucvess 
Upon  his  testimony  the  ease  would  fail. 
Tat  attitnde  of  uie  man  waa  that  he 
vould  not  go  into  the  witness-box  at 
all,  as  hedid  not  wish  to  reveal  certain 
infonnation.  Then  he  said,  '-Uyoha- 
ittoter  aa  a  Nationalist  journalist  ia  the 
past  will  not  bear  investigation,"  and  it 
l»  because  the  Attorney  General  and 
Ilia  ool leagues  did  not  npoq  those 
«tstemeBte,  and  those  statements  oidj, 
fuah  to  the  oraeliiaon  tlwt  the  man 


mx  a  former  and  ought  to  bf  handeA.. 
or^  to  jnstioe  that  we  are  now 
charged  with  dishonourable  oonduet. 
I  cannet  conceive  that  any  panon  who 
knows  the  duty  of  a  ooans^  or  any  ona 
would  wish  that  we  should  act  nuUriy 
to  any  man,  however  lost  he  may  be  to 
a  sense  of  right  in  his  eondaot,  and  ttiat 
we  should  possibly  have  acted  in  the 
manner  in  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
soggeeted.  I  will  go  fiuther,  and  I  s^ 
now  that  if  Pigott  had  gone  to  any  ad- 
vocate and  aaid,  '*  I  have  forged  these 
letters,  what  am  I  to  do  f  "  the  answer 
would  have  been,  "  Go  into  the  box  and 
say  yoa  have  done  it,  and  then  take  the 
consequence  of  yoiur  assertion."  No 
counsel  would  have  told  him  not  to  go 
into  tbe  bux,  and  not  to  prove  the  in- 
nocence  or  the  aocosed.  Well,  Sir, 
BtToagely  enough,  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Derby,  with  all  his  great 
experience,  suggests  that  tbe  pr(^>er 
course  was,  that  this  man  should  not 
have  been  given— by  tiie  advoeatea  of 
the  TVsM*— an  opportunity  of  giving 
evidenoe. 

8ia  W.  HABOOUBT:  I  never  said 
that  Figott  should  not  have  been  put 
into  the  box.  I  always  thought  that 
Pigott  should  have  been  called,  but  bis 
proper  character  ought  to  have  been 
sUted  to  the  Court.  If  it  was  thought 
proper  that  the  truth  should  be  known, 
t^xott  should  have  been  called,  and  he 
should  have  been  called  aa  aooa  as  it 
was  known  that  he  was  untrustworthy, 
and  the  Hember  for  Cork  ought  not  to 
have  been  kept  for  two  months  under, 
the  charge  of  naving  written  the  letters. 

Six  HBNBT  JAUE8:  This  is  the 
fifth  time  my  right  hon.  Friend  haa  re- 
ferred to  the  question  of  time.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  cannot  and  shall  not 
escape.  When  he  charged  us  with  dia- 
honourable  conduct  my  right  hoh/ 
Friend  should  either  stick  to  Us  clmrgeii 
or  withdraw  them.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  said  distinctly  that  the  du^  of 
the  Attorney  General  was  to  rise  in 
Court  and  say, ' '  I  withdraw  the  charges 
and  acquit  the  accused;"  and  now 
he  says  that,  having  withdrawn  the 
charges  and  acquitted  ^e  accused, 
we  were  afterwords  to  call  Pigott  to 
support  the  charges.  Z  tell  my  ligbt 
hon.  Friend  that  that  statainent  of 
hia  will  be  received  with  deririon  to^ 
inonow  morning  by  the  whole  of  the 
profession  who  know  the  late  Solicitor 
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Oeneral.  Now,  Sir,  I  «jll  taka  my 
rigbi  bon.  Friend's  view,  with  all  bis 
great  profesBional  experienoe  as  a  law 
officer  of  tbe  Grown.  I  can  seebim  as  a 
lawofficer  of  the  Crown  riaing  andaaying 
tathe,tribunal.  "I  am  going  to  call  a  wit- 
Hbbs,  and  laah  the  tribunal  to  determine 
whether  what  be  is  about  to  say  is  tme 
or  false.  You  are  jud^s  of  the  facta, 
but  I  tell  you  that  the  witneaa  is  a 
man  of  baa  character,  that  we  do 
not  believe  a  word  be  saye,  and  we 
will  tell  you  that  you  ought  not  to 
believe  him."    That  ie  the  aeoond  pro- 

foeition  by  virtue  of  which  my  right 
on.  Friend  cbai^ee  the  counsel  for  the 
Tinu*  with  grossly  dishonourable  and 
disreputable  conduct.  The  tbird  charge 
ofmyrighthon.  Friend  ie  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  tbe  Attorney  General  personally 
to  bave  made  inquiries  as  to  Pigott's 
character  and  antecedents.  That  is  not 
quite  compatible  with  his  previoue  argu- 
ment that  tbe  letters  disclosed  so  much 
that  no  inquiry  was  needed,  and  that 
the  strength  of  the  letters  the  obari 
ought  to  bave  been  abandoned.  1  , 
right  hon.  Friend  now  says  that,  as  the 
letters  did  not  disclose  enough,  the 
Attorney  Oeneral  ought  to  have 
added  to  them  by  a  personal  inquiry 
as  to  the  antecedents  of  Pigott. 
My  right  bon.  Friend  bas  acted  as 
counsel  in  many  cases;  has  he  ever 
made  iaquiries,  as  counsel,  into  the 
antecedents  of  any  witness  be  might 
call?  He  may  have  done  many  things 
in  Party  struggles  and  for  political 
purposes,  and  surely  one  who  so  nearly 
approached  the  bead  of  the  English 
Bar  should  not  have  resorted  to  such  an 
argument  as  this— and  when  my  right 
hon.  Friend  was  a  practising  Member  of 
the  English  Bar  he  would  not  have  used 
ancb  an  argument  as  this — which  he 
knows  every  member  of  his  profet 
will  hear  of  with  astonishment.  These 
are  the  cbaiges  ou  which,  aa  far  as  pro- 
fessional conduct  is  concerned,  my  right 
bon.  Friend  attacked  the  Attoraey 
General.  He  attaoks  him  fornot  making 
this  communication.  I  am  not  going 
to  make  any  observation  as  to  whether 
Mr.  Soames  offered  tbe  information 
which  the  hou.  and  learned  Member  for 
Hackney  appears  to  have  received  at 
some  time.  I  am  glad  to  gather  that 
my  right  bon.  Friend  bad  no  com- 
munication with  the  Member  for  Hack- 


the  character  of  my  boa.  and  learned' 
Friend  the  Member  for  Etackney  wilT 
rise  higher  to-morrow  when  it  is  learnt' 
that  he,  neitber  'directly  nor  indirectly,, 
IS  taken  any  part  in  bringing  this 
arge  against  the  Attorney  Oeneral. 
I  am  happy  to  think  that  whilst  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  knew  bow  to 
gain  a  riotory — and  he  did  gain  one^ 
his  conduct  will  bear  contrast  with  that 
of  his  colleagues  who  do  not  seem  tO' 
know  how  to  use  it.  I  am  not  about' 
make  any  appeal  to  the  Members 
of  tbe  House.  I  am  glad  to  know 
that  this  arraignment  is  to  be  followed* 
by  a  verdict.  Late  in  the  evening- 
a  motion  has  been  made  to  reduce- 
the  Vote,  and  consequently  there  will 
be  a  Division.  lam  making  no  appeal 
to  the  Members  of  the  House,  bnt^ere- 
are  some  Members  of  the  profession  of 
the  Attorney  Oeneral  sitting  behind 
me.  ndi.  A.  Moblet:  Hear,  hear.]' 
The_  late  Secretaj?  to  tbe  Treasury- 
iron  Ically  says,  "Hear,  bear."  There 
are  .many  ways  in  which  tbe  honour  of 
our  profession  may  be  maintained,  but 
there  is  not  one  of  our  profeasion  who- 
does  not  know  that  we  bave  never  bad 
a  leader  who  has  been  more  desirous  of 
truthfully  doing  his  duty  than  tbe  mair 
who  has  been  attacked  to-night.  I 
ask  tbe  members  of  tbe  profession  to- 
show  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  no  favour  to-night. 
Let  them  all  rote  according  to  tneir- 
belief.  Ie  there  one  of  you  who  be- 
lieves tbe  auggeation  that  the  Attorney' 
General  is  a  cozening  knave?  Is  there- 
one  of  you.  true  Liberals  as  you  may 
be,  who  does  not  deplore  that  Party 
exigencies  have  driven  this  question  so- 
far? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  (Newcastle) :  We, 
on  this  side  of  this  House,  listened  to- 
the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Sir  H.  James)  with  special' 
interest  on  the  occasion,  because  be- 
spoke on  behalf  of  a  profession  of  whiohi 
he  is  himself  a  very  distinguished 
ornament.  Into  the  controversy  as  to 
professional  ooiiduot,  it  would  not  b9 
proper  for  me,  a  mere  nominal  membm^ 
of  the  prof^ioQ,  to  6nter;  but  I  ank 
coustrained  to  state  that  Sir  Charles 
Bussell    ["Order"] — the    hon. 


oey,  and  I  tellmyrighthon.Friendthat   learned  Member  for  South  Hackney— 
Sir  Sintrj/  Jamti 
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Bttthorizea  as  to  m;  that  he  i*  entirely 
in  toooid  w^  the  w>ti<m  we  hnre 
Ukm.  [Hon.  Hemben: — Where  ie 
lie  ?}  The  Chief  SeoretMir  for  Iielftnd 
asks— "Where  ie  heP"  [Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoeib:— No;  I  did  not.]  This  la 
not  only  what  he  aothoriaee  ua  to  aay,  but 
it  was  what  hehae  repeatedly  uid  in  the 
Court  before  the  Jndgee.  How  many 
timee  has  be  complaioed  of  the 
way  in  which  the  Attorney  Qeaeral 
has  presented  the  oaae?  Again  and 
again  he  oomplained  of  the  nopro 
feeuooal  way  in  which  the  case  was 
preaented.  ["  No.*']  ^  repeat  that 
again  and  again  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Hackney  complained  of  the  want 
of  faimees  which  oharaoterised  the 
duct  of  the  Attorney  Qeneral.  Bat  we 
are  not  here  to-night  to  settle  the  eti- 
qnette  of  Inns  of  Court.  We  have  had 
a  rery  exciting  debate,  and  we  had  some 
painful  inoideots.  We  had  the  incident 
with  reference  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Uayo.  I  shall  give  no  opinion  on  that, 
but  I  am  diaappointed  at  the  impatience 
shown  by  hon.  Members  opposite,  who 
are,  after  all,  Englishmen,  with  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  who  are 
the  accused  persons.  Sorely  after  nine 
years,  during  which  time  they  have 
been  labouring  under  these  aoonsations, 
it  can  not  be  wondered  at  if  they  give 
way  in  the  excitement  of  debate  to  a 
litUe  iaapatieDoei  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Dirieion  [iSi.  Chaplin)  said  that  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  was  reeeired  in  a  chilly  manner 
on  this  wde  of  the  House,  and  he  con- 
trasted that  chilliness  of  manner  with 
the  rapturous  cheers  with  which  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemm  opposite  re- 
omred  the  apologia  of  the  Attorney 
General.  Tee ;  but  the  whole  point  of 
the  debate  turns  on  one  incident — when 
'tiie  hon.  Member  for  Cork  c&allenged 
his  opponents  to  show  even  by  gestnre 
that  they  believed  the  forged  letters. 
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which  the  Attorney  General  etq)h»' 
mistically  calls  even  sow  the  faosimile- 
letters  were  written  by  him.  I  regret  to- 
say  that  the  hon.  Uembw  for  the  Oity 
of  London,  who  haa  now  disappeared, 
and  who  was  prominent  in  this  niatter- 
previooely — evra  he  mode  no  sign  under, 
that  ohallenge ;  and  I  am  glad  to  notioA' 
that  under  the  ohallenge  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  we  all  admitted  tbat  therw 
is  no  answer  to  the  ehidlenge.  Apart 
from  that  we  need  not  go  behind  the- 
manly  and  straightforward  decloratioi^ 
of  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Frienf 
(Sir  H.  James)  that  nobody  belisvee — 
ezoept  the  Prime  Minister — that  my 
hon.  Friend  could  possibly  have  writtfla- 
those  letters.  The  Attorney  General 
read  a  passage  from  the  obarge  of  the^ 
Lord  Chief  Justice  in  "  O'Dounell 
Walter,"  the  drift  of  which  was  that 
there  were  other  charges  still  pending 
of  a  character  equally  serious  as  the- 
issue  of  the  letters.  Is  there  one  of 
those  ohargea  which  was  not  brought 
before  the  House  in  January  or  Febru- 
ary, 1883,  by  tbe  late  Mr.  Forsterf 
There  is  not  one,  and  yet,  although  ther 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  was  under  those- 
charges,  Lord  Carnarvon  and  the  Tory 
Party  went  into  a  confederacy  with  him. 
["No."]  Tou  may  say  "No,"  but 
Lord  Carnarvon  will  not  say  "  No." 
["Tes  he  wilt,  he  has  denied  it  agaiir. 
and  again."]  I  do  not  wonder  at  your 
angM-  when  this  is  mentioned.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  will  not  deny  that 
their  own  Viceroy  went  twioe  and  hadl 
interriewe  with  the  man  who  war 
labouring  under  those  very  ohat^es- 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
said  were  so  much  more  serious  than 
the  forged  letters.  For  my  part  I 
should  have  liked  to  avoid  a  violent 
personal  issue  of  this  kind,  and  I  am 
not  desirous  of  finishing  this  debate  in. 
a  spirit  of  personal  opposition  to  the- 
hon.  and  learned  Member  beyond  what 
the   necessities   of  the  case  demands.. 


ui^.i.cjo^CjOogle 


*<wV— 


I00HH0N8) 


Cml 


Bat  I  luTe  naii,  on  ftpUtfimn,  not  long 
•go  when  I  had  the  bonoor  to  ait  nde 
hj  ndo  with  mr  hon.  Fri«nd  the  Ifem- 
^hw  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pnmell),  that  the 
apology  in  the  TVarMwaa  meu,  shabby, 
And  vnmanly,  and  I  must  say  nothing 
lias  amand  me  more,  oonrideHng  the 
-eatimation  in  which  I  was  eUd  to  hold 
the  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman,  than 
^  find  that  he,  after  all,  vas  the  author 
of  that  mean,  shabby,  and  oamanly 
upology.  Bemembdrwhat  die  oircam- 
etanoea  are.  A  Heniber  who  has  held 
-an  important  position  in  this  Honae  has 
a  Teiy  grave  ehar^  made  against  him, 
00  grave  that  the  nght  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  said  it  was  the 
charge,  and  if  that  oharge  waa  disposed 
of  all  the  rest  would  be  of  no  oonse- 
qneoea.  My  right  hon.  Frisud  said  on 
-the  1  St  of  Aogust,  1888— 


"  Jl  tba  7V«Mt  hUa  to  nuintain  ita  prindpil 
Chaigta,  I  do  not  tfaink  inneh  importsiiGe  will 
beattsoliedtothsotherobargM.  XnrattMnpt, 
-Mil  ^peanto  dm, on  the  part  of  the  JVhi« 
to  put  aaida  tboM  principal  olurns,  oi  not  to 
vat  than  ia  the  forafront,  wiU  redonnd  to  their 
diaorsdii" 

— tiie  forelront  meant  about  the  66th 
.  Bitting — 

"  I  don't  think  the  hon.  and  iMined  Qantle- 
'iDMi  need  ttta  in  the  lUKhtoit  degne  that  0 
cbaigia  antnit  himaaU  and  hia  ooOMgnm  ct 
be  or  will  be  ignored." 

Bemember  the  situation  in  which  the 
apol(^  was  tendered.    The  hon.  Mem- 

'ler  for  Oork  had  a  charge  brought 
against  him  which  would  have  damned 
hiu  in  hia  political  career  if  it  had  been 

jproved.  That  charge  ,was  withdrawn 
after  it  had  hang  orer  the  turn.  Member 

-for  months  aod  years,  and  this  is  what 
the  Attorney  General  said — 

"InoWjOnbehalfofthoaewhomwarapreatnt, 
aak  pcnmanoQ  to  withdraw  from  voqt  oon- 
'.nderation  the  question  of  tJia  g«nainnnMs  of 
the  letten  wfaidi  hs*e  baan  anbmitted  to  yon, 
the    anlhenticitr  of    which  haa  haen  denied, 


«Pol<«r>  ire  find  it  lower  down  in  the 
oolnmn  where  the  Thm*  ttsdt  iTTpniMnd 
ita  own  view  of  the  extent  to  whinh 
their  oalomniea  had  been  fbundont.  I 
commend  these  words  to  bon.  (Jentlemea 
opposite.  It  is  their  own  oraole  speak- 
ing— 


.emtitled  to  my  that  th^  an  naniae.  My 
liorda,  althongh  it  ia  poadble  Uiat  any  ei- 
ipreatloD  of  regret  aMde  by  me  in  making  thia 
:ltateinent  may  be  nuainteipnted  "— what  nn> 
gaDSTDua  language— '*  thoaa  whom  I  repreaant 
request  me  to  axpraaa  their  ainoere  regret  that 
thaw  letten  wete  publiahed." 

iNow,  if  we  want  a  measure  of  the  ahab- 
ftiaess,  meanness,  and  unmanlineaa  of  the 
Hr.  John  SlorUy 


truth  of  that  atatement.  Tbi*  e 
regret  we  need  hardly  say  IndDdea  alao  the 
lettsB  fala^  attributed  to  Hr.  Egan.  Mr 
Daritt,  and  fir.  O-Kelly."  ^^ 

If  I  want  any  justification  for  a  vote 
showing  disap{»oTal  of  the  oondnct  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Geotlemao,  I 
shonld  find  it  in  the  fact  that  after  the 
charge  was  withdrawn  by  the  anthon 
of  it,  he  had  no  more  to  say — not  a 
word  of  regret  to  express  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oork— than  the  poor  woida 
I  hare  just  read  to  the  Howe. 
Now,  there  are  one  or  two  points  raiaed 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Derby  which  wate  not  touohed  in 
the  leaat  degree  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman.  In  the  fint  place,  he  made 
no  attempt  to  answer  the  position  taken 
up  by  my  right  hon.  Fiiaod- that  h« 
ought  nerer  on  any  a<»»ant  to  hare 
plaoed  himaelf  in  a  position  which  dis- 
abled him  from  aoting,  as  he  might 
have  been  called  upon  to  aot,  as  Pnblie 
Proeeoutor,  either  against  the  ^o- 
prietors  of  the  Timet  or  against  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway.  That  is  a  most 
important,  a  vital  proposition,  going  to 
the  root  of  the  Tote  to-night  j  but  on 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  OenUeman 
had  nothing  more  to  say  than  that 
posribly  his  conduct  might  not  have 
been  altogether  prudent.  It  was  much 
more  than  that.  It  was  a  grierous  error 
of  judgment,  and  it  ia  for  that 
error  of  Judgment,  among  other  things, 
that  I  am  going  to  vote  for  the 
reduction  of  the  hon.  aod  loamad 
Gentleman's  salary.  With  referenoe  to 
the  conduct  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
GeuUeman  in  the  matter  of  Pigott,   aa 
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m  now  kaow,  li«  knew  for  the  first  time 
of  Pigott'i  letter  in  the  middle  of 
Deoember.  That  letter  he  kept  in  his 
own  boeom,  so  fiv  m  the  Oonrt  and 
opposing  oounsel  were  oonoemed,  for  a 
period  of  two  months  and  a-half .  Kj 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Barj 
■eema  to  think  it  would  hare  been  ver; 
unfair  if  there  had  been  an;  premature 
deolaradon  of  the  existenoe  of  the 
dooumemt;  but  mj  right  hon.  Friend 
•eems  to  forget  that  during  those  two 
months  and  a-half  the  hon.  Uamber  for 
dork  was  lying  under  this  charge,  a 
«barga  whioh  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
to-night  fully  and  manfoUy  withdrawn. 
Supponng  Pigott  had  swd  to  Ifr. 
fioames,  "I  am  a  forger,"  would  the 
hon.  and  learned  Qentlemnn  then  hare 
felt  bound  to  go  on  with  the  ease  <m  the 
footing  on  which  it  then  stood  t  Figott 
did  not  say  that ;  bat  what  he 
«aid  was  enough  to  have  caused  the 
Attorney  General  or  Ur.  Soamee,  or 
•nyone  else  ooncemed  on  behalf  of  the 
3l4M«,  to  at  least  set  inqniriee  on  foot 
as  to  the  oharaoter  of  their  chief  wit- 
ness. I  happen  to  know — I  suppose 
vnoetof  OS  do— that  the  correspondent 
•of  the  Timtt  in  Dublin  ia  a  oertain  Dr. 
Fatton,  editor  of  the  DMm  X^rtn,  so 
that  the  readers  of  the  TVim*  get  their 
Irish  news  throngh  the  editor  of  the 
higli  Tory  and  Orange  organ  in  Ireland. 
Thoeo  oonoemed  for  the  TbiM  had 
nothing  to  do  bat  to  eend  a  telegram  to 
Pr.  Fatton,  who  knew  eTOiy  parttoular 
ju  to  the  character  of  Figott.  I  have 
been  a  jonmalist,  and  I  know  perfectly 
<weli,  from  my  own  experience,  flrom 
Attempts  of  Figott  to  have  relations 
with  ue — (a  laugh)— Oh,  not  sinister 
celatione,  althoogh  I  hare  no  doubt 
Hgott  would  have  written  me  a  Na- 
itionalist  artiala,  or  hare  forged,  if  you 
fdease,  a  document  discrediting  the  Na- 
tionalist party,  if  I  had  been  aa  credu. 
Joua  aa  Ur.  Maodonald.  I  knew  that 
4here  was  no    man    in  Doblin  whoee 
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character  was  more  notorious.  That  is 
really  the  frmi»mtn  of  the  charge  made 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend— that  having 
Pigott's  own  assertion  that  he  could 
not  go  into  the  box,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Qentieman,  and  those  oon- 
oemed for  the  Tlmtt,  took  no  trouble 
whatever  to  find  out  what  manner  of 
man  he  was.  If  tiiey  had  taken  any 
trouble  ia  that  direction  they  would  have 
foond  that  the  whole  of  their  fabria 
rested  on  a  foundation  that  was  abso- 
Intely  rotten.  Again,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Qentieman  never  dealt  with  the 
challenge  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  to 
explain  his  statement  on  July  4  that  the 
authentioity  of  the  letters  had  beea 
tested  by  experts  and  in  other  ways. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Qentieman  has  mf 
chance  even  now,  bnt  up  till  now  he  has 
never  dealt  with  the  point.  He  has 
never  explained  in  what  other  way  he 
meant  the  Timt  had  tested  the  authen- 
tioity of  the  letters. 

*8ia  B.  WEBSTER :  As  oonasel  lor 
the  Tiwut  and  .until  some  later  day 
my  mouth  ia  absolutely  eloeed. 

Ua.  JOHN  MOBLEY :  I  am  amazed 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Qeotie- 
I  should  plead  his  month  was 
dosed.  This  rMlly  sheds  a  moat  extra- 
ordinary light  on  professional  etiquette. 
Are  we  to  understand  that  supposing 
he  knew  that  Figott  was  a  forger  hla 
month  was  dosed  ?  My  point  is  this— 
he  said  tiie  TVmm  had  tested  the  authen- 
ticity of  the  letters  by  the  examination 
of  experts,  and  in  other  ways.  Well, 
what  privilege  of  connsd  is  there  when 
I  ask  "What  were  the  other  ways?" 
Are  we  to  understand  that  he  was  at 
liberty  to  toll  the  country  that  the 
letters  had  been  tested  in  other  ways 
and  yet  was  not  at  liberty  to  say  what 
other  ways  had  been  reeorted  to  ?  We 
needs  must  ask  ourselves  what  "  other 
ways"  were  reeorted  to;  we  ask  our- 
selves was  the  Attorney  Ueneral  justi- 
fied by  any  sort  of  canon  of  professional 
etiquette,  or  in  any  way,  in  putting  for* 
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■wfitA  the  statement  that  other  tests  tide 
were  resorted  to,  when  it  appeafe,  as  a 
matter  of  faot,  other  ways  had  not  been 
resorted  to.  I  will  not  beep  the  Com- 
mittee any  longer,  but  I  think  my  aoeer- 
tion  is  true,  titat  the  most  important 
artielee  in  the  obargemade  by  my  right 
hun.  Friend  hare  not  in  the  slightest 
degree  been  met  by  the  Attorney 
General.  One  point  which  yoa  thoaght 
he  had  made,  and  the  only  point,  was 
that  he  had  given  either,  a  copy  or  io' 
telligenoe  of  the  existence  of  Figott'a 
self-abnegating  letter,  bat  that  point 
loses  signifioanoe  when  you  remember 
this  was  done  only  after  ICr.  Soamea 
had  in  hie  evidence  alluded  to  the  exist- 
enoe  of  this  letter,  and  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Sir  0-  Buseell)  had 
called  for  ite  production.  That  is  the 
only  point  made  on  which  you  ex- 
ultingly  thought  he  had  sooi«d.  At 
I  have  said,  I  bad  bo  intention  of  taking 
part  in  this  diecowon,  and  I  am  only 
using  unpremeditated  words.  I  feel 
our  discussion  of  to-nigRt  and  the  three 
daye'  controversy  to  which  it  is  the  tem- 
porary and  provieional  end,  will  be  fol- 
lowed by  many  other  dtecusaioos,  until 
we  bring  yon  face  to  face  with  t&ose 
who  have  the  right  to  pronounce  judg- 
ment upon  all  this.  Tbie  marks  a  very 
important  stage  in  a  long  controversy 
I  have  watched  the  controversy  very 
closely  and  vigilantly  before  I  came  into 
the  House  and  since  I  have  sat  here- 
The  first  vote  I  ever  gave  lit  the  House,  I 
gave  in  support  of  a  Bill  brought  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork — I 
think  there  were  59  or  65  of  us  in  one 
lobby— and  from  that  date,  which  is 
exactly  six  years  ago,  therfl  has  been  no 
pauae  in  the  movement,  which  has  been 
all  in  one  direction.  We  were  5-5  then, 
we  are  now  six  or  seven  times  as  many. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  knows  as  well  as  I  do  that 
there  has  been  no  pause  or  check 
in  the  Sow  of  the  stream,  and  the 
M'.  John  MorUy 
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rising  swiftly.  The  disona- 
sion  we  are  upon  to-night  affecting 
the  character  of  my  hon.  Friend  tha 
leader  of  the  Ijish  Party  has  by  the 
admission  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James)  cleared 
him  from  one  of  the  moat  damaging 
charges  ever  made  against  him,  and 
shows  we  have  turned  one  of  th» 
sharpest  comers  in  our  long  and 
arduoiia  journey.  I  wonder  yon  do  not 
see  it.  I  wonder  that  hon.  Gentlemen, 
instead  of  indulging  in  pasrionate 
cheers,  where  any  hope  is  held  out  to 
them  that  possibly  some  shred  or  frag- 
ment of  the  charges  made  against  my 
hon.  Friend  may  prove  to  be  true — I 
wonder  they  do  not  ask  themselves 
whether  they  are  not  fighting  a  hopelees 
battle,  and  whether  it  would  not  b» 
better  for  the  interest  of  unfortunate^ 
distracted  Ireland,  and  for  this  unfor- 
tunate and  rather  distracted  House,  that 
they  should  fsce  the  facte,  that  thej 
should  abandon  this  mood  of  fieroOr 
bitter  political  passion  against  thoaa- 
who  are  our  colleagues,  and  whom  yon 
insist  on  retaining  as  oar  ooUeaguee  ; 
and  whether  it  is  worth  while  for  yoa 
very  much  longer— I  would  give  you  as 
much  time  as  is  necessary  to  save  your 
political  honour — whether  in  your  hearta 
you  believe  it  is  possible  for  yon  moob 
longer  to  persist  in  the  unfortunate 
course  upon  which  you  have  embarked. 
Whatever  the  result  of  the  division  may 
be — and  for  my  part  I  do  not  care  in 
the  least  about  it — lLaug^t^r^~uo,  I  do 
not  care  about  the  di  vision — l_Laughttr']^ 
hon.  Qentleman  need  not  laugh  very 
hilariously  at  that,  because,  as Isaid  tha 
other  day,  and  say  it  now — not  in  s 
harsh,  offensive  sense— the  division  will 
be  won  b;  a  fraudntently  obtained 
oujtmty.  1  feel  sure  that  if  we  ar» 
here— we  shall  not  all  be  here,  I  hope- 
sis  years  hence,  those  of  ns  who  are  lier» 
will  find,  looking  back,  that  this  debate, 
which  clears  the  charaoter  of  the  hco. 
Member  for  Ourk  and  his  friends,  marks, 
the  point  of  the  decisive  and  final- 
advance. 

SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir- 
Edwaxs  Olahkb,  Plymouth):  I  bope> 
before  the  divirioa  is  taken  the  Com- 
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mittefl  will  indulge  me  with  a  few 
iminatea  and  allow  me,  more  for  the  sake 
•ot  the  personal  and  professional  re- 
latioDB  between  mjaelf  and  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  than  for  an;  neoeesitf 
tor  defending  him  againat  thii  attaoki 
to  auodate  myself  with  him  in 
defence.  In  the  epesoh  we  hare  jast 
listened  to  there  were,  I  think,  certain 
premeditated  aentenoes  that  have  done 
■dnty  elsewhere,  although  they  found 
their  way  into  the  peroration  of  that 
unpremeditated  speech.  lo  that  speech 
there  was  very  little  that  touched  the 
'questioQ  we  are  debating.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  charged  nny  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  with  being  mean,  shabby, 
And  dishonest  in  iraming  the  apology 
for  the  Trntt,  and  we  have  bean  treated 
agdn  to  suggestions  which  I  thought 
had  been  absolutely  demolished,  not 
only  by  the  Attorney  General,  but  by 
the  hoa.  and  learned  Uember  for  Bury, 
of  a  oonapiraoy  to  Buppress  what  bad 
tden  place  in  regard  to  Figott ; 
but  what  more  was  there  in  the 
apeech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
jnanf  He-  wandered  off  into  all 
sorts    of     topics,    and     revived    that 


subject  of  these  charges,  which  I  say  ia 
important. 

*SiB  £.  OLABKB :  I  though  I  heard 
a  statement  as  to  the  Tory  Party.  Z 
accept  at  once  in  all  completeness  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
but  what  does  the  accusation  come  to  ? 
Does  he  suggest  that  it  was  discreditable 
for  Lord  Oamarvon  to  have  met  the  hon. 
Uember  tor  Cork  ?  I  am  going  to  put 
a  perfectly  fair  interpratation  upon  his 
words;  he  does  not  say  it  was  discredit- 
able  on  the  part  at  Lord  Carnarvon  to 
meet  the  hon.  Member,  but  he  said  thece 
was  some  inconsistency,  because  it  im- 
plied a  suggestion  that  Lord  Carnarvoa 
made  those  proposals  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  which  Lord  Carnarvon  has 
again    and    again   in     specific    terms 


MBIIB8BS :      No,    no. 


denied. 

Several   hon. 
Never  denied. 

*S[a  E.  CLARKE :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  the  House  should  view 
with  leniency  and  indulgence  the  cKbi- 
bition  of  strong  feeling  on  the  part 
of  Irish  Members,  and  I  quite  agree  it 
is  impossible  that  they  should  be  sub- 
which  I  had^'th^ughrwaVthe^ali^et  jecttochargesof  this  kind  without  being 
0  about  Lord  Carnarvon   entitled  to  exprew  strong  feeling ;  and 


forgotten  fable 
and  the  confederacy  with  the  Conserva- 
iive  Par^.  Is  it  necessary  once  more 
to  remind  him  that  when  these  allega- 
tions about  a  confederacy  between  the 
ConservativeB  and  the  Irish  Party  were 
■first  set  on  foot,  not  only  a  letter  was  writ- 
-ten  by  the  late  "  Whip  "  ot  the  Con- 
servative Par^,  denying  that  any  auoh 
confederacy  existed,  but  a  letter  was 
also  published  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
XTork  denying  in  the  most  nnphatic 
-terms  that  any  such  confederacy  existed. 
Tat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  attempts 
-to  quote  and  give  back  to  publio 
mrrency,  as  if  it  were  accepted  truth,  this 
statement  of  a  confederacy  with  Lord 
"Carnarvon  and  the  Tory  Party. 

Ma.  J.  MORLEY:  I  never  said  that- 
-X  was  extremely  careful  to  limit  my 
tproposition  to  this,  that  Lord  Oamarvon 
:met  twice,  and  bad  an  interview  in  a 
noom  with,  the  hon.  Member  who  is  the 


he  says  that  there  is  all  the  more  excuse 
and  justification  for  that  exhibition  of 
feeling,  tumnltuous  and  oocasiooally 
turbulent  as  it  may  have  been,  seeing 
the  accusations  to  which  they  have  been 
exposed  for  nine  years. 
Ma.  MOBLGT :  Seven. 
*Sm  E.  CLABEE :  I  will  not  pin  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  nine  years, 
seven  is  quite  sufficient.  I  forget  what 
date  it  was  in  1BB2  when  we  heard  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  W.  Harcourt) 
make  his  accueationa  across  the  floor  of 
the  House  against  his  present  aUiea. 
lake  it  aa  seven  years,  and  during  the 
greater  part  of  those  seven  years,  who 
are  the  men  who  have  made  the  bitterest 
and  moat  violent  aoousationa  against  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  opposite  f 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
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for  Neweaatle  waits  to  find  a  catena  of 
phraeai — a  whole  magazine  of  vitapera- 
ticm  ag^nst  Hemlwra  below  the  Gang- 
way— he  haa  only  to  ask  the  right  hon, 
Hember  Ter;  near  bim  to  lend  him  that 
traasurad  rolume  in  which,  no  doubt, 
some  friendly  hand  inserts  the  speeches 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Oentlemaa  tlie 
Member  for  Derby.  This  ie  no  mere 
^  jmoqH*.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  these  acooeations  hare  «dsted  for 
seres  years,  it  is  only  fair  we  should 
hand  over  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  the  greater 
portion  of  the  credit  of  ezoiting  the 
present  feeling.  How  curious  is  the 
debate  now  taking  place !  Does  the 
Committee  quite  realize  what  is  being 
done  F  The  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
has  proposed  a  redootioii  in  the  salary 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and  he 
was  supported  in  antioipation  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Bootland  Division 
fMr.  T.  P.  O'Connor).  Both  these  hon. 
Gentlemen  ore  being  prosecuted  by  the 
Attorney  General;  tEey,are  being  prose- 
oated  in  this  sense,  tluy  are  defendants 
"in   which  the  Attorney 
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General  is  appearing  in  oiroumstances  he 
baa  explained  to  the  House,  as  oounsel 
for  those  who  are  putting  their  case  be- 
fore a  judicial  tribunal  that  haa  been 
formed  for  the  purpose. 

An  Hon.  Mbkbkr  :  Private  proseca. 
tion  or  State  trial  t 
*8iR  E.  OLABKE :  I  am  going  to  deal 
with  that  in  a  few  minutes.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  there  has  been  established 
a  great  judicial  tribunal,  and  to  that 
tribunal  hu  been  handed  over  for  dsd- 
sion  matters  which,  however  they  may 
nhamately  be  decided,  are  no  doubt  of 
very  great  importonee.  No  decision  haa 
yet  been  given  on  any  ungle  point  of 
the  aoBUsations.  This  tribunal '  decided 
in  what  way  the  inqniiy  should  be  oon- 
ducted;  decided  to  call  upon  those 
who  had  made  thenuelvea  prinoi- 
pally  responsible  for  the  accusations 
to  be  inquired  into  to  fonnnlate  their 
air  E.  CUtrU 


statements,  and  bring  forward  their 
witnessee  in  the  first  instanoe.  TtSi 
tribunal  decided  that  the  names  of  those 
who  were  charged  shonid  be  given,  and 
there  is  a  list  of  names  in  this  book  <A 
those  who  are  included  in  the  ehargee 
and  allegations.  Among  these  names 
ore  those  of  the  hon.  Members  for  Wax* 
fbrd  and  for  the  Seotland  Diviaon  of 
Liverpool. 

Hb.  T.  M.  HBALY:  What  book  i» 
itr 

*8in  £.  CLABKE:  The  Beportof  the 
proceedings  before  the  Boyal  Commis- 
sion. These  two  hon.  Members  propose- 
to  reduce  the  salary  of  the  Attorney 
General.  But  this  is  not  all.  We  have- 
had  a  speech  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  I«bouohere),  who- 
has  been  flitting  hither  and  thither 
to-night.  He  came  in,  made  his  spesch, 
and  departed ;  and  I  will  say  no  mor«' 
than  this,  that  he  ha^  been  under  tho- 
consideration  of  the  tribunal,  and  so- 
far  as  we  know  he  oontinnes  to  be  under 
the  oonsideration  of  the  tribunal  now.  I 
oonfess  when  I  heard  him  talk  about 
evidence  and  cross-examination,  it  dii 
occur  to  me  that  many  of  us  would  1^ 
to  cross-examine  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
get  an  explanation  of  certain  transoo- 
tions  in  relation  to  this  inquiry.  Anothw 
speeoh  there  was  from  the  ri^t  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Hember  for  Derby,  who, 
I  peraume,  is  going  to  give  evidenoo- 
before  the  Commission,  because  a  pieo» 
of  evidenoe  has  been  given  before  the- 
Commission  affecting  him.  He  took  tho- 
opportunity — I  suppose  it  is  a  privileg» 
of  his  great  position — to  write  to  ^ 
newspapers  denying  the  statement  mad* 
by  a  witness;  but  that  statement 
was  mode  oh  oath  before  the  Commis- 
sion, and  the  Commissioners,  before- 
they  can  oondder  it  denied  and 
refuted,  must  ondoubtedly  require- 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give 
his  evidenoe,  I  oonfess  I  have  listened! 
with  great  amusement  to  the  right  boa. 
Gentleman — amusement  tempered  with. 
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ft  little  indigiuLtion — as  he  Tefarred  to 
TaripoB  mattera  in  his  speech.  He  oon- 
ti&aaUj  talked  of  the  "  nuji  Houston," 
and  menttoued  him  bj  nam*.  Aftei 
BpeaMng  of  the  "  miserable  wrstohea  " 
with  whom  the  Attorney  General  had 
had  to  daal,  he  denouooed  Hoiubm  for 
hanaff  bnmed  eoneepondenoe.  Well, 
he  wm  hare  an  oppratiuit;  of  denying 
the  statement  made  on  oath,  that  in  1 BS3 
he  advised  or  miggeeted  the  destmctioa 
of  certain  doonments  about  the  Kilmain- 
ham  Treaty. 


*8iR  E.  OLABKE :  It  waa  made  early 
in  Norember.    I  am  absolutely  eorreot. 
An  hon.  UntBBa :  Quote. 

StB  W.  HABOOUBT :  No  sash  state- 
ment  as  that  was  made  in  March. 
*SiR  E.  CLABKE:  The  right  hon. 
GenUnnan  is  mistaken.  The  statement 
was  denied  by  him  in  a  latter  to  the 
newspapers,  bat  the  statement  waa  made 
by  Captain  O'Shea  early  in  the  oonrse 
of  the  proceedings  beibre  the  Oom- 
mission,  that  in  1883,  when  there  was 
talk  of  a  Oommittee  of  the  House  to 
inqnire  into  matters  oonneoted  with  the 
KUmainham  Treaty,  the  right  hon. 
Qentieraan  said  the  documents  were  to 
be,  or  had  been,  deetn^ed. 

Ha.  PABNELL :  No  sacb  thing. 
*SiB  B.  OLABKE :  The  name  of  a 
more  illnstrious  person  eren  than  this 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  mentioned  aa 
having  been  oonsnlted.  t  am  only  point- 
In^  out  the  peculiar  position  of  those  who 
are  making  these  accusations  against  the 
Attorney  General,  and  I  ask  the  Oom- 
ipittee  to  note  the  way  in  which  these 
accnaations  hare  changed  their  form 
from  time  to  time..  First,  the  lonuation 
was  that  the  Attorney  General  ought 
not  to  have  taken  the  briaf,  and  .my 
hon.  and  learned  Friond  in  his  speech 
has  answered  that  Boonsation.  ["No!"] 
I  do  not  say  he  has  answered  it  to  the 
aatisfiwtion  of  hon,  and  right  hon.  Gen- 
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tlomen  opposite;  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  would  need  miraculous  power  to 
do  that;  but  ha  has  explained,  and  it  i» 
perfectly  clear  that  before  this  beoam»~ 
matter  fbr  a  Special  Commission,  he  held 
a  brief  in  the  private  action  of  "O'DonnsU 
*.  Walter,"  and  so  became  cognizant 
of  all  the  proceedings  in  respect  to  which 
the  CommiBsion  was  set  up.  When  the 
Commission  was  eetablished,  is  it  to  b» 
supposed  the  Attorney  General  waa  not 
entitled  to  appear  for  his  former  clients, 
who  were  putting  forward  the  same 
charges  as  they  hod  made  through  his 
mouth,  and  supporting  them  by  the  samfr 
evidence  as  had  been  oommunicated  to 
him?  I  express  no  (^liiiion  as  to  tho 
wisdom  of  the  decision  he  came  to,, 
but  it  cannot  be  said  that  there  waa 
anything  inoonaistent  with  professional 
honour  or  politioal  duty  in  taking  the 
brief.  It  IS  sn^;eeted  that  doing  so 
prevented  him  from  doing  the  work  of" 
the  Oovemment,  and  on  this  I  have 
more  right  to  speak  than  any  man  living,- 
I  am  associated  with  the  Attorney 
General  in  the-  greater  part  of  his 
otBdal  work,  and  X  con  testify  to  h!» 
amaring  capacity  for  work — a  oapaoi^ 
for  work  surpassing  that  of  any  man  I 
have  ever  met  in  my  professional  career.- 
There  never  has  been  the  slightest  delay 
in  undertaking  and  discharging  thn 
work  that  hi^  to  be  done  for  the^ 
Goremment,  and  at  this  moment 
there  is  not  on  my  table,  nor  I 
believe  on  that  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  a  single  set  of  Govern- 
ment Papers  on  which  our  options  have  - 
been  asked  and  notgiven.  Thronghoat^ 
tibere  has  not  been  any  interruption  in. 
the  Court  work  or  advising  wmt  of  the- 
Attorney  General  I  do  not  say  that, 
all  men  could  have  done  this,  but  ex- 
oeptional  oapadtT  for  work  on  the  port 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has 
accomplished  it.  Another  aoousation  ia 
not  so  much  agMnst  the  Attorney 
General  as  against  the  Government. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  W. 
Hazoonrt)  was  anxious  to  refer  to  this 
as  a  State  inquiry. 

SiH   W.  HAEOOUET:    The  Homo. 
Sesretary  said  it. 
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-"Sir  E.  OLABKB  :  Th«  words  <'  State  ; 
inquii; "  were  a  quotation.  When 
the  OommMsion  Bill  was  before  the 
House  I  described  it  ai  not  a  jadi- 
•<aal  tribunal  eet  up  to  decide  be- 
"tween  two  parties,  but  a  Court  of 
i^Bqair;  set  up  to  inquire  into  matters 
tof  great  importanoe  to  the  State.  Now, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  saja  the  Court 
was  formed  b;  the  Gh>Ten]ment,  the  in- 
■diotment  was  framed  hj  the  Govern- 
tment,  and  the  pattiea  were  summoned 
<b;  the  GoTemment.  Xow,  there  is  no 
foundation  for  these  statements  at  all. 
The  Court  formed  by  the  GoTemment  ? 
S.t  was  submitted  to  the  judgment  of  the 
"House.  We  know  perfectly  well  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  a  speech 
mode  at  Derby  the  other  day,  said  the 
-Court  ooneisted  of  "Judges  of  the 
highest  and  most  dignified  impartiality." 
Tea ;  we  will  remind  him  of  that  bj-and- 
bye,  if  the  dedsion  of  the  Court  should 
not  be  qnite  to  his  taste.  The  Govem- 
jnent  did  not  frame  the  indictment ;  that 
-was  framed  by  the  parties  whom  the 
Gomtmeaion  called  upon  to  state  their 
flpedfio  t^arges,  and  wittk  the  charges  or 
the  persons  named  the  Government  had 
-nothing  to  do.  Throughout,  the  position 
of  the  QoTemment  has  been  a  steadily 
impartial  one.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
.man  had  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  formation  of  the  Commission  and 
the  powers  to  be  given  it.  Full  powers 
were  given  the  Commissioners  to  deal 
.  oompletely  with  the  matters  before  them, 
and  I  absolutely  decline  to  disooss  any- 
■thing  that  has  tahen  place  before  me 
Gommissioa  in  retereooe  to  the  charges 
.<ir  even  to  the  letters,  which  were  not 
part  of  the  charges  so  much  as 
•part  of  the  evidence  upon  which  those 
oh^os  were  to  be  sustained.  ("  No.") 
This  ia  not  said  to-da^  for  the 
Ant  time;  it  has  been  said  throngh- 
oot.  Even  upon  the  letters  the  Court 
has  expressed  no  opinion  whatever,  and 
I  wait  until  that  opinion  is  expressed. 
~I  mast  say,  however,  I  am  extremelv 
glad  this  ueouBsion  has  taken  place,  and 


eapeoiaUy  for  the  sake  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General. 
Although  he  may  not  bare  felt  the 
strain  and  pressure  of  aoonsatiou 
of  this  kind,  yet  those  who  hare 
been  aseooiated  with  him  for  years  in 
professional  and  political  life,  as  well  as 
in  personal  friendship,  have  felt  for 
him;  and  they  have  looked  forward 
with  great  anxiety  to  this  discussion,  in 
the  hope  it  would  come  qoiokly  before 
the  House,  and  satisfied  that  he  would 
give  a  triumphant  and  conclusive  answer 
totheohargesmadeagainsthim.  Under 
the  fostering  influence  of  speeches  from 
below  the  Gangway,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  is 
reooveriog  a  little  from  the  pidable 
condition  to  which  he  was  reduced  by 
the  reply  of  the  Attorney  General 
Those  who  have  been  in  this  House  will 
never  forget  the  way  in  which,  when 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was 
answering  him,  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  interposea  and  shifted  his 
chafes,  trying  to  minimise  the  meaning, 
and  explain  away  the  terms  he  had  used. 
We  on  this  side  of  the  House  are  vwy 
glad  indeed  thatan  opportunity  has  been 
given  for  this  discussion  and  this  vindi- 
cation, and  Z  almost  envy  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  that  he  has  had,  in 
the  hearing  of  so  many  of  his  fellow 
Members,  and,  Ibdieve,  to  their  abso- 
lute and  entire  satisfaction,  aa  op|ior- 
tunify  of  clearing  away  the  calumnious 
acouaations  which  have  been  made 
against  him. 

•Me.  a.  STAVELET  HILL  (Stafford- 
shire, Eingswinford) :  After  what  has 
fallen  from  the  learned  Solicitor 
General,  X  feel  bound  to  say  that 
I  hope  it  will  be  dearly  understood  that 
my  vote  to-night  will  be  g^ven  with  the 
most  thorough  acooeptance  of  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  that  the  letters  are  rank 
forgeries. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Xorth  Long- 
ford) :  I  rise,  not  to  prolong  the  debate, 
but  rather  to  make  an  appeal  to  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  and 
to  my  eolleaguefl.  Dot  of  the  entire 
ranks  of  the  Conservative  Party  opposito 
only  one  gentleman  has  risen  to  express 
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his  opinion  that  the  lattetB  were  forged, 
and  by  implioatiou  his  oondemsation 
of  the  methoda  uaed  against  my 
hoQ.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oork. 
The  learned  Solidtor  Gteneral,  who  haa 
jiut  Bat  down,  aaid  he  conld  not  accept 
the  withdrawal  of  these  letters  as  any- 
thing definite  ;  he  suggested  that  they 
wer6  only  shaken  in  proof.  The  Leaders 
of  the  Unionist  Party,  who  started  the 
OommiasioD  last  year,  have  not  one  word 
to  say,  and  the  nobis  Lord  the  Member 
for  HoBsendale,  the  main  pillar  of  the 
QoTemment,  lies  silent  to-night  like  a 
pike  at  tti«  bottom  of  a  pond,  from 
which  he  nerer  emerges  ezoept  when 
some  favourable  oooaaion  is  given  of 
ooDting  to  the  assiatanoe  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Now,  Mr.  Courtney,  my  words 
will  be  very  f«w,  and  they  will  be  ad- 
dressed to  my  fellow  oonntrymeD. 
This  is  the  first  assembly  of  Qentle- 
meo  in  the  world.  These  Utters 
are  put  forward  as  an  aoousation  invol- 
ving the  grossest  and  most  fearful 
charges.  The  learned  SoUdtor  Qsneral 
thinks  lighdy  of  them  now,  although  he 
said  on  the  23rd  July,  ISSS,  that  in  a 
trivit  action,  if  the  libel  were  proved 
against  the  Times  newspaper,  any  jury 
would  give  most  ample  damages  tor  the 
injury — damage  sufficient  to  satisfy  the 
instinct  of  revenge  as  well  as  that  of 
oapidity.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  said 
that  these  letters  ooostituted  the  grava- 
mm  of  the  charge,  and  if  they  were 
shown  to  be  fot^eries,  the  rest  of  the  case 
would  be  00  prejudiced  that  the  public 
would  not  pay  much  attention  to  it. 
Now,  Sir,  if  anything  has  been  proved 
sa  plainly  as  that  two  and  two  make 
four,  it  is  that  the  letters  were  forged, 
and  yet  the  first  nobleman  ol  the  land, 
the  Xieader  of  a  party  of  Gentlemen,  not 
^  a  party  of  raparees  and  rapscaltions 
■nch  as  that  to  which  I  myself  belong, 
alleges  that  these  letters  may  still  be 
treated  as  authentio,  and  to-night  an  ex- 
Lsrd  Mayor,  who  isalwaysput  forward  aa 
a  representative  of  the  Party,  haa  given 
;;VOL.  O00XXS.V7.    [thiod  beoibs.] 


Cmt  Servieei. 


654 


his  adhesion  to  that  statement.  If  that 
is  the  line  the  First  Assembly  of  Gentle- 
men in  the  world  takes,  what  hope  of 
justice  have  the  Irish  Members  in  minor 
matters  ?  What  is  the  use  of  our  going 
on  any  further  with  this  Oommieeioo, 
if  now,  when    the  letters   have    been 

{irored  to  demonstration  to  be  the  basest 
orgeries,  you  for  Party  purposes  by 
your  Leader,  the  Prime  Minister  of 
this  country,  and  by  your  Solicitor 
General  take  np  this  line  ?  And  this, 
I  repeat,  is  the  First  Assembly  ol 
Gentlemen  in  the  world.  I  do  not 
doubt  that  before  another  month  has 
passed,  just  as  Lord  Salisbury  has  de> 
clared  that  these  letters  may  still  be 
genuine,  some  Conservative  Member 
will  come  forward  and  say  that  the 
letters  have  been  condusively  proved, 
and  that  Pigott  has  been  assassinated  in 
Madrid  by  an  emissary  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork.  I  have  a  precious 
relic  at  home ;  it  consists  of  my  warrant 
of  imprisonment.  All  I  can  say  is  that 
so  little  do  I  care  for  what  the  vecdiot 
of  your  Commission  may  be,  that  the 
first  thing  I  propose  to  do,  if  I  eucoeed 
in  getting  a  certificate  of  acquittal  or 
indemnity,  will  be  to  put  it  under  the 
kitchen  grate.  Now  that  the  2Ymta  case 
is  dosed,  and  Irish  Members  know  the 
worst  to  be  said  against  them,  now  that 
emissaries  have  been  brought  from 
America  and  the  prisons  have  been 
emptied  of  all  the  perjury  and  furgery 
thay  contain,  I  appeal  to  my  hon. 
Friends  whetiier  they  should  not  wash 
their  hands  of  the  business,  and  let  their 
oareCully-selected  tribunal  make  its  Ke- 
port?  Let  rourPrimeMinisterand  your 
Attorney  General  say  against  us  what 
they  please.  I  have  never  oared  one 
twopence  for  the  Tinui'  charges.  I  have 
never  read  "  Parnellism  and  Crime," 
and  I  never  intend  to  do  so;  but  I  think 
that,  considering  the  attitude  which  haa 
been  taken  up  with  regard  to  our  proof 
of  innocence,  the  dtgni&ei  attitude  for 
my  countrymen  to  take  up,  and  for  their 
Representatives  in  the  English  Parlia- 
ment to  assume,  standiag  independently 
before  the  world  in  regard  to  these 
matters,  should  be  one  of  contempt. 
That  will  be  my  reconamendatioa  to  my 
hon.  Friends,  and  that,  at  all  events,  is 
the  attitude  which  I  shall  t<ike  up  at  far 
as  I  am  personally  cancsrnad.  Our 
treattaent  by  the  Attorney  Qeneral  is 
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of  the  year  andiag  on  the  31rt  da;  of  U&roh, 
1890,  the  Bom  of  £3,739,203  be  5 '  "'    ' 


nported   BpMi   Honda; 


Reaolatioa  to    be   1 

Committee  to  nt  agun  opon  Hondaj  nest. 

OOiraOUDAXBD    FDHC  (VO.   1)  BtLI. 

GonBidered  in  Uommittee,  and 
reported,  with  an  amended  title;  aa 
amended,  to bs conaidered  npoa  Monday 


HATtOM AL  DSBT  BIOBMPTIOlt. 


exactly  what  I  expected  from  him ;  the 
attitude  of  the  QoTernmeat  is  exootty 
what  I  expected  &om  them,  and  the  , 
action   of  the  noble  Lord,   the  prirate 
friend  of  Houston,  waa  exaotlj  what  I    . 
expected  from  him.    And  aa  to  those 
men  who  imagine  that  we  are  fighting 
this  fight  for  Ireland  for  the  sake  of  a 
few  years  or  a  few  days,  or  for  the  sake 
of      our    private    characters,     let     us 
leare  them  to  their  fond  imagiuinge. 
Let    OB    go    on     as    our    forefathers    1 
went    00.     You   who   alandered    John '  i 
Hilchell    and     Smith     O'Briea;      yon 
who  employed  that  dir^,  filthy  news- 
paper,   which    has    betrayed    all    its 
traditions ;    and    you     who     slandered 

Bobert  Emmett  in  his  grave;  you  who  |     ■- ,      ^ 

slanderd  WoIIe  Tone;  you  who  put , ^•?'P'^°''...<^  ""^ 9r"n^*!i.  ^^  ^ 
.^x^^  :-  »k»  _,:,.„  „.,„■«*  *k„  t5=i,  Cent  umiuties,  sod  the  Redooed  Thwe  per 
Mieon  in  the  wine  cups  of  the  Irish  cent  AnnuiUei,  and  the  i«ue  oal  ol  the  0^- 
ohieftains,  go  on— go  on  with  your  [  wjudated  Fond  of  the  neceMi;  unonntB  to 
slanders  aod  moral  assassi nation,  go  ;  psy  off  the  pHndpal  mnw  p*7*ble  to  holden  of 
bn  and  do  your  worst.     We,  Sir,  stand-  \  »'>o'»  Stocki." 

ing  safe  in  the  confidence  and  faith  of  1  (2.)"ThstthsiainBreqiiiiedforsnchredemp- 
our    fellow    oountrjmea,     will    fro     on     ^o"  ^  ra\teA    by   the  oreation  of  Two  snd 

.png  op  th.  flag  of  ,h.  iri.h ..«.,-  j  2?T,'n^r.»"°.'2S^"si 

allty,  and  will  keep  it  aloft  untarnished,    prindpel   moneys  n   lused  ud  thT  intarert 
whatever    may    be    the    issue    of    this    thereon    being    ohuged   on  the   Consotidsted 
'  Fund."" 

(3.)  "  That  all  ezpoiMt  Incorred  in  csnying 
□nt  aoch  ndsmptioQ  of  Stock,  aod  for  piovid* 
ing  tor  tha  payment  of  dividenda  in  certain 
cases,  aa  well  aa  additional  remnnenition  to  the 
Bank!  of  Eoftland  and  Ireland,  be  oha^ad  on 
the  Conaolidated  Fund. 

That  proviaion  be  made  for  esnying 


Besolntions  reported. 
'■That  it  is  expedient  b 


authorise  the 


Straggle. 

The  Oommittee  divided :  Ayes  206 ; 
Noes  386.     (Division  list  No.  38.) 

Original  question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Besolution  to  be  reported  upon  Moo- 
day  next. 

Oommittee  to  ut  again  upon  Monday 
next. 


WATa  AND  HBARS. 


Kesolution  nported— 


ited  ont  of  the  ConsoUdsted  Fond  of  tl 


fvuil 

United  Kingdom." 
Ueeolution  agreed 


t  the 


for   ■ 


demption  of  Stock." 

BesolutioD  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  bronght  in  by  Mr. 
Gonrtney,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  £x- 
obeqoer,  and  Ur.  Jackson. 

MOTIOK. 


I  RATIONAL  DKBT  aXDXHPTIOIt  BtUj. 

"  To  pioTide  for  the  Redemption  of  the  Con- 

'  BoldatedThraa  par  Cent  Stock  and  the  tvdooed 

Oidered,  That  it  be  an  Inatmctiaa   to  the    Three  per  Cent  Stock,"  presented  acoordingly. 

Committee  OD  the  Conaolidated  Fond  (No.  1)    and  read  the  flnt  time;  to  be  read  a  second 

Bill,  That  they  hare  power  to  make  prorisioa    time  apoa  Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed. 

therein  pnxaiant  to  the  aaid  BeeolntloD.  Kll  presented,  sod  nad  first  time.  [BiU  170.] 


WATS  AND  MKAHS. 
Cimsidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committae.)  | 

Beaolved,  That,  towards  making  good  tha 

Bt^ply  gnnted  to  Her  Uajeaty  for  the  Service 

Mr.  1.  M.  Em^ 


Hooae  sdjonmed  at  twenty 

minatsa  before  Two 

o'clock. 
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HOTJ  SE     OF     LORDS , 
Monday,  2fitA  March,  1889. 


LABOENT  ACT,    1861,   AMBNDMBNT  (UBB 

OF  FIBEABUa)   BILL.      (ko.    30.) 

A  Bill  for  the  further  gecurity  of  the  peraoiu 

of  HeTMajeaty'Biulijecta  from petsanal  violence 

Was  presented  by  the  Eail  of  Uilltown  \ 

TMd  1* ;  tmd  to  be  printed. 

CHAISHAIf    OF  OOMMlTTKBa. 

MoTed.Tbat  the  Etui  Beanchamp  be  appointed 
to  fa^e  the  Chair  in  the  Committee  of  the 
whole  House  this  day,  in  the  absence  o(  the 
I>iike  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos  fromillneBS. 
— {Th»  Marquiti  if  Salisbury)  ;  agreed  to. 

Moved,  That  the  Earl  Beauchamp  do  take  the 
Chair  in  all  Committees  upon  Frigate  Bills 
to-mcrrow  in  the  absence  of  the  Dnke  of  Buck* 
ingham  and  Chaudos  from  illness,  except  where 


THE  COLONIAL  CONFERENCE,  18S7. 

*LoED  STEATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL, ia  rising  to  more  "That,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House  the  Colonial  Con- 
ference of  1887  has  led  to  good  reaults, 
and  ought  to  be  the  basis  of  further 
meaauros  tending  to  Imperial  security," 
said :  My  Lords,  the  first  thing  to  mention 
to  the  House  is  that  some  disousaion  on 
the  proceedings  of  the  Confereuoe  was  not 
to  ba  avoided.  It  aeemed  to  me  that  it 
might  take  place  in  June  or  July  with 
advantage.  The  Colonial  OfiEice  were 
not  of  Uiat  opinion,  and  prevented  it. 
The  notice  was  adjonmed  to  the  12th 
of  November,  on  which  da;  it  was  not 
the  pleasure  of  Her  Majesty's  QoTem- 
ment  that  the  House  should  assemble. 
Nor  could  it  be  brought  forward  on  any 
of  the  isolated  Tuesdays,  when  Bills 
having  precedence  wholly  occupied  your 

VOL.  OCOXXXIV.     [third  sbmbb.] 


Lordships,  and  when  the  ocean  travellers 
or  former  Yioeroys  whom  the  House 
would  wish  to  near,  were  generally 
absent.  I  do  not  touch  at  present  on  the 
circumstances  which  led  me  to  approach 
the  Blue  Boohs  or  their  thome,  as  I  am 
anxious  to  avoid  whatever  looks  like  an 
exordium.  It  is  better  to  go  on  at  once 
to  the  first  position  of  the  notice — 
namely,  that  the  results  of  the  Con- 
ference in  1687  w.ere  satisfactory.  Ita 
main  result  has  been  to  establish 
the  schema  of  naval  defence  in  the 
Australian  waters  which  bad  been 
well  elaborated  in  the  despatchea  of 
Admiral  Tryon,  a  name  well-known  in 
connection  with  the  topic.  The  local 
Farliaments  have  all,  or  nearly  all, 
accepted  the  deoisiona  of  th«  Confer- 
ence. Some  minor  changes,  which  re- 
late to  bankruptcy  and  to  companies 
and  postage,  have  been  mooted,  but 
have  not  reached,  I  think,  an 
actual  conclusion.  On  all  of  these 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  must  be  a  tar  better 
expositor.  By  him  the  Conference  was 
guided;  by  him  the  rather  intricate 
agreements  as  to  outlay  were  deter- 
mined ;  by  him  the  subsequent  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Colonial  Farliaments 
have  been  habitually  scrutinized  with 
every  advantage.  Let  me  consider,  there- 
fore,  the  next  and  last  position  of  the 
notice,  a  task  to  which  I  shall  be  pain- 
fully and  consciously  unequal,  without 
the  friendly  aid  and  the  remarkable 
indulgence  of  your  Lordahips.  It  is 
desirable  at  once  to  throw  some  light 
upon  the  origin  of  the  movement 
which  led  on  to  the  Conference  at  Weat- 
minater.  The  movement  aeems  to  have 
originated  in  the  war  of  1870  between 
France  and  Frussia.  Soon  after 
it,  a  publication  in  the  same  form 
as  "The  Battle  of  Dorking"  cam© 
2  A 
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colonial  eHher  by  rfisidenee  or  origin. 
In  that  Tolnme,  which  must  have  reached 
Bome  Ifemben  of  the  Legislatnro,  tha 
whole  subject  ma;  be  easily  iaveetieated. 
In  18BG  also  the  Oolonial  ExhibitioiL 
drew  the  public  gaze  towarda  the  pro- 
blem. In  Anguat  of  that  year,  direotlr 
the  present  Goremiaent'  wai  formsd, 
a  depntation,  led  bj  Ui.  (now  Lord) 
Brassey,  urged  the  noble  Marqueea  the 
First  Minister  to  act  in  some  dense 
upon  the  movement.  The  noble  Har- 
quesa  did  not  give  the  deputataoa  an 
uugeuial  reception.  Ha  did  not  aaeia 
to  view  it  as  deputations  sometimes  hare 
been  regarded  like  "a  noun  of  multi- 
tude, which  signifies  many,  but  does  not 
signify  much.  A  few  weeks  after  the 
Queen's  Speech  referred  to  the  topic. 
The  same  autumn  saw  the  famoaa 
and  frequently  alluded  to  despatch  of 
Ur.  Stanhope,  the  Colonial  Ssoretary, 
by  whom  the  Gonfereaos  at  Westminster 
was  summoned,  but  under  a  restriction 
that  what  is  termed  Imperial  Federation 
should  not  be  debated  in  it.  In  1867 
the  Conference  assembled  without 
}&T.  Stanhope,  who  had  reached  an- 
other post,  but  with  a  Ohairman 
in  Sir  Heniy  Holland,  who  is  now 
amongst  ua  by  another  designation. 
The  proceedings  of  the  Conference  are 
reooidad  in  tha  volumes  now  before  na, 
which  also  contain  an  interesting  speech, 
of  Mr.  Hoffmeir,  the  delegate  from 
the  Cape  of  Qood  Hope,  upon  the 
method  of  arriving  at  an  Imperial 
revenue.  I  recommend  that  speech  in 
some  degree — it  is  to  be  found  at  paga 
463  of  the  Ist  volume — to, the  atten- 
tion of  your  Lordships.  It  is  not  with- 
out an  object  I  have  presumed  to  touch 
upon  these  stages.  The  Conferenoe 
proceeded  from  a  movement  which  it, 
therefore,  stamped  with  autheutiotfy. 
But  yet  the  Conference  leaves  nnre- 
solved  the  leading  problem  towards 
which  the  movement  was  directed.  It 
cannot,  therefore,  be  contended  that  the 
Conference  is  final. — Indeed,  the  lan- 
guage of  the  noble  Marquess  when  he 
delivered  the  inaugurating  speeoh,  and 
the  language  of  ttie  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  aid  repudiated 
most  distinctly  all  finality  of  that 
kind.  Aooording  to  one,  it  was  to 
be  but  a  starting  point;  aooording  to 
the  other  it  was  to  lead  on  to  many 
similar  proceedings.  The  Government 
are  only  now  recalled  to  their  original 


out,  to  indicate  a  nearer  union  of 
Oreat  Britain  and  the  Colonies  as  the 
result  of  an  invasion  or  disaster,  the 
object  being  to  show  that  it  ought  to 
precede  and  to  prevent,  not  to  repair  and 
follow,  a  catastrophe  of  tbat  kind.  In 
1871  a  great  discnsaion  took  place  iu  the 
Westminster  Palace  Hotel,  under  the 
auspices  of  the  Duke  of  Sfanohester,  at 
vhinh  M.  de  Labilliere,  an  Australian, 
read  a  paper  giving  the  whole  argument 
in  favour  of  what  is  termed  Imperial 
Federation.  1IL.  de  Labilliere  and  the 
Duke  of  Manchester  may,  tharefore,  be 
oonsidered  as  the  founders  of  the  system. 
In  1875  the  well-known  address  of  the 
late  Mr.  Forster,  at  Edinburgh,  gave 
uncommon  ciroula^on  to  the  subject.  It 
was  applauded,  and  in  some  degree  en- 
dorsed, for  the  time  at  least,  by  the  noble 
Earl  now  sitting  jnst  beneath  me  (tha 
Earl  of  Derby.)  In  1876  Sir  Frederick 
Young  sent  out  a  formal  treatise  in  the 
flame  direction.  But  soon  a  most  extra- 
ordinary reasoner  appeared  in  a 
Canadian  politician  who  contributed 
three  articles  in  1879  to  a  celebrated 
periodical,  tha  WMtmin*ttrB»vi«u!,yi^a.Dh 
placed  on  clear  foundations  and  reduced 
to  practiaal  detail  the  kind  of  change 
which  Mr.  Forster  recommended.  There 
cannot  betooatrongareoognitionof  that 
admirable  trilogy.  Thenceforward,  hardly 
any  magazine  has  left  the  question 
unconsidered.  Among  the  strong  oppo- 
nents of  the  project,  Professor  Ooldniu 
Smith  ought  to  be  mentioned.  The 
voyage  of  Lord  Rosebery  round  the 
world,  the  impressions  he  brought  back, 
the  language  he  has  held,  the  public 
dinners  be  has  guided,  may  be  regarded 
as  another  stage  in  the  transaction.  But 
the  moat  extraordinary  power  exerted  on 
the  public  mind  has  been  that  of  Mr. 
Fronde  and  Baron  Hubner,  who  have 
separately  visited  the  distant  regions 
of  the  Empire,  and  pablished  striking 
views  on  Federation,  without  entirely 
ranking  as  its  advocates.  The  financi^ 
classes  were  thus  so  mnch  awakened  and 
excited  that  the  Loudon  Chamber  of 
Commerce  resolved  in  1880  on  what 
might  seem  at  first  a  startling  decision 
from  so  respectable  and  business-like  a 
quarter.  They  offered  a  prize  to  essayists 
upon  it,  which  was  obtained  by  Mr. 
Grass  well,adistiugnished  author  of  South 
Africa,  and  which  produoed  a  volume ' 
tmm  various  oontnbutors  of  greater 
▼alne,  as  they  are  nearly  ail  of  them 
W*;  StratKtimtmi  CampieU 
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isteatioa.  The;  are  onlj  aaked  to  build 
'OH  th«r  6zsrtiaii»— not  merely  to  enjo; 
Baooew  when  tt  la  possible  to  utilize 
it.  It  should  be  remsmbered  also 
Tthat  if  the  movement  wu  deprired 
■  of  action,  its  leadia<  object  unattained, 
the  Conference  wo»d  be  its  sepulchre 
instead  of  its  enoouragement.  It  has 
been  shoira  this  very  aututmn  that  the 
fmovemeiit  was  Dot  composed,   or  tran- 

fnillized,  or  satiated  by  the  Gonf  erence. 
t  has  been  loud  and  energetic  since  the 
Conference  hasterminated.  In  Glasgow, 
Edinburgh,  Jedburgh,  and  other  Scottish 
cities,  oonaiderable  bodies  have  assembled 
in  the  autumn  to  demand  some  further 
measures  of  a  nature  to  promote  the 
union  of  the  Empire,  beyond  the  mea- 
sure which  the  Cosferonce  arrived  at. 
The  leading  Soottish  journal  has  opened 
itsoolumnswideljtothesubjeot.  Again, 
-the  League  whose  members  brought 
about  this  movement,  the  League,  from 
-  which  the  OonfersuDe  proceeded,  the 
League,  whose  action  led  to  the  Queen's 
Speech  and  the  despatchof  Ur.  Stanhope, 
sarvives,  but  ougnt  to  die  if  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Conference  are  satis- 
factory and  final.  However,  it  is  easy 
to  contend  that  the  necessity  for  further 
action  rests  on  grounds  less  technical 
an'l  narrow.  Apart  from  India  and 
from  thu  CoIuui»s,  who  have  a  basis  of 
their  own,  dependenniee  must  gradually 
incline  to  separation  from  Great  Britain. 
The  ozperiuDue  of  our  couutrj,  of  Spain, 
of  Portugal,  would  point  to  this  con- 
clusion. Adam  Smith,  Sir  George  Oome- 
wall  Lewis,  in  their  well  known  works, 
Tiscount  Bury  in  his  Exodus  of  Nations, 
are  all  u^eed  on  this  inevitable  ten- 
dency. You  could  not  have  three  minds 
acquainted  with  the  subject  more  remote 
from  one  another.  Adam  Smith,  as 
your  Lordships  know,  was  a  recluse 
who  spent  10  yeara,at  Kirkcaldy  in  the 

S reparation  of  his  celebrated  treatise, 
ir  George  Lewie  was  an  active  poli- 
tician well  known  to  many  here.  He 
personally  visited  none  of  our  de- 
pendencies but  Malta.  Tiscount  Bury, 
a  much  younger  man,  has  had  ex- 
perience and  ties  upon  the  other  side  of 
the  Atlantic.  It  is  remarkable  that 
thinkers  placed  so  differently  should  all 
pronounce  a  similar  conclusion  on  this 
matter.  Bat  not  to  urge  too  far  the  pro- 
poeitinn,  it  may  he  granted  that  de- 
nsndenoies  of  that  kind  will  not  leave 
Qreat  Britain  except  in  the  event  of 


war  fay  which  their  ooasts  ore  threatened. 
When  war  arrives — as  it  may  always  do 
— the  temptation  to  break  off  might  then 
be  irredistible.  The  Marquis  de  Beau- 
voir,  the  great  French  traveller  in  Aus- 
tralia, a  few  years  back  arrived  at  this 
conoluaioa.  In  Canada  we  sometimes 
hear  uf  that  which  tends  to  separation. 
Id  Queensland  the  title  of  the  Grown 
to  appoint  Governors  has  been  loudly  if 
notuniversallydisputed.  InSonl^Afnca, 
Hajuba  Hill,  of  wMoh  we  heard  so  much 
fVom  the  late  Lord  Cairns,  may  be 
lemembered.  There  is  at  least  a  germ 
which  you  may  call  centrifugal  in  the 
self-governing  dependencies,  except, 
perhaps,  Xew  Zealand.  Since  the 
Crimean  War,  there  is  no  criterion  to 
guide  us  as  to  the  fear  of  similar  con- 
tingencies. At  that  time  the  power  of 
Great  Britain  to  blockade  aU  hostile 
porte  was  thoroughly  relied  on.  We 
openly  declare  it  ought  not  now  to  be 
so.  in  the  Crimean  War  the  opera- 
tion agiunst  Petropaulouakia  not  having 
been  remarkably  suocessful,  Petro- 
paulouski  still  survives  and  menaces  the 
harbours  and  ooaling  stations  of  the 
British  Empire  to  the  South  of  it.  It  is 
clear  that  in  the  event  of  war  these 
great  Dependencies  may  possibly  escape 
us.  It  is  no  less  clear,  however,  that 
Great  Britain  uaunot  ouquifiKe  iu  any 
unredeemed  and  uu  conditional  de- 
tachment of  them.  Soma  20  years,  ac- 
cording to  Ur.  Froude,  who  knows  much 
of  offloes  and  statesmen,  as  well  as 
history  and  philosophy,  there  was  a  dis- 
position to  do  away  with  Colonies  in  a 
Juarter  where  it  could  not  be  anticipated. 
t  was  an  unorthodox,  unwholesome 
mixture  of  red  tape  and  revolution. 
But  all  that  has  evaporated,  before  the 
ill-omened  alliauoe  was  in  any  way  pro- 
duotive.  Another  fashion  hassetin,  which 
Government  must  reoogniES.  The  domi- 
nant opinion  now  amonsst  all  classes  is 
tenacious  of  every  post  nom  Hong  Kong 
to  Vancouver's  Island.  To  be  reduoed 
to  the  United  Kingdom  would  be  a  blow 
to  systematio  colonization,  which  in  the 
days  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  found  an  incom- 
parable advocate  in  the  late  Mr.  Charles 
Buller,  as  it  has  now  a  steady  friend  in 
a  noble  Earl  who  often  situ  nn  the  Cross 
Benohea  (the  Earl  of  Meath).  To  be  re- 
duced to  the  United  Kingdom  would  be 
R  loMof  European  prestige.  By  European 
prestige,  I  mean  only  the  spirit  which 
prevEWs  against  the  matter  whioh  exceeds 
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it;  the  force  whicli  ^ards,  although 
it  may  be  latent  and  invisible ;  the  arm 
which  oTflroomea,  although  it  still  oon- 
tiDiiea  in  ita  scabbard.  Above  all,  to 
lose  our  transmarine  ^eseesione,  would 
discredit  us  at  Berlin,  where  support 
is  often  necessary.  It  would  discredit 
UB,  because  the  Oermon  Empire  has 
become  a  colonizing  Power;  and  it 
would  not  find  a  natural  connection 
with  a  Power  abandoning  its  Oolo- 
nies.  The  sacrifice  alluded  to  is 
also  wholly  inconsistent  with  the 
line  of  reasoning  which  Oanon  Dalton 
and  Professor  S^eley  had  remarkably 
exhibited,  one  in  a  lumluona  discourse, 
the  other  in  a  celebrated  volume,  which 
may  bo  thus  imperfectly  resumed—that 
the  wars  of  the  fast  century  and  this  one, 
down  to  1815,  were  only  jnsti6ed  in 
principle,  redwmed  from  loss  and 
balanced  aa  to  outlay  by  colonial  aoqui- 
sitiouB  which  have  followed  them  at  all 
the  European  settlementB  &om  TTtrecht 
to  Tienna.  If,  therefore,  the  present 
status  cannot  be  relied  upon  for  a  year,  or 
even  for  a  month,  some  new  method  of 
colonial  policy  is  evidently  needed.  It 
is  only  in  this  manner,  and  not  from 
▼ague  ideas  or  &om  declamatory  phrases, 
that  we  are  forced  to  examine  the  now 
often-repeated  term.  Imperial  Federa- 
tion. If  the  noble  Marquess  the  First 
Uinistar  gave  a  favourable  welcome  to 
the  deputation  in  1886,  he  has  been 
more  recently  inclined  to  hold  up  its 
project  rather  to  derision.  There  is 
much,  however,  to  entitle  it  to  scrutiny. 
Ihe  whole  subject  of  federation  has 
been  handled  by  Professor  Freeman  in 
a  treatise  of  which  the  second  volume  is 
still  impending  on  society.  Itisallowed 
to  mean  autonomy  of  parts  subordinated 
to  a  centre.  It  is  seen  in  public  schools, 
where  houses  governing  themselves  are 
all  connected  by  a  general  authority. 
It  is  known  in  Universities,  where  col- 
leges of  various  pursoita  and  various 
foundations  are  all  subjected  to  a  body 
which  confers  degrees  and  chooses  re- 
""*""" '"btives.  To  come  to  practical 
t  may  be  said  to  exist  whenever 
ior  assembly  is  added  to  the 
assemblies  of  the  country 
together.  There  are  many 
union,  and  only  one  of  federa- 
proper  use  appears  to  be  where 
groups  can  neither  be  entirely 
nor  entirely  amalgamated, 
moment  we  may  contemplate 
i  Strathfdm  and  CampbtU 


and  study  it  in  the  United  States,  in 
Aastro-Hungary,  the  German  Empire, 
and  Switzerland.  There  is  no  aheolate 
impediment  to  its  existence  in  regions 
intercepted  by  the  ocean,  if  every  coaat 
and  every  port  remains  approochable- 
by  navies.  It  was  by  ships  alone  that 
Athens  was  enabled  between  the  Pelopo* 
nesian  and  the  Persian  Wars,  to  keep 
the  sort  of  empire  she  had  founded. 
But  the  defence  of  federation  belongs 
more  properly  to  th'e  Chairman  of  the 
League  established  to  support  it.  We 
have  been  told  by  one  of  our  earliest 
instructors  not  to  approach  heroin 
themes,  if  some  one  else  is  bound 
and  qualified  to  handle  them. 
I  go  on  therefore  to  admit  that  there 
are  many  grounds  for  hesitation  with 
regard  to  it.  It  could  not  easily  ariBe, 
except  after  great  organic  changes  in 
Great  Britain.  It  is  not  certain  that 
the  beet  Colonials  would  have  leisure 
to  transfer  themselves  to  an  Imperial 
Assembly.  As  they  would  be  in  a 
minority  for  a  considerable  time,  it 
must  not  always  be  an  easy  or  har- 
monious one.  Above  all,  the  central 
Power  must  make  up  its  mind  before- 
hand to  preserve  the  system  by  force  of 
arms  when  once  it  ia  arrived  at.  The- 
Civil  War  of  the  United  States  still 
vividly  impresses  on  us  the  fundamental 
lesson  it  embodied ;  that  is,  the  melan- 
choly consequence  of  leaving  it  ambigu- 
ous how  far  incorporated  units  retain 
the  power  to  withdrawthemaelves.  Nona 
of  the  essayists  or  reasoners  on  Imperial 
federation  appear  to  have  made  up 
their  minds  on  this  part  of  the  subject. 
It  becomes  necessary,  therefore,  to  con- 
sider whether  any  other  kind  of  policy 
ia  open,  as  it  is  shown  that  we  cannot 
stand  still  or  give  up  every  link  with 
the  colonial  syatem.  Sir  John  Uac- 
donald,  the  danadian  Uiniater,  in  a 
lech  which  was  reported  about 
year  ago,  adverted  to  the  im- 
portance of  transforming  Colonies 
into  auxiliary  powers.  It  appeara 
also  from  his  recent  correspon dance 
that  Sir  Haiiry  Taylor,  the  great 
colonial  administrator,  as  well  as 
author  of  "Philip  van  Artevelde," 
leant  to  the  same  solution.  It  might, 
DO  doubt,  be  plausibly  defended.  Our 
Colonies, '  like  the  vassal  principalities 
of  the  Ottoman  Empire,  may  still  be 
nnder  the  Suzerainty  of  Great  Britain. 
Or  the  acknowledgment  of  a  Supremo 
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<yOurt  might  still  ooatinue  to  unite 
them.  A.  guarantee  affdinst  external 
.dangers  would  indnoe  them  to  place 
tk«r  fleets  and  armies  at  the  disposal 
<tt  this  country.  As  we  adhere  to  man; 
-unprodnotiTe  euarantees.  a  productive 
guarantee  oan  hardly  be  objected  to.  It 
IS  generally  seea  in  hiiitorj  that  fleets 
and  armies  gaia  a  quiok  and  wonderfnl 
doTelopment  in  countries  which  are 
-thrown  in  some  degree  upon  their  own 
responsibilities.  Oanado,  South  Airioa, 
Australia,  would  have  a  greater  num- 
ber of  armed  men  if  the;  approached  to 
independenoe  than  if  a  federal  conneo- 
-tion  had  united  and  submerged  tbem. 
Besides,  arrangements  of  that  kind 
inyolve  no  revolution  or  transition  in 
■Qreat  Britain.  8o  much  could  hardl;  be 
-affirmed  of  what  is  called  Imperial 
federation.  On  the  other  hand,  there 
would  be  a  risk  of  such  auxiliary 
ipowers  escaping  us.  They  might 
"then  be  launched  into  the  world 
without  tha  iostitutioos  they  require  for 
their  stability.  The  balance  of  power 
possibly  would  suffer.  It  is  no  light 
thing  to  form  approximative  nation*, 
Tempests  may  arine  as  to  a  descending 
«affrage,  an  elective  presidency,  or  a 
national  religion.  There  must  be  tbere- 
-fore  hestitatioD  in  adopting  the  idea  of 
'Sir  John  Uacdonald  and  Sir  Henry 
Taylor.  There  must  also  be  hesitation 
in  rejecting  it.  We  are  thrown  into  an 
abyss  of  doubt,  not  only  between  two 
systems,  but  between  the  views  by 
which  either  may  be  recommended  or 
"resisted.  In  a  perplexity  of  this  kind 
it  is  Dot  improper  to  turn  to  standard 
authors  on  colonial  policy.  Important 
as  they  are,  they  would  be  hardly 
.able  to  direct  us.  Neither  Qibbon 
Wakefield,  the  great  master  of  colonial 
■queetioas,  who  used  to  be  Donsulted  as 
an  oracle  by  Members  of  both  Houses, 
nor  Lord  Grey,  who  wrote  with  the  im- 
mense authority  the  Oolonial  Office  bad 
■imparted  to  him,  not  Mr.  Boebuck,  for 
.a  long  while  a  Oanadian  representative 
or  agent,  nor  Lord  Brougham,  whose 
treatise  on  Colonial  Policy  at  the 
-beginning  of  the  century  first  made 
him  known  to  society,  and  stilL  re- 
'Wards  the  student  who  goes  back  to  it, 
is  wholly  equal  to  the  function  of 
directing  us.  But  there  is  another 
classof  laadera  we  might  be  more  in- 
. dined  to  follow  and  rely  upon  with 
iflanguine  hope  of  being  sufflraentty  en- 


lightened. They  are  such  travellers 
as  Mr.  Froude,  Baton  Hubner,  whom  I 
have  mentioned,  Mr.  Finch-Hatton,  and 
the  noble  Karl  who  has  come  back,  and 
once  directed  the  Colonial  Office  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon).  Their  merit  is  be* 
yond,  indeed,  my  power  to  describe  it. 
Mr.  Froude  has  been  charged  within-  . 
aoouracy.  There  is  more,  however,  to 
be  gained  from  bis  inacouracy  than  from 
the  erudition  of  many  other  persons. 
Baron  Hubner  has  so  wonderful  a  power 
of  grasping  causes  and  elucidating 
diffioulties  tbat  you  would  think  ho  had 
held  high  office  in  all  the  countries 
which  he  traverses.  Mr.  Finch-Hatton 
is  instructiTe  on  everything  in  Australia, 
whether  the  procesHes  of  a  gold  mine, 
the  habits  of  a  buck  jumper,  or  the 
maoceuvren  of  a  faction.  In  graphic 
power,  if  I  am  not  deceived,  the  noble 
Earl  surpasses  all  of  them  together. 
But  he  and  they  are  equally  unwilling 
to  arrive  at  or  promulgate  states- 
manlike  oonclusions  on  the  oourse 
to  be  adopted,  while  none  deny 
a  further  course  to  be  essential.  It, 
therefore,  becomes  appropriate  to  look 
at  further  methods  open  to  the  Govern- 
ment. It  is  only  on  comparison  they  can 
beexpeotod  to  sdont,  or  even  to  consider, 
the  one  which  I  should  be  disposed  to 
recommend  to  them.  The  fir^t  method 
would  be  another  Conference  at  West- 
minster. But  yon  could  not  a  seoond 
time  exclude  Imperial  Federation  from 
it.  Delegatea  would  come  instructed 
to  oppose'or  to  support  the  measure.  It 
is  not  thus  that  sound  conclusions  can  be 
hoped  for,  as  the  instructions  could  not 
possibly  be  based  on  iong  considera^on 
or  perfect  grasp  of  such  a  topic.  Be- 
sides this,  it  might  be  difficult  a  seoond 
time  to  draw  firet-rate  colonials  to  this 
country.  It  has  been  proposed  that 
they  Btkonid  meet  elsewhere — at  Ottawa, 
for  instance ;  but  such  a  plan  is,  on  the 
face  of  it,  imprudent  and  impracticable 
from  the  jealousies  which  must  arise 
around  it.  Another  oourse  would  be  to 
draw  reports  irom  every  Colonial 
Qovemor  on  the  dispositions  whiofa 
exist  to  closer  union  with  Great 
Britain,  and  the  manner  of  attaining  it. 
About  1^0  years  ago  a  process  of  this 
kind  was  resorted  to  in  India, 
to  gather  popular  opinion  on  th» 
odministratioD  which  exists.  It  had, 
no  doubt,  some  interest  and  value ;  but 
a  ooUeotion  of  Reports  from  GoTenton 
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would  baidl;  satisfy  the  public  that 
Imperial  Federation  wM  tenable  or 
otherwiee.  An  appeal  would  be  de< 
manded  from  their  judgment.  Sir 
Fredeiiok  Yonug,  whose  work  I  have 
alluded  to,  and  who  has  been  long 
known  as  a  Colonial  politician,  main- 
tatna  that  one  misBion  ought  to  go, 
under  a  well-ohosen  director,  to  all  tiia 
regions  where  the  system  would  be  con- 
templated. There  ia  much  to  recom- 
mend a  coarse  of  that  kind ;  but  it 
appears  to  me  that  it  would  be  too  high 
and  too  laborious  a  function  to  conifer 
on  anyone,  unless  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  himself  resolved  to  undertake 
it.  The  Secretary  of  State  may  well 
derive  from  the  lato  Sir  Henry 
Holland,  the  curiosity  and  energy 
of  travelling.  Those  who  know  him 
best  would  guarantee  his  going  all 
round  the  world  without  ever  saying  or 
dmng  anything  imprudent.  In  1S5S 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  at  that 
time,  Lord  John  Russell,  went  out  on  a 
mission  to  Vienna  uncouneotod  with  his 
Office.  It  would,  therefore,  be  within 
the  bounds  of  precedent,  at  least,  that 
the  noble  Lord  should  go  out  on  a  mis- 
sion vitally  affecting  Ms  Department. 
It  is  not  probable,  however,  that  he  can 
be  spared  for  so  long  a  period  from 
Hinistorial  and  private  obligations. 
In  that  event,  a  different  method  may 
suggest  itatA!,  and  for  rapidity  in  some 
degree  a  better  one.  A  mission  going 
successively  to  every  point  required 
would  not  complete  its  task  for  3  years 
at  the  soonest.  But  long  before  that 
timethesoriof  chart  and  compass  which 
we  aim  at  may  be  necessary.  On  this 
ground  alone,  as  well  as  ottkers,  simul- 
taneous proceedings  are  desirable.  If 
inquiring  bodies  were  sent  at  once  to 
Canada,  SouthAfrica,and  Australia.itis 
qnito  possible  that  by  a  year  from  Eastor 
tneir  reports  would  be  in  our  posses- 
non.  There  is  no  politioal  contingency, 
of  many  which  may  strike  us,  in  ivhich 
it  would  not  be  desirable  to  have  them. 
'At  first,  and  very  properly,  the  Colonial 
Office  may  be  led  to  feel  some  hesitstion 
and  aversion  as  to  any  oourae  whatever. 
On  one  point  'they  would  go  with  me, 
however. — They  would  recognize  the  vast 
-  advantage  of  the  offioial  and  responsible 
over  the  unoffioial  and  irresponsible  in- 
quirer. It  arises  in  this  way.  The 
former  goes  out  with  a  staff  to  aid  him, 
he  remains  as  long  as  is  found  neces- 
L»rd  Slralhdtn  and  CamphtU 


sary,  he  draws  into  activity  all  the  abl»- 
minds  of  the  dependency  he  visits,  h» 
laboors  Quder  great  reaponsibility,  hi»- 
report  is  ocourato  and  searohingr 
as  he  is  not  bound  to  have  his- 
eye,  like  ordinary  travellers,  upon  the 
literary  market.  But  in  Canada,  at 
least,  there  is  remarkable  experience  to- 
guide  and  to  encourage  us.  The  mission 
of  Lord  Durham  in  1838  can  never  bo- 
forgotten.  It  would  stand  oat  vividly 
from  the  transactions  of  the  day,  if  it 
ever  fell  Into  the  hands  of  any  qualified 
historian  who  had  gained  the  power  to 
foreshorten  and  develop.  The  essence  to- 
be  borne  in  mind  is  that  while 
the  mission  was  attended  with 
every    species    of   disastor    and    im- 

e»diment,  so  much  that  the  Earl  ot~ 
urham  gave  it  up  and  did  not  loag- 
survive  it,  the  report  was  so  laminooft- 
and  solid  that  it  served  for  many  years 
as  the  basis  of  Colonial  policy,  wlule  it 
was  the  immediate  stepping-stone  to  the 
tranquility  of  Canada.  Xord  Durham  waa- 
ezposed  to  the  intense  hostility  of  an  ex- 
cited opposition  in  this  country.  The 
greatest  orator  of  that,  perhaps  of  any- 
time, the  first  Lord  Brougham,  rendered, 
himtheobjeot  of  brilliant  and  implacable- 
invective.  Some  of  his  prooeedings, 
justly  or  unjustly,  were  disavowed  oy 
those  who  had  appointed  him.  His- 
authority  in  Canada  was  therefore- 
seriously  compromised.  But  still,  with 
the  distinguished  aid  of  Gibbon  Wake- 
field and  Charlee  Buller,  who  acbom- 
pauied  him,  he  was  able  in  a  few  montho- 
to  present  to  the  Queen  and  the  two- 
Houses  a  Stete  paper,  which  might  j  ustly 
be  ooosidered  as  immortal,  and  which,, 
at  least,  was  far  from  unproductive-  It 
would  be  absurd  to  imagine,  however, 
now,  when  the  union  of  Upper  and 
Lower  Canada,  which  it  authorized,  haa 

EMsed  away  and  merged  in  the- 
>ominion,  nothing  more  of  the  same 
kind  is  wanted  to  replace  it.  As  to- 
South  Africa,  the  need  of  information, 
more  authoritative  than  any  which 
exists,  haa  been  exhibited  in  nearly  alii 
the  many  controversies  and  smbarras- 
meats  of  which  the  country  haa  been  so- 
fertile.  It  was  seen  in  the  exodus  of 
the  Boers,  which  led  to  the  establishment 
of  independent  States  on  our  frontiersi 
It  was  seen  in  the  hurried  measure  of 
annexing  the  Transvaal,  and  still  more- 
in  the  pradpitats  oonolouon  to  flr 
from  battle  fields  which  followed,     a. 
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was  saea  in  tha  aoquuition  of  the 
IKunoad  Fields,  aa  some  havs  reasoned, 
by  enoroaobment  on  a  treaty.  It  -was 
seen  in  the  war  direoted  against 
Oetywayo  by  Sti  Bartle  Frere.  You 
bave  only  to  refer  to  authors  such  as 
Franoia  Qalton,  Anthony  Trollope,  Mr. 
Greewell,  Kr.  Maokenzie,  for  eridence  of 
oni  perplexity.  But  it  would  need  a  life- 
time  to  become  master  of  South  African 
affairs.  I  tberefbre  hurry  OTerihsm.  At 
this  moment  there  is  the  greateet  poa- 
aible  diversity  of  judgment  as  to 
whether  the  offices  ol  Qovemor  at 
the  Oape  of  Good  Hope  and  High 
Oommissioner  of  Africa  onght  to  be 
united  in  one  person.  There  is  a  far 
stronger  case  as  to  Australia,  baaed  on 
estimates  and  facts,  which  do  not  bear 
on  other  parts  of  the  Oolonial  world, 
and  ought  not  to  escape  us.  It  ia  the 
moat  remote  (if  you  include  New 
Zealand)  and,  therefore,  according  to 
the  beautiful  and  often  cited  passage 
of  Mr.  Burke,  the  most  precarioua 
of  our  dependencies.  It  is  the  mnat 
eztensiTe  in  its  area.  It  is  the 
lai^est  in  exports,  imports,  and  revenue. 
A  variety  of  questions  well  known 
to  Parliament,  connected  with  New 
Caledonia,  the  New  Hebrides,  New 
Guinea,  have  in  some  degree  impaired, 
although  they  have  not  shaken,  its 
allegiance.  Such  men  as  Dr.  Lang 
have  done  their  utmost — it  may  not  be 
nrj  much — to  excite  the  love  of  national 
existence.  The  poetry  of  the  country — 
for  poetry  has  occurred  in  Gordon,  and 
in  Kendal  —  breathes  a  kindred  aa- 
piration.  It  cannot  be  denied  that 
there  ia  a  dominant  idea  of  con. 
necting  with  Australia  all  the 
islands  which  surround  it,  as  New 
Zealand  was  ounneoted  by  our  action. 
It  cannot  be  denied  either  that  the 
British  tie  ia  not  regarded  as  an  aid  to 
the  eventual  ooceummatioo.  In  1850 
the  want  of  information  on  Australia  was 
deeply  felt  in  Parliament  when  the  quea- 
tion  of  forming  Upper  Obambera  was 
debated,  although  the  critical  return  of 
Hr.  Lowe  (Lord  Sherbrooke)  did  some- 
thing to  abate  it.  In  1  b56,  when  another 
and  more  vital  Act  of  Parliament  was 
carried,  agreater  hnowlsdga  of  Australia 
would  have  been  moat  important  to  the 
Legislature.  It  is  hardly  necessary  to 
refer  in  detail  to  the  transaction  of  New 
Guinea,  which  could  not  have  pursued 
its  dangenius  coarse  had  proper  light 


existed.  Last  of  all,  in  November  and 
December,  the  appointment  to  Queens- 
land, however  unobjeotionable  in  itself, 
and  which  I  have  referred  to,  became  no- 
doubt  a  blow  to  the  connection  of  Aus- 
tralia  with  Great  Britain.  To  what  ex- 
cept imperfect  knowledge  at  the  Oolonial 
Office  could  it  be  attributed  P  We  have- 
also  to  remember  that  Australia,  be- 
ginning as  a  convict  settlement,  has 
need  of  all  the  elevating  influences  which 
you  can  bring  to  hear  upon  it.  Th» 
discovery  of  gold,  whatever  anima- 
tion, or  wealth,  or  numbers  it 
created,  was  not  a  balance,  but  an 
aggravation,  morally  and  socially,  o£ 
the  original  misfortune.  What  sort  of 
Governors  have  been  appointed?  Ijjvea 
at  best  they  have  been  local,  and  with- 
oat  a  general  control  over  the  mighty 
area  which  stood  in  need  of  organiring 
force,  and  of  regenerating  influence. 
So  far,  Australia  has  not  even  the  good. 
fortune  of  New  Zealand.  New  Zealand, 
has  been  formed  by  the  rare  virtue, 
indomitable  energy,  heroic  type  of 
Bishop  Selwyn,  the  mature  experieno^ 
of  Sir  C^eorge  Grey,  the  masterly  aoumea 
of  Gibbon  Wakefield,  who  may  b» 
conudered  as  its  founder.  Australia 
has  never  had  a  mind  or  character  im- 
preased  on  ita  mysterious  extent  and 
hidden  capability,  which  would  suggest 
the  parall^  of  Washington  in  the  United 
States,  or  of  many  others  in  Great 
Britain.  Beyond  Captain  Oook,  they 
have  no  founder  to  look  back  to.  It  is 
desirable  that  such  a  want  should  bfr 
redressed,  even  if  Imperial  Federation 
is  a  vision,  even  if  no  aaaiatance  can  bo 
drawn  from  this  extraordinary  settle- 
ment. Allusion  has  been  made  to 
ciroumstanoea  tending  to  relax  the 
bonds  between  Australia  and  Great 
Britain.  Another  ought  not  to  e8oap» 
us.  It  is  the  hatred  which  exists 
of  Chinese  immigration.  .  It  ia,  of 
oourae,  seen  that  the  Mother  Country 
cannot,  without  some  inoonvenienoe 
at  PeJcin,  effectually  discourage  it> 
A  ground  of  alienation  both  eco- 
nomical and  social  may  at  any 
time  present  itself.  But  there  is  a  larger 
view  upon  this  subject  I  cannot  go  into- 
this  evening.  Even  if  mistaken  scruples- 
ot  economy  deter  the  Government  from, 
immediate  action  as  regards  Canada  and. 
South  Africa,  the  title  of  Auatralia  to- 
the  best  support  by  which  her  future 
can  be  organised  would  stand  alone,  and. 
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naoial,  snd  impsratiTe  upon  tbem. 
The  Motion  offered,  it  should  be  re- 
marked, however,  does  cot  bind  the 
OoTerament  tn  any  oouree  whatever. 
They  may  reject  the  method  I  prefer, 
adopt  the  methods  which  appear  to  me 
iuaaequate,  or  hit  on  means  of  aotion 


vhich  entirely  e 


me.     The  Motion 


only  gives  the  possibility  of  acting.  It 
Igives  the  possibility  of  acting,  be- 
cauae,  without  some  indioation  from 
Parliament  or  from  the  public,  the 
Oovemment  can  do  nothing  at  pre- 
sent. The  deputation,  brought  about 
the  Conference  at  Westminster.  There 
would  have  been  no  Oonferenoe  if  there 
had  been  no  deputation,  and  no  further 
course  will  be  pursued  unless  some 
ageney  impels  it.  There  is  not  any 
other  agency.  It  has  been  said  that 
Qovemments  are  only  gauges  of  pres- 
sure brought  to  bear  upon  them.  The 
noble  Marquess  the  First  Minister  is 
himself  the  author,  and  he  is  bound, 
perhaps,  to  be  from  time  to  time  the 
illustratian,  of  the  maxim.  There  are 
some  fallaciee  which  stand  in  the  way 
of  any  Besolution  which  hardly  need  a 
serious  reply,  and  yet  cannot  be  wholly 
disregarded.  It  is  said  that  time  alone 
will  bring  about  the  necessary  union. 
TTnlbrtunately,  time  is  by  itself  an  agent 
in  the  opposite  direction.  Dependencies 
of  large  extent,  it  has  been  shown,  are 
always  on  the  road  to  nationality. 
Time  also  may  produce  the  war  so 
dangerous  to  cohesion.  Time  ought  to 
be  embraced  by  us,  but  not  relied  on  for 
this  purpose.  It  is  said  that  commercial 
union  will  tend  to  the  political  arrange- 
ments  wished  for.  Unfortunately,  the 
commercial  union  is  quite  beyond  our 
reach,  and  if  we  wait  for  that  we  shall 
have  to  wait  for  ever.  It  is  said  that 
federation  will  spring  up  by  gradual 
prooesB,  like  the  British  Constitution. 
Tha  British  Constitution  may  have  been 
in  eome  degree  evolved,  but  its  main 
features  have  been  brought  about  by 
perilous  exertions,  such  as  Magna 
Oharta  or  the  Bevolution  of  1688, 
of  which  the  anniversary  is  near 
as.  The  true  principle  is  rather : 
there  is  a  price  for  everything — results 
of  an  extraordinary  kind  are  only  to  be 

Surchased     by    remarkable    exertion, 
bjeotion,   therefore,    can    only   eome 
from  those  who  question  altogether  the 
neoeesity  of  strengthening  the  £mpir». 
Oan  they  deny  ttie   weakness   of   the 
Lord  atrath»den  and  CampheU 


aire?  Has  it  not  been  seen  in 
vanons  transaotions  ?  But  that  inquiiy 
is  superfluous.  It  is  admitted  by  the 
language  of  the  Oovemment.  It  is  tlie 
foundation  and  the  shelter  of  ttie 
Naval  project  they  are  offering.  It  is 
true  that  Naval  projeot,  as  regards 
security,  and  as  regards  defence,  may 
remedy  to  some  extent  the  weakneaa 
which  provokes  it.  But  we  are  not  to 
forget  the  volume  which  the  noble 
Marquess  elicited  some  years  ago  cm 
purpose  to  exhibit  the  range  of  onr 
guarantees,  the  insuffioienoy  of  power  to 
maintain  them.  In  that  volume,  which 
may  be  considered  as  a  text  book  of 
European  policy,  equally  adapted  to 
the  novice  and  the  expert,  we  ob- 
serve our  duties  to  Portugal,  to  Bsl- 
gium,  to  the  Ottoman  Empire.  It  leads 
us  to  a  well-founded  incredulity  — 
it  was  meant  to  do  it — as  to 
how  far  the  United  Kingdom,  stand- 
ing by  itself,  is  qualified  to  execute 
and  meet  them.  We  cannot  do 
it  wholly  by  a  Navy,  unless  indeed  con- 
siderable bodies  of  marines  are  placed 
on  board  the  further  inmolods  you 
organize.  It  remains  only  to  point  out 
the  error  of  those  who,  while  aooeding 
to  the  train  of  reasoning  submitted, 
suggest  that  this  House  is  not  entitled 
to  come  forward  or  point  to  any  sort  of 
action  on  the  subject.  The  Government, 
it  has  been  shown,  are  chained  until 
some  agency  releases  and  impels  them. 
It  cannot  be  the  other  House,  which 
very  probably  is  buried  in  the  Esti- 
mates from  February  to  Kaster.  'Kit 
House  alone  is  equal  to  the  function. 
It  has  not  ceased  to  be  the  Councnl 
of  the  Bealm,  as  it  was  before  Simon  de 
Uontford  added  Tepreaentatives  in  IS6S, 
and  before  those  representatives  were 
separately  organized.  The  House  of 
Lords  is  deemed  by  some  to  be  less 
stable  than  it  used  to  be.  An  Upper 
Chamber  and  a  suffrage  more  than 
democratic  may  be  some  day  irrecon- 
cilable. But  while  the  decay  of  men  is 
quick  there  is  a  lingering  vitality  in 
institutions  and  assemblies.  A  Sraate 
which  resolves  upon  a  step  to  pave  the 
way  for  union  with  its  dependencies  may 
draw  from  climes  and  races  the  mort 


is  doomed  to  pass  into  abeyance,  its  last 
decrees  and  waning  efforts  might  bs 
well  subordinatedto  the  maxim,  Turtstn 


JO^<^300glC 


«r3 


J%t  CoUnM 


{Uaroh  26,  1689]  Confirms,  1887. 


imptrit  populot  Romatttm  tntwunto,  aod 
thus  directed  to  trsDsform  an  over- 
burdened State  into  a  pteponderatiog 
Kation.  On  these  grounds,  and  manj 
others  I  have  not  been  able  to  advert  to 
I  move  the  Besolution  as.it  stands  upoi 
the  paper. 

Moved  to  resolve.  That  in  the  opinion 
of  this  House  the  Colonial  Conference 
of  1887  has  led  to  giood  results,  and 
ought  to  be  the  basis  of  further 
measures  tending  to  Imperial  secu- 
Titj.— (The   iM-d   Strath$i*H  and  Camp' 

♦Lord  KNUT8F0RD :  My  Lords,  we 
have  heard  with  interest  the  speeoh 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  delivered 
upon  a  snbjent  in  which  he  has  taken 
great  interest,  and  a  subject  of  whir.h  I 
am  the  last  person  todenythe  importance, 
^is  Empire,  though  so  vast  in  extent, 
comprising  as  it  does  some  9,000,000 
square  tuiles  and  321,000,000  of  inhabi- 
tants, has  probably  the  least  systematio 
organization  of  any  Empire  of  the 
present  day,  or  of  an^  of  the  great 
Empires  «  hich  ha  ve  flourished  and  passed 
away.  This  Empire  has  been  built  up 
by  conquest,  cession,  annexation,  and 
sottlement ;  and  the  result  of  those 
different  modes  of  acquisition  has  been 
that  within  its  limits  there  is  a  variety 
of  races,  ofreligioos,  languages,  customs, 
laws,  and  oonstitutioos,  probably 
unequalled  in  any  Empire,  ancient  or 
modem.  So  far,  then,  1  agree  with  the 
noble  Lord  that  there  may  remain  much 
to  be  done  in  re-organieing  the  Empire. 
To  bring  together  the  -component  parts 
«f  the  Empire  into  closer  union ; 
to  unite  more  closely  the  Colonies 
between  themselves  by  some  system  of 
Colonial  Federation  ;  and  to  strengthen 
thelinksbetweentheMother  Country  and 
the  Colonies  by  some  system  of  what  is 
oalled  Imperial  Federation,  is,  I  admit, 
not  only  the  dream,  but  the  legitimate 
aim  and  object,  of  Imperial  statesmen. 
But  the  subject  is  one  of  great  difficulty 
and  delicacy,  and  no  one  can  approaob, 
or  ought  to  appreaoh  it,  without 
due  and  careful  regard,  and  full 
inquiry  and  examination  into  the  wishes, 
the  views,  and  the  interests  of  our  fellow- 
subjects  in  the  great  Colonies.  One  is 
reminded  of  the  reply  that  the  Empress, 
Catherine  II.,  gave  to  the  philosopher 
Diderot,  who  had  favoured  her  with  a  out 
and  dried  system  of  reform,  oad  was 


finding  fault  with  her  for  not  pressingit 
on  the  country.     Her  reply  was — 

"  Yes,  Ut.  Philosopher  ;  but  yoa  seem  to 
foTgst  the  very  differeiit  positioiia  Uut  we  held 
with  respect  lo  reform.  Yoa  work  oq  paper, 
which  endores  all  things,  and  presents  na 
obstacle  to  your  imagination  or  your  plan ;  _  hnti 
hSTs  to  work  on  the  human  akin,  which  is 
tiukliih  and  irntable  to  an  alarming  degree," 

That  reply  is  very  much  in  point,  I  ven- 
ture to  think,  with  respect  to  this  ques- 
tion. I  may  a^ree  in  the  outlines  of  the 
picture  which  the  noble  Lord  has  drawn, 
but  I  confess  I  feel  great  difficulty  in 
filling  up  the  details.  One  consideratioa 
appears  to  me  to  lie  at  the  very  root  of 
the  matter,  and  to  bear  strongly  upon 
many  parts  of  his  speech.  It  is  this — 
that  looking  to  the  rapid  increase  and 
the  extraordinary  development  and  c^eat 
responsibility  of  self-governing  Colo- 
nies  such  as  Canada,  Australasia,  and  the 
Cape,  I  take  it  to  be  dear  that  any  pro- 
posals which  tend  to  alter  the  relations 
between  the  Mother  Country  and  the 
colonies  must  come,  if  they  are  to  be  of 
any  service  at  all,  Irom  the  Colonies  them- 
selves in  the  first  instance.  Our  fellow- 
subjects  in  the  Colonies  view  with, 
perhaps  not  unnatural  jealousy,  any 
proposals  which  come  from  this 
country.  They  are  apt  to  think 
— I  hope  that  their  belief  is  un- 
founded— that  we  consider  too  much 
our  own  interests,  and  are  not  suffi- 
ciently alive  to  their  interests  and 
position.  Personally,  I  have  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  that  I  believe  it  to  be 
in  the  interest,  not  only  of  the  Mother 
Country  but  of  the  Colonies,  that  they 
should  remain  integral  parts  of  the 
Empire — and,  not  only  so,  out  that  they 
should  be  as  far  as  possible  more  closely 
united  by  ties  of  commerce,  increased 
facilities  of  communication,  and  uni- 
formity of  laws,  and  ultimately — if  it 
can  be  found  possible— by  their  bearing 
some  more  direct  share,  and  having 
a  mors  direct  voice,  in  the  Councils 
of  the  Empire,  and,  as  a  result  of  that, 
their  bearing  a  larger  share  in  the  de> 
fence  of  the  Empire  and  Imperial  re- 
iponsibilities.  But  though  any  G'>vern- 
ment  —  Her  Majesty's  Qovornment  or 
any  succeeding  Ooveroment — would  be 
ready  and  anxious  to  consider  carefully 
any  well-thought-out  scheme  which  lies 
in  that  direction,  I  believe  that  any 
Qovemment  would  have  to  be  satisfied 
that    the    scheme — as   I    have   before 
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said — must  come,  in  tlie  first  instance, 
fram  the  Colonies  themselves.  The 
consummation  may  bo  devoutlj  to  be 
wished,  bnt  it  is  a  long  wa;  off,  and 
those  who  desire  to  see  closer  union 
must,  I  think,  be  contented  to  wait  until 
the  inhabitants  of  oar  great  Colonies  are 
themselTee  satisfied  that  their  beet  in- 
terests will  be  secured  b;  a  oloaer  union. 
These  and  like  questions  muHt  be  fought 
out  in  the  Colonies.  The  noble  Lord 
baa  admitted — and  no  one  who  has 
read  the  debates  in  the  Aseembliee  of 
the  Australasian  Colonies  can  doubt  it — 
that  there  is  a  party — I  will  not  stop  to 
inquire  how  large  it  is,  or  whether  it  is 
increasing;  but  there  is  a  party  of  men 
who  most  conscientiously  believe  that 
the  Colonies  are  now  sufficiently  in- 
dependent to  stand  by  themselTes ;  that 
they  would  be  better  freed  from  the 
responsibilities  of  the  Empire ;  and  in 
laot  that  it  would  be  better,  as  they  ex- 
press it,  to  cat  the  jbinter.  Well,  that 
u  the  view  of  a  party  in  Australasia, 
and  it  appears  to  me,  as  I  think  it  most 
to  your  LordebipB,  that  that  is  a  question 
which  must  be  decided  in  the  Colonies, 
and  that  until  it  is  decided  it  would  be 
useless,  nay,  even  miaehievouB,  for  us  to 
formulate  in  this  country  sohemee  for  a 
doser  union.  I  believe,  also,  that  some 
system  of  Colonial  Federation  must  pre- 
cede any  such  closer  union  with  this 
country.  If  one  could  look  forward  and 
see  the  great  Australasian  nolonies 
federated  as  the  Dominion  of  Canada  is 
federated;  see  also  the  West  India 
Islands  federated,  and  perhaps  our 
Eastern  Colonies,  it  would  be  within 
the  bounds  of  possibility  that  those 
great  federations  might  be  properly 
represented  in  this  country;  but  I 
think  it  would  be  absolutely  im- 
possible to  have  any  system  of  repre- 
sentation of  the  separate  Colonies  as 
they  now  are.  For  these  reasons  I 
confess  it  appears  to  me  that  it  would 
be  unnecessary  for  me  to  go  in  detail 
into  the  different  suggestions  that  hare 
been  made  by  the  noble  Lord.  Of 
course,  I  must  not  be  understood  as 
finding  fault  with  the  noble  Lord  for 
bringing  forward  this  motion.  It  is 
very  desirable  that  inde|)endent  persons 
who  take  keen  interest  in  Colonial  sub- 
jects should  ventilate  their  opinions  for 
the  consideration  of  people  here  and 
in  the  Colonies,  but  it  would  be  im- 
passible for  me  to  pledge  Her 
Zori  SnuUford 


Majesfy's  Oovemment  to  any  of  the 
noble  Lord's  sug^^tions;  and  in  the 
oircumBtanoes  it  would  be  premature  for 
me  to  express  any  opinion  on  the  part 
of  the  Oovemment.  The  noble  Lord 
apokeof  thesucoesB  of  the  Conference  of 
1887.  I  concur  in  the  hope  expressej 
by  the  noble  Lord  that  this  Conference 
may  be  succeeded  by  other  Conferences, 
because  I  oonsider  they  tend  to  draw 
doser  and  closer  those  bonds  which  hav? 
been  created  by  a  common  origin,  a 
common  history,  and  a  common  allegi- 
ance. I  hope,  further,  that  any  futur» 
Conferences  will  partake  more  truly  of 
an  Imperial  oharaoter,  and  will  indud» 
representatives  from  the  leading  Orova 
Colonies,  because,  as  your  Lordships 
are  aware,  only  the  responsible  govern- 
ing Colonies  were  represented  in 
1887.  "^  But,  as  the  noble  Lord  has  him- 
self pointed  out,  the  decision  as  to 
holding  future  Conferences  does  not 
rest  with  us— it  rests  with  th» 
Colonies  themselves.  To  what  was  the 
sucoess  of  that  Conference  owing  7  It 
was  owing  mainly  to  the  character  of 
the  delegates  sent  over  by  the  different 
Colonies.  They  sent  over  FremierSf 
ex-Premiers;  menwho  were  then  taking- 
their  share  in  the  administration  of  the 
Colonies,  and  men  who  had  taken  a- 
leading  part  in  the  administration  of  tho 
Colonies ;  men  who  had  won  their  spurs- 
in  Colonial  political  battles,  and  who 
were  men  of  distinction  and  esperienoe> 
Thev  came  over  at  personal  incon- 
venience to  themselves,  and  seonred  the 
success  of  the  Conference  by  lending  ua 
their  loyal  aid,  which  was  based  upon 
their  knowledge  and  experience.  iJut 
it  would  be  a  question  for  the  Coloniea 
to  oonsider  when,  and  under  what  con- 
ditions, they  can  again  spare  their 
leading  statesmen  to  come  over  here. 
The  noble  Lord,  in  one  part  of  his 
speech,  seemed  to  think  it  a  very  easy 
thing  for  a  Minister  to  be  spared,  and 
he  suggested  my  going  louno  the  world 
picking  up  information,  and  neglect- 
ing the  Crown  Colonies  and  the 
duties  of  my  office ;  but  it  ia- 
not  so  easy  to  spare  statesmen 
from  the  Colonies  to  come  over  to  thi» 
country,  and  I  have  never  yet  heard  any 

Eropoaal  that  a  Oonferenoe  should  b« 
eld  in  one  of  the  Colonies.  There  is  a. 
sufficient  amount  of  jealousy  between 
the  Colonies  to  make  it  doubtful  whether 
a  Oonferenoe  would  be  auooeaaful  it  held 
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inanyColonv.  Ithmk.alBO.itisnotdestr- 
able  to  deal  with  any  question  of  a  Con- 
ference until  the  resalts  of  the  present 
Conference  have  been  more  folly  worked 
ont.  There  is  the  question  of  defenoe. 
It  must  be  admitted  that  the  Colonies 
are  deeply  interested  in  the  question  of 
defence ;  but  jierhaps  I  may  be  allowed 
upon  this  subject  to  read  to  the  House 
the  words  of  the  noble  Uarquess,  spok< 
at  the  opening^  of  that  Conierenc. 

•  *  On  this  qneation  of  defanoa  tlie  Colonies 
have  a  very  real  and  genuine  interest  in  the 
shield  whicD  their  Imperial  connection  throws 
over  them,  and  they  have  a  ground  for  iaining 
with  na  in  makiDg  (he  defenoe  of  the  Empire 
eSectiTe,  a  grooad  which  does  not  rest  npon 
their  allegiance  to  thia  country,  hut  which  is 
based  on  the  moat  solemn  and  reasonahle 
fonodations  of  self-interest  and  security." 

The  flhips  which  are  to  be  added 
to  the  Australian  Squadron  are  now 
in  coarse  of  construction,  and  all 
the  Colonies,  with  the  ezcepti 
of  Queensland,  have  passed,  with 
unanimous  acclaim,  the  legislation 
necessary  to  secure  their  co-operation. 
In  Queensland,  it  is  true  that,  owing  to 
a  change  of  GoTernment,  and  to  the 
Qeneral  Election,  no  Bill  baa  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  QueenBlandPartiament.  It 
is  also  true  that  Sir  Thomas  McII  wraith, 
the  present  Premier,  has  pronounced 
himself  against  the  arrangement;  but 
I  have  very  little  doubt  that,  when  the 
matter  is  again  seriously  considered,  and 
h>ng  before  the  time  for  payment  arrives, 
Qneensland  will  waive  any  difficulty 
npon  the  point,  and  will  see  the 
desirability  of  not  separating  herself 
from  the  oUier  Australasian  Colonies,  and 
also  losing  the  advantage  of  the  increase 
of  the  Squadron.  I  will  not  go  into 
further  details  aa  to  the  measures  for 
defence.  Several  measures,  such  as 
those  for  the  defence  of  Eequimalt, 
Thursday  Island,  and  of  8t.  Oeoi^e'a 
Sound,  are  under  consideration,  and  I 
should  hope  for  a  speedy  decision  upon 
them.  Then  I  may  mention  one  of 
what  may  be  called  the  unheroio  means 
of  securing  closer  union,  and  that  is  the 
nniformity  of  laws.  As  the  noble  Lord 
has  stated,  several  legal  subiecta  of 
considerable  importance  were  brought 
forward,  and  discussed  at  the  Confer- 
ence, and  though  they  have  not  yet  been 
finally  worked  out,  they  have  been  care- 
fully considered.  I  will  only  refer  to  three 
subjects  of  oonsiderable  importance, 
ana  to  which   the  delegates  attached 
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great  weight.  One  is  the  enforcement- 
in  this  country  of  the  judgments  of 
Colonial  Courts,  and,  of  course,  enfordug 
also  in  the  Colonies  the  judgments' 
of  the  Courts  of  this  oountir.  -The' 
secondis  the  enforcing  orders  of  Colonial' 
Courts  in  Bankruptcy,  and  in  winding'  up 
of  companies  and  winding-up  estates. 
And  the  third  was  the  providing  ma- 
chinery for  the  speedy  recognition  in 
England  of  probates  and  letters  of  ad> 
ministration  granted  out  in  the  Colonies'. 
Bills  have  been  framed  by  the  Govern- 
ment draftsman  on  all  these  points.  They 
have  now  been  sent  out  to  the  Colonies, 
and  when  we  get  replies  from  tho 
Colonies  I  should  hope  that  we  should 
be  enabled  to  legislate.  There  are  some- 
other  legal  subjects  with  which  I  think  T. 
need  not  now  trouble  your  Lord- 
ships ;  but,  before  these  legal  mat- 
ters be  disposed  of,  and  before  we 
have  ascertained  by  practical  experience 
how  they  work,  I  think  that,  con- 
sidering there  is  no  burning  question- 
that  could  now  be  brought  before  a. 
Conference,  it  would  not  only  be  un- 
necessary, but  would,  in  truth,  be 
inconvenient  to  attempt  to  summon 
any  other  Conference  for  some  time. 
I  may  very  shortly  refer  to  two  of  the- 
BUggestions  that  the  noble  Lord  haa 
made  in  default  of  a  Conference.  The 
first  suggestion,  as  I  understand  it,  is- 
that  we  should  call  for  Reports  on  the- 
question  of  Imperial  Federation.  That- 
appears  to  me,  for  reasons  I  have  already 
given,  very  undesirable.  I  think  the 
Colonies  would  view  with  great 
jealousy  any  attempt  on  our  part  to  bring- 
forward  that  question,  and  to  obtain 
Beporte  in  the  manner  sug^stsd.  The- 
second  was — if  I  may  call  it — a  euram- 
bling  general  inquiry  in  which  I  was  to- 
take  somewhat  a  leading  part,  withsomfr 
minor  officials.  Beally  the  same  objeotioa 
applies  to  that  proposal.  The  person 
who  would  be  sent  out  as  a  Commissioner 
would  have  no  powers  to  call  anybody 
before  him  or  to  get  books  before  him- 
to  examine.  He  must  trust  entirely  to- 
the  information  that  is  given  him,  and' 
it  would  be  given  him  reluctantly  if  he 
were  in  an  official  position.  It  could  be 
far  more  readily  obtained  by  gentlemen, 
travelling  inofflcially  in  the  Colonies, 
but  with  their  eyes  and  ears  open. 
I  believe  such  a  semi-official  inquiry 
would  not  be  viewed  with  favour.. 
In     all     the    circumstances     I     would 
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flflk  the  soble  Lord,  as  the  subjeot  has 
been  ventilated  and  diBouaaed,  and  aa  he 
Ib  now  made  aware  of  tlie  views  of  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment,  that  he  would 
-conseiit  to  withdraw  this  Motion.  He 
.assamed  that  it  is  a  Motion  that  means 
•nothing ;  bat  if  it  means  nothing,  we 
■^ehoold  hardly  be  justified  in  asToeing 
i»  it,  and  it  is  hardly  worth  while  for 
him  to  press  it.  But  it  does  mean  some- 
thing aa  I  uoderstand  it;  it  is  a 
Beacdution  which  binds  Her  Majesty's 
'Oovemment  to  take  some  steps  in  the 
-direotien  that  he  has  indicated,  or  to  take 
some  abstract  and  undefined  measures 
■which  he  has  not  indicated,  but  which  are 
ito  "  tend  to  Imperial  security."  There- 
fore it  must  mean  that  the  Government 
should  take  some  steps  at  an  eaily  stage 
by  Oonferenoe,  inquiry,  or  otherwise, 
and  I  am  bound  to  state  frankly  that 
iHer  Majesty's  Qoverment  cannot  con' 
laeut  to  be  bound  by  snch  an  engage- 
meat. 
♦Lord  8TRATHBDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL :  I  know  the  House  to  be  impa- 
tient of  reply,  and  I  only  rise  because  — 
•one  else  seems  now  disposed  to  do  so.  1 
■deed,  the  noble  Lora  the  Secretary  ., 
State  has  offered  nothing  which  I  ought 
to  counteract,  nor  given  reasons  for  the 
Motion  being  avoided.  It  is  true  that 
ihe  has  criticized  the  modes  of  action  I 
rejected  as  inadequate,  but  luckily — and 
this  ought  to  be  noted — he  has  not  said  a 
word  against  the  simultaneous  missions 
1  recommended  to  his  judgment.  There 
may  Dotbebetweenhimandmetheslight- 
-dat  difference  of  opinion.  However,  he  re - 
•quests  me  to  withdraw  the  Motion.  I 
-cannot  do  so,  because,  if  I  am  permitted 
to  repeat  a  former  phrase,  it  is  the  only 
way  to  cause  a  possibility  of  aotion,  and 
because  no  species  of  objection  has  been 
offered  to  it.  If  the  Oovemmeut  de- 
cline to  accept  the  Resolution,  they  may 
amend  it  or  move  the  Previous  Question 
-without  resistanoe  upon  my  part.  I 
«annot  withdraw  the  Besolution,  and  to 
jiegative  it  would  be  a  Vote  of  Censure 
-on  the  Conference  of  18B7,  aud  those 
-by  whom  it  was  originated. 

On  queetioa,  rewlved  in  the  negative. 

.'LUNAOY  A0T8  AMENDMENT  BILL  [H.L.] 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
-order) i  An  amendment  made;  The 
Bepart  thereof  to  be  received  on  Men- 
-day  next. 

Lord  XnHUferi 
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ABBITRATION  BIU..— {No.  5.) 
COtfMISSIOITEBH  FOB  OATSS  BFLI..— 

(No.  e.) 
Bead  2*  (according  to  order). 

AFFAIRS  AT  LAKE  NTAB8A. 
The  Eabl  o7  ABERDEEN,  in  risinf 
to  ask  if  further  information  can  now  bs 
gi  ven  as  to  the  present  condition  of  affairs 
at  Lake  Nyaasa,  espsdally  with  refereooe 
to  the  reported  arrest  (and  subseqnent 
release  on  bail)  of  Mr.  Boss,  British 
Vice  Consul,  said :  My  Lords,  I  do  not 
think  it  will  be  at  all  unreasonable  that 
a  question  snoh  as  I  hare  placed  OD 
the  Paper  should  be  asked  at  Uie  present 
time,  although  I  am  aware  that  so 
recently  as  the  early  part  of  last  week 
a  question  bearing  upon  the  matter  was 
put  in  another  place  and  answered  by 
tbeUnderSeoretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  ;  but  at  that  time  the  matter  to 
which  I  allude  in  this  question  bad  not 
been  reported  to  this  Honse,  at  any  rate 
it  was  not  alluded  to  on  that  occasion. 
There  is  no  doubt  a  very  largs  amount  of 
interest  has  beenattracted  in  this  country 
towards  affaire  in  the  Nyassa  Territory, 
and  I  think  this  interest  has  been  ex- 
tended and  increased  owing  to  the  fact 
that  an  association  known  as  the  Airican 
Lakes  Company  has  been  carryine  on 
operations  recently  in  that  region.  That 
Company  had  its  origin  in  Scotland,  and 
is  ohiefiy  equipped  by  Scotchmen.  It 
carries  on  operations  designed  to 
stimulate  and  enoourage  the  develop- 
ment of  the  oauntry  both  in  the 
matter  of  trade  and  missionary  enter- 
prize,  and  these  two  objects  are  carried 
on  harmoniously  and  in  perfect 
consistency.  For  example,  one  of  the 
rules  of  the  Association  is  that  no  intoxi- 
catiug  drinks  should  be  sold  in  their 
district,  and  though,  of  course,  every  such 
effort  requires  caution,  I  have  heard  no 
complaints  aa  to  the  Company  having 
shown  a  want  of  discretion  in  the  zed 
that  they  have  displayed  in  their  work. 
On  the  contrary,  I  am  led  to  suppose 
that  at  present,  if  they  are  involved  in 
any  com  plications,  that  is  not  in  con- 
sequence of  any  aggressiveness  on  their 
part,  but  rather  in  consequence  of  the 
jealousy,  and  I  venture  to  say  the  nn- 
reaaonable  jealousy  and  suspicion  of 
others.     My  question  is  rathor  inoom- 

Slete,    because  I  do  not  state  what  the 
istrict   is   in  which  Mr.  Boss  is  Vice 
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Oonsal.  It  ia  in  the  FUIamBra  territor;, 
which  ia  Fortugueae  territoi;,  and  I 
understand  that  he  is  supported  \>y  ooi 
Oonsul  at  Mozambique.  This  gentleman 
is  also  agent  for  the  African  Lakes  Com- 
pany to  which  I  have  referred.  I  can 
quite  understand  that  the  coble  Marquesa 
who  will  answer  the  question  may  deem  it 
necessary  to  exercise  considerable  reti- 
cence on  the  subj  ect,  especially  in  view  of 
the  actual  proceedings  which  have  been 
taken  by  the  Portuguese,  but  J  sincerely 
hope  that  it  will  be  possible  for  h!m  to 
giTC  some  information  which  may  allay 
nneasinese,  more  eapeoially  with  regard 
to  the  position  of  the  African  Lakes 
Oompanr. 

*Th«  Mamdess  op  SALISBURY  :  In 
answer  to  the  noble  Lord,  I  hare  to  say 
that  we  have  no  ioformation  at  the 
Foreign  Office  with  reference  to  the  in- 
oident  alluded  to  in  this  question.  I  do 
not  know  whether  it  has  actually  taken 
place  or  not.  But  the  place  which  he 
mentions  is  not  in  connection  with  the 
telegraph,  and  we  have  little  informa- 
tion with  respect  to  the  African  Lakes 
Company  which  would  at  all  satisfy  the 
very  natural  interest  which  the  noble 
Lord  feela  in  the  subject.  The  enter- 
prize  Ia  one  which  we  all  regard  with 
the  greatest  sympathy,  and  the  progress 
of  which  willbe  advactageoua  not  only 
to  the  progress  of  this  country,  but  to 
the  dvilization  of  those  who  dwell  in 
those  regions.  I  hope  that  enterprise 
will  go  on  and  be  succesaful.  It  has  at 
present  met  with  no  actual  obstacle 
except  that  very  serious  obstacle  offered 
by  the  hostility  of  the  Arabs — who  fear 
that  their  slare-tradiDg  operations  may 
be  interrupted  by  the  euocesa  and  proa- 
perity  of  the  company  ;  and  undoubtedly 
they  have  met  with  very  aerioua  resist- 
ance, and  some  of  their  agents  have 
been  exposed  to  considerable  danger. 
But  BO  far  as  I  know  there  bae  been  no 
lose  of  British  life  in  the  struggle.  Still, 
rery  great  danger  has  been  incurred, 
and  it  is  obvious  that  we  can  do  little 
or  nothing  to  shield  them  against  the 
enterprize  of  these  various  tribes  of 
natives,'  especially  the  Arabs,  whose 
opportunities  of  hindering  them  are 
very  considerable.  With  respect  to  the 
position  of  the  Portuguese,  all  I  have 
to  aay  is  that  tbe  discussions  relating 
to  our  <^^  in  that  district,  and  the 
ttatw  of  the  Portuguese  are  going  on 
at  tbe  present  moment,  and  it  is,  there- 


fore, not  convenient  that  I  should  I 
enter  upon  a  disouaaion  of  that  matter. 
None  of  the  obstacles  which  have 
interfered  with  the  development  and 
proaperity  of  the  Albican  Lake  Com- 
pany  have  been  interposed  through 
the  agency,  as  far  as  I  know,  of 
the  Portuguese.  We  hare,  therefore, 
on  that  ground  no  intematiunal  com- 
plaint against  them.  The  whole  ques- 
tion is  one  of  great  difficulty,  and  iS' 
being  watched  with  great  anxiety- 
and  vigilance  by  Her  Uajes^s 
Chivemment.  I  can  aasurs  tho 
noble  Lord  that  we  shall  spare 
no  effort  that  we  can  properly  make 
for  the  purpose  of  furthering  th& 
salutary  enterprize  and  designs  of 
British,  and  especially  Scottish  traders 
in  that  district.  But  the  region  is  not 
British  territory,  and  it  is  not  under 
British  protection,  and  at  present  any 
action  we  might  take  must  be  limited 
and  controlled  by  tbe  circumstances  to 
which  I  have  referred.  If  there  is  any 
other  matter  on  which  I  can  give  the 
noble  Lord  any  information,  I  shall  be 

flad  to  do  BO.     But  I  do  not  know  ttiat 
can  now  usefully  pursue  the  subject 
any  further. 

The  Eabi,  of  DUNDONALD  : 
There  is  one  point  on  which  I  should 
like  information,  and  that  is  as  to  tbe 
action  of  the  Portuguese  with  regard  to 
the  munitions  of  war — whether  they 
permit  munitions  of  war  to  go  up  to  our 
countrymen  ?  I  believe  that  they  did 
allow  three  guns  to  go  up  there — an 
Arofstrong,  a  Nordenfelt,  and  a 
mountain  gun,  and  a  certain  amount  of 
ammunition.  If  they  did  so,  it  would 
have  a  very  good  effect.  Of  course,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  our  countrymen 
on  the  Lake  to  resist  an  Arab  attack 
nnleaa  they  had  an  unlimited  supply  of 
ammunition.  Therefore,  I  should  bd 
very  glad  if  the  noble  Uarquess  could 
give  any  information  to  the  House  as  to 
whether  tbe  Portuguese  are  more 
liberal  in  allowing  arms  and  ammuni- 
tion to  go  up  for  the  use  of  oar  country- 
men. 
*The  Marquess  of  8ALISBUEY : 
The  policy  of  the  Portuguese  Govern-  , 
ment,  resembhng  that  of  other  GT>vern- 
ments  on  the  coast  of  Africa,  is  to  forbid 
the  importation  of  arms  and  ammuni- 
tion for  fear  of  their  reaching  the  tribes 
in  the  interior,  so  as  to  give  additional 
opportunities  for  conflict  and  bloodshed. 
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X  do  not  know  that  we  oan  take  anj  ex- 
oeptioD  to  that  kcos>^  polioj.  Tin- 
donbtedly  we  have  had  ocoasion  to  urg^ 
npon  them  to  relax  that  prohibition  for 
the  purpose  of  penuittinf^  warlike  stores 
which  were  reqaired  b;  the  agents  of 
the  African  Lake  Company  in  defend- 
ing themselves  against  the  Arab  attacks ; 
And  it  is  also  tme  that  we  hare  not  met 
with   that  willingaess  to  aid    us  in  a 

tuestion  dictated  by  obvious  motives  of 
nmanitythat  we  should  have  expected. 
A  considerable  quantity,  however,  both 
■of  arms  and  ammanition  have  been 
-pawed  by  the  Portuguese,  and  it  is  not 
-within  my  knowledge  now  that  agents 
of  the  Abican  Lake  Company  are  suf- 
'faring  any  iooonvenienoe  in  consequence 
■of  obstacles  which  are  imposed  to 
the  importation  of  arisB  by  the  fiscal 
regulations  of  the  Portuguese  Qovem- 
.aent. 


.HOUSE   OP   COMMONS, 
Monday,  2Slh  March,    1889. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

VBRSEY    DOCKS     AND    UABBOTTG 

BOAED  BILL. 
•8tK  W.    HOTTLDSWORTH    (Man- 
■  chester,  N.W.):  IbcKtomove — 

to  the  Committee 
Harbour  BUI  to 
'  modiflcfttionB  of 
i  election  of  the 
Board  mBT  be  ne- 
aake  provision  for 
that  aU  Petittong 
within  the  time 
ira  relatinj:  1«  thi 
on  of  the  Board  be 
and  that  auch  of 
B  heard  by  them- 
nt*,  or  Witnessea 
if  they  think  fit, 
■A  the  Bill  against 

Jtion  is 
sitting  on 
iquirywith  re- 
the  constitution 
>f  the   Board ; 


simply 
on  this 
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and  although  the  subject  is  not  teohni- 
cally  contained  within  the  daoBes  of  the 
Bill,  it  is  so  closely  connected  with  it 
that  I  venture  to  ask  the  House  to  allow 
this  Instruction  to  be  passed  in  order 
that  these  two  points  may  be  dealt  with 
by  the  Committee.  The  Motion,  I  may 
say  at  the  outset,  does  not  proceed 
from  any  hostile  or  outside  body. 
Those  whom  I  represent  are,  practically, 
the  proprietors  of  the  Trust.  The  Trust 
itself  was  constituted  in  1857.  Before 
that  the  Harbour  Board  was  elected 
upon  an  entirely  different  principle,  but 
it  was  felt  that  the  management  of  the 
Docks  should  be  in  the  bauds  of  a  Board 
elected  by  those  who  use  th,e  port  and 
pay  the  harbour  dues.  Tbat  principle 
was  strongly  affirmed  at  the  time  Uie 
trust  was  constituted,  and  especially  on 
a  report  presented  by  the  Board  of 
Trade.     That  report  says ; — 

"  The  prinoiple  adopted  is  that  with  whiolt 
the  country  ia  familiar — namely,  tbat  taxation 
and  representation  ehonld  %o  together ;  those 
who  pay  directly  towards  the  expenses  of  the 
Truet,  t.a.,  the  Dock  and  Harbonr  ratepayers, 
are,  it  is  proposed  bj  the  Bill,  to  elect  the 
TruBtees.  Hy  Lords  believe  that  this  is  the 
tme  principle,  and  that  no  other  will  be  toand 
to  be  at  onoe  just  and  practicable.  That  local 
bodies  having  interests  often  directly  at 
variance  with  those  of  trade  ought  not  to  have 
tlie  control  is  clear  from  the  history  of  liver- 

K>Z  itself ;  and  management  by  the  Centnl 
vemment  is  not  to  be  thought  of.  A  ques- 
tion might  be  raised  to  what  extent  representa- 
tion should  go,  as  all  persons  producing  or 
consuming  goods  exported  or  imported  have 
mora  or  less  direct  interest  in  the  harbour  and 
docks  through  which  they  pass.  But  the 
principle  representation  will  probably  be 
thought  to  be  carried  as  far  as  prsoncable 
when  it  is  extended  as  in  the  present  Bill  to 
all  merchants,  manufacturers,  or  dealers,  vho 
pay  rates  on  goods  or  on  ships  to  a  certain 
given  amount,  more  especially  as  they  can  vote 
by  proxy." 

The  persons  I  represent  are  the  traders 
who  form  the  electorate  of  the  Mersey 
Dock  and  Harbour  Board,  and  they 
have  becD  affirmed  by  Parliament  to  be 
the  proper  persons  to  mao^e  this  im- 
portant Trust.  Their  Petition  teta  out 
that  those  who  take  an  interest  in  this 
matter  consist  of  30  Corporations,  Local 
Boards,  Chambers  of  Commerce,  and 
trading  societies  in  the  North  of  Eng- 
land ;  and  it  is  also  signed  by  300  firms 
or  individuals  not  connected  specially 
with  Lancashire,  but  spread  over  the 
whole  of  the  TJoited  Kingdom  in- 
cluding Cork  and  other  ^aoes  in 
Ireland.     It     cannot^    therefore,     be 
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said  that  ve  are  iatmdlDg  upon 
«  meaenre  vhioh  has  no  oonneo- 
tion  with  na.  We  approach  it  in  no 
boetUe  spirit ;  but,  beinr  our  own  Bill, 
ve  think  ire  have  a  right  to  lay  before 
the  Gommittee  the  views  we  entertain 
in  regard  to  the  oonstitution  of  the 
Dock  Board.  Nor  do  we  entertfun  the 
slightest  hoetilitj  to  Li*erpaol  and 
IjiTerpool  interests  as  represented  by 
the  Dock  Board.  There  are  naturally 
a  large  number  of  the  electorate  who 
reside  in  or  about  liverpool,  and  we  do 
not  propose  to  destroy  their  rights.  All 
ve  say  >b  that  they  pogsess  too  excluaive 
powers  at  present.  It  has  been  asserted 
that  this  IS  a  derice  on  the  part  of  the 
Manchester  Ship  Oanal  Company  to 
throttle  the  Docks.  That  assertion  is 
■entirely  without  foundation.  I  do  not 
Tepresent  the  Ship  Oompany  in  any 
vay.  This  is  an  old  question,  which 
vas  discussed  long  before  the  projection 
■of  the  Ship  Canal.  In  fact,  I  represent 
a  large  number  of  persons  who  must 
always  use  liTerpool  both  for  the  im- 
port of  their  raw  material  and  the 
■ozport  of  their  goods,  and  all  they  wish 
-to  do  is  to  place  before  the  Belect  Oom- 
mittee  the  two  points  I  hare  mentioned. 
At  present  electors  who  live  at  a  dis- 
■tanoe  froui  Iiiverpool  will  not  take  the 
-trouble  to  place  themBelves  on  the  re- 
gister of  electors,  beoause  they  know 
~tbat  it  would  be  necessary  to  go  to 
Xiverpool  on  a  particular  day  in  order 
to  exercise  the  right  of  voting.  All  we 
ask  is  that  in  future  they  shall  enjoy  the 
same  privilege  that  every  railway  share- 
holder in  the  Kiugdom  has — namely, 
'the  right  of  voting  by  proxy.  The 
Board  of  Trade,  in  me  Beport  to  which 
I  have  referred,  placed  great  emphasis 
-on  that  condition,  so  that  the  traders 
might  have  an  opportunity  of  dealing 
wiui  their  pr(»)erty  in  the  way  they 
"thought  best.  It  may  have  bean  natural 
in  1867  to  require  a  candidate  for  a  seat 
on  the  Board  to  reside  within  10  miles  of 
Liverpool,  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  50 
miles  form  no  greater  distance  now  than 
10  miles  did  in  1867 ;  and  there  can  be 
no  difBoulty  in  getting  a  man  who  re- 
aides  M  miles  from  Liverpool  to  perform 
Ikis  duties  as  a  member  of  the  Dock 
Trust.  At  present  there  are  2,48 1 
-electors  on  the  register,  the  qualifioatjon 
being  the  payment  of  £10  in  the  course 
of  the  year  in  dues.  That  by  no  means 
irepreaeuts  by  many  thousandt  the  num- 


ber who  ought  to  be  on  the  register, 
but  of  those  2,481  electors  2,2d9  are 
connected  with  Liverpool,  leaving  only 
242  for  the  area  outside  Liverpool.  Out 
of  24  elected  Members,  there  is  not  a 
single  representative  of  any  interest  out- 
side Liverpool.  So  far  aa  a  precedent 
is  concerned,  a  dmilar  Instruction  to  the 
one  which  I  now  move  was  passed  in 
the  case  of  the  Aire  and  Calder  OanaL 
It  is  said  that  the  bondholders  ought  to 
be  consulted,  and  that  they  ought  to 
appear  before  the  Committee  before  any 
alteration  in  the  constitution  takes 
place;  but  I  do  not  see  how  the  in- 
terests of  the  bondholders  can  possibly 
be  affected  by  this  Instruction.  The 
principles  on  which  the  Trust  is  managed 
have  already  been  settled  by  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  all  we  ask  by  the  Instruction 
is  that  the  Committee  shall  consider 
whether  greater  facilities  shall  be  given 
to  the  electorate  in  order  that  they  may 
record  their  votes,  and  greater  liberty 
be  given  to  them  in  the  oboice  of  repre- 
sentatives. A  suggestion  has  been 
made  that  the  Instruction  should  be 
amended  by  introdudng  the  words — 
"If  the  Committee  think  fit."  We 
should  have  no  objection  to  the  intro- 
duction of  those  words,  and  we  are  quite 
willing  to  allow  the  Committee  to  decide 
whether  they  will  enter  into  these 
questions  or  not.  Another  suggestion 
is  that  the  words  "  and  to  make 
provision  for  the  same  accordingly  "  be 
omitted.  I  cannot  consent  to  that  for 
this  reason — that  if  the  Committee  think 
right  to  make  a  change,  that  change 
should  be  carried  out  at  once.  The  In- 
struction deals  with  a  grievance  which 
for  30  years  has  existed  between  the 
Dock  Board  and  the  traders,  not  only 
of  Lancashire,  but  of  the  rest  of  the 
Kingdom,  and  we  are  desirous  of  seeing 
the  grievance  removed.  I  beg  to  move 
the  Instruction  which  stands  in  my  name 
on  the  Paper. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  it  be  an  Inatiuctian  to  th^  Committee 
1  the  iSenay  Docks  Bad  Harbour  Board  Bill 
to  inquire  whether  or  not  &aj  modificationi  of 
the  ooUBtitntion  or  mode  of  eleotion  ol  the 
Mersey  Dock»  and  Harhonr  Bo^rd  ma.j  be 
necessary  or  eipedieut,  and  to  make  proviuon 
for  the  same  accordingly  ;  and  thit  all  PetU 
tions  agaiast  the  Bill  presented  within  the  time 
limited  by  the  Standing  Orders  relating  to  the 
constitntion  or  mode  of  election  of  the  Board 
be  referred  to  tbs  Oommittee  ;  and  that  auoh  of 
the  Fetitionen  as  pray  to  be  heard  by  them- 
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•dm,  their  Couiuel,  Agenta,  or  WitneMM,  be 
heard  on  tkeir  Fetitione,  if  they  think  fit,  and 

Ccnmeel  beard  in  faroor  of  the  Bill  agaiiut  inch 
Petitionere."-'(5ir  W.  ffraJdntwIA.) 

•M«.  W.  P.  SINOLAIE  (Falkirk,&o.) : 
The  Inetruction  which  has  been  moved 
bj  the  hon.  Baronet  oppoaile  propoaea  tn 
deal  with  a  Bill  of  very  small  admimBtra- 
tire  aharacter,  whioh  is  intended  to  im- 

Eove  the  working  of  the  Trust  of  the 
ersey  Estuarj  and  the  Mersey  Docks, 
which  haa  been  derolyed  by  Parliament 
upon  the  Mersey  D»kB  and  Harbour 
Board.  Originally  the  harbour  aooom- 
modation  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Liver- 
pool Town  Oounoil,  and  it  was  they  who 
in  old  days  developed  the  trade  of  the 
port,  and  by  the  facilities  granted  alike 
to  ships  and  to  the  goods  they  carried, 
oreated  the  enormous  trade  now  cen- 
tered in  that  port.  In  1867  a  Bill  was 
introduced  into  this  House,  whioh  waa 
nltimately  passed  into  law,  and  which 
transferred  the  management  of  the 
Harbour  and  Dooks  to  a  aeparate 
body  —  created  as  the  Mersey  Docks 
and  Harbour  Board.  The  present 
Bill  is  introduced  by  that  body, 
and  it  is  entirely  of  an  adntinistrativa 
character.  It  proposes  no  Constitu- 
tional changes,  and  it  asks  for  no  freah 
borrowing  powers.  It  consists  of  3Q 
olaases,  half  of  which  deal  with  the  de- 
Tiation  of  a  short  railway  already  autho- 
rised, which  deviation  has  become  neces- 
sary in  consequence  of  the  increase  of 
the  trade  of  the  port,  and  which  it  is 
desirable  to  promptly  effect  in  order  to 
enable  a  certain  doi^  to  be  deepened, 
and  to  provide  increased  faoilities  for 
carrying  on  the  trade  of  the  port.  The 
other  provisions  are  purely  of  an  admini- 
strative and  technical  character,  deal- 
ing with  quastioDs  affecting  the  tender 
of  pilotage  services,  anchorage,  and 
navigation ;  nevertheless,  the  hon.  Mem' 
ber  lor  North- West  Manchester  (Sij 
W.  Houldaworth)  seeks  to  found  upon 
a  simple  Bill  of  that  kind  an  Instruc- 
tion of  a  very  far-reaching  character. 
I  think  it  would  be  very  much  against 
the  constituted  precedents  of  the  Uoose 
to  pass  any  Besolution  or  Instruction 
of  the  kind  proposed.  The  House 
has  provided  a  method  by  which  a 
change  or  reform  of  the  sort  desired 
can  be  introduced.  It  can  be  done  in 
either  of  two  ways — either  by  moving 
for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  on  whose 
investigatioas  a  Bill  might  be  founded, 


by  those  who  feel  aggrieved  intro- 
ducing a  Bill  setting  for^  the  reforms 
asked  for.  Neither  of  these  methods 
has  been  adopted  by  those  who  agree 
with  the  hon.  Baronet;  but  a  uird 
method  has  been  proposed,  whioh  ought 
to  meet  all  the  necessities  of  the  case. 
The  Docks  and  Harbour  Board  do  not 
seek  to  stifle  any  inquiry  at  all ;  they 
rather  oourt  it.  It  has  been  said,  and 
said  rightly,  that  this  is  anational  matter  ; 
and  if  the  conduct  of  the  Board  is  to  be 
inquired  into,  they  ore  prepared  to  main- 
tain that  the  Trost  has  been  managed 
in  the  interest  not  of  Liverpool  alone,  but 
of  the  traders  using  the  port.  For 
example,  take  one  of  the  matters  men- 
tioned in  the  Petition.  When  the  Board 
was  constituted  the  town  dues  were 
bought  &om  the  Corporation  of  Liver- 
pool, the  amount  paid  for  them  being 
£1,500,000.  Those  dues  produced  » 
very  large  sum  then  —  they  produce 
now  nearly  a  quarter  of  a  million 
annually,  and  are  increasing.  B.Qt  these 
dues  are  applied,  not  for  the  oenefit  of  the 
Gi^  of  Liverpool  itself,  but  absolutely 
and  entirely  for  the  benefit  of  the  Dock 
Trust,  and  therefore  the  town  dues  are 
now  purely  dock  dues,  only  levied  under 
another  name.  It  may  be  said,  and 
apparently  very  ffurly  said,  "  Why, 
then,  keep  these  town  dues — why  not 
abolish  them  and  increase  the  dock 
dues?"  The  answer  to  that  is  verr 
simple,  though  not  very  acceptable,  I 
am  afraid,  to  those  who  support  the 
Instruction,  for  it  discloses  the  imaginary 
nature  of  their  supposed  grievances- 
It  is  this — that  the  dock  dues 
ore  liable  to  be  rated  for  poor  rates 
and  municipal  rates,  but  the  town  dues 
ore  not,  and  if  the  town  dues  ore 
abolished,  the  result  would  be  that  the 
dock  dues  would  be  iDcressed  by  a 
quarter  of  a  million,  and  further  in- 
creased by  a  sum  of  £24,000  or  £25,000, 
whioh  would  be  required  to  be  addi- 
tionally levied  as  dock  rates,  to  pay 
over  as  poor  rates  and  municipal  rates. 
The  interests  of  those  who  live  outside 
the  port  have  always  been  fairly  consi- 
dered, and  very  many  of  the  oases 
suggested  aa  being  instances  whereby 
the  interests  of  those  outside  have 
been  injured  are  really  coses  where 
the  interests  of  all  have  been  considered, 
and  where  the  Trust  has  been  conducted 
with  due  oonsideration  for  national  in- 
terests, and  not  with  reference  to  local 
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interaata  at  nll>  With  regard  to  the 
qoestioii  of  the  bondholderB,  all  I  would 
tAj  ia,  that  if  either  of  the  methodB 
ordioarily  need  in  Parliamentary  pro- 
cedure had  been  adopted  they  would 
^re  had  notioe  that  a  Bill  had  been 
iintBodaoed  or  that  a  Parliamentary 
Tla^mr^  had  been  granted.  Now  legie- 
?lation  M  Bought  for  at  a  comparatively 
'late  period.  Under  ordinary  oircum- 
atanoes,    notice    would     have     to    be 

g'ren  in  the  month  of  November,  but 
ire  we  are  in  the  month  of  March,  and 
*fair  and  reaaonable  notiue  cannot  be 
■aid  to  have  been  given  to  all  those  iu- 
terested  by  an  Instraction  of  a  far  reach- 
iing  kind  being  sought  to  be  foisted  upon 
;a  small  Bill  like  this.  I  hope  the  House 
avQl  not  accede  to  the  Inetruotioa 
tinleaa  the  hon.  Baronet  is  prepared 
to  amend  it  by  inserting  the  words 
he  taid  be  wae  witling  to  insert, 
and  to  omit  the  words,  "And  to  make 

frovision  for  the  same  accordingly." 
beg  to  more  the  omission  of  those 
words. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  4,  to 
leave  oat  ^e  words  "and  to  make  pro- 
vision for  the  same  accordingly." — ( Mr. 
W.  Sinelair.) 

Questioa  propused,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  ta  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
■the  Question." 

Ub.  JAOOB  bright  (Manchester, 
'8.W.) :  I  wish  to  say  a  word  in  support 
of  the  Motion.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
Instruction  proposed  would  require  the 
Committee  only  to  attend  to  a  very 
limited  matter.  (They  are  seeking, 
mainly,  an  improvement  in  the  repre- 
-sentatioD  of  the  Mersey  Harbour  Board ; 
-they  do  not  want  to  change  the  electoral 
body  or  to  extend  the  suffrage,  but 
«mp1y  to  ask  that  the  electors  should 
have  the  power  of  voting  by  proxy. 
These  electors  ore  now  scattered  all  over 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  unless  they 
have  the  power  of  voting  by  proxy  thay 
are  really  a  disfranchised  body.  That 
is  the  main  change  required.  There  is 
one  other  change  asked  for — namely, 
that  instead  of  men  who  are  eligible  as 
candidates  having  to  reside  within  10 
miles  of  Liverpool,  that  distance  shall 
be  extended,  and  they  shall  be  able  to 
elect  candidates  refiding  wi*hin  50  miles 
ofliverpool.  These  are  the  two  pro- 
positions which  we  wish  the  Committee 
to  consider  and  deal  with,  and  with  re- 
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gard  to  them  the  Oommittee  oould  take 
their  own  course  The  Port  of  Liver> 
pool,  as  everyone  knows,  is  maintained 
mainly  by  manufacturing  and  oommer- 
oial  interests.  At  a  consideriible  dis- 
tance from  Liverpool,  where  interests 
have  no  voice  in  the  Harbour  Board,  it 
is  sought  to  give  them  that  voice.  We 
wish  to  throw  a  little  light  on  to  a  some- 
what close  body,  and  to  have  better 
management.  We  believe  that  the 
management  we  propose  would  be  to 
the  advantage  and  also  to  the  commer- 
oiol  interests  not  only  of  the  district,  bat 
of  Liverpool  itself. 

Mb.  BATHBONE  (Carnarvonshire) : 
I  was  one  of  the  Members  of  the  Liver- 
pool Chamber  of  Commerce  when  thev 
came  to  Parliament  to  constmct  this 
Trust,  and,  therefore,  I  wish  to  say 
a  few  words  as  to  the  reasons 
which  guided  Parliament  in  framing 
the  Trust.  Orii^nally  the  Corporation 
of  Liverpool  was  an  exclusive  Conserva- 
tive body,  and  they  had  shown  a  greater 
foresight  than  the  Corporation  of  any 
other  town  in  the  country  in  maintaining 
the  Port  of  Liverpool  as  a  Nation^ 
Trust,  without  any  beneficial  interest 
whatever.  But,  although  they  showed 
this  foresight,  the  time  citme  when  those 
who  used  the  Docks  thought  that  the 
Trust  should  be  placed  on  a  wider  basis, 
and  that  those  who  owned  them  should 
have  the  management  of  them.  Parlia- 
ment accordingly,  in  1857,  established 
the  existing  Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour 
Board.  The  Board  rac.eivod  no  pay- 
ment for  direction,  and  the  Docks  and 
Harbour  have  been  managed  hitherto 
without  any  suspicion  of  corrupt  motives. 
When  it  was  proposed  to  introduce  the 
system  of  voting  by  proxy  I  saw  some 
of  my  friends  in  Manchester,  and  pointed 
out  the  very  great  danger  there  would 
be  in  inducing  people  who  were  living 
all  over  the  country  to  watch  the 
management  of  the  Docks  and  take  an 
interest  ia  them.  There  is  a  fear  that 
such  individuals  might  be  got  at  by 
persons  with  private  interests  of  their 
own  to  serve,  and  might  be  persuaded  to 
nse  proxies  against  those  who  are  in  the 
actual  management  of  the  Trust.  One 
strong  reason  why  the  Government  and 
the  House  of  Commons  should  be 
cautious  in  this  matter  now  is  that  there 
has  been  a  large  undertaking  set  on 
foot  for  private  profit,  called  the  Man- 
cheater  ^ip  Oanal,  and  my  hon.  Friend 
2  B 
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Oppoflito  largely  repreeenta  thow  who 
are  interested  in  tliat  Canal.  Now,  if  the 
Canal  is  to  be  of  benefit  to  the  ooontr;, 
it  must  be  kept  entirelj  diBtdnct  from 
the  Kailways  and  the  Harbour  Trust, 
because  the  three  bodiaa  ought  to  be  in 
competition,  or  the  public  will  get  no 
advantage  from  the  new  undertalcing. 
If  those  who  are  in  favour  of  this  In- 
struotion  can  show  anj  way  by  which 
this  National  Trust  can  be  made  more 
national  and  more  beneficial  to  the 
country  at  large  nobody  will  be  more 
glad  to  see  it  than  the  people  of  Liver- 
pool, whose  prosperity  is  so  extensively 
bound  up  with  it.  Their  desire  is  that 
the  Cock  rates  should  be  kept  as  low 
as  possible.  Nobody  is  intereeted  in 
having  them  high.  If  it  is  considered 
necessary  to  make  a  change,  it  ought 
only  to  he  done  by  a  carefully  drawn  Bill 
regularly  laid  before  the  House,  instead 
of  being  dealt  with  by  a  side  wind  in 
this  manner. 
*Me.  COTJETNET  COomwall,  Bod- 
min) :  Although  there  are  numerous 
Members  representing  Liverpool  and 
Uanohester  and  the  adjacent  towns,  not 
to  speak  of  others  like  the  faon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Falkirk  Burghs  (Mr. 
Sinclair),  who  are  more  or  less  connected 
with  Liverpool,  I  trust  I  may  be  allowed 
to  intervene  early  in  the  debate,  ae  I 
would  wish  the  question  at  issue  to 
be  settled  without  raising  too  keenly 
those  local  jealousies  that  seem '  to 
lurk  about  it.  It  has  been  truly  said 
that  this  Bill  is  in  itself  a  compara- 
tively moderate  measure,  but  the  In- 
struction which  has  been  moved  is  one 
which  raises  a  very  important  principle. 
Moderate  as  the  Bill  is,  there  are  in  it 
some  alterations— not,  I  admit,  of  a 
very  important  character — but  still 
alterations  which  do  affect  the  mode  of 
electing  the  Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour 
Board.  Therefore  the  Instruction,  as  far 
as  it  relates  to  the  mode  of  election,  is 
not  out  of  order.  The  Instruction,  how- 
ever, goes  further,  and  it  ezpressee  a 
desire  that  the  conditions  of  the  qualifi- 
cation upon  which  persons  may  be 
elected  shall  also  be  inquired  into.  That 
is  a  HOmewhat  large  question,  which  is 
not  directly  raised  by  the  Bill  itself. 
The  Instruction,  therefore,  is  an  espan- 
sioa  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  and 
an  expansion  such  as  I  think  the  House 
ought  to  be  slow  to  entertain.  I  believe 
Mr.RatMMU 
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that  many  Members  will  regard  witb 
jealousy  anypropoeals  to  raise  in  Com- 
mittee with  Bills,  simple  and  reetricted 
in  their  scope,  large  questions  not  in- 
volved in  them  as  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment. I  gave  expression  to  that  jealousy 
last  year  in  reference  to  the  Aire  and 
Calder  Bill,  bat  on  that  occasion  the- 
House  showed  itself  so  bent  on  having 
its  own  way  in  the  Instruction  then 
moved  that  it  was  carried  without  a 
division.  It  did  not  result  in  anything, 
because  the  Bill  was  afterwards  dropped, 
but  still  the  House  indsted  on  carrying 
it.  In  this  case  the  opponents  of  th» 
Instruction  are  willing  that  there  should 
be  inquiiy,  but  they  are  of  opinion  that 
the  Committee  should  not  be  entrusted 
with  the  power  of  making  a  provision 
to  carry  into  effect  any  change  which 
they  may  deem  neoessaiy.  That,  I 
think,  would  be  a  lame  and  impotent 
conclusion.  It  amounts  to  this — thatwe- 
are  to  entrust  a  Committee  with  the 
power  of  inquiry,  but  not  to  entrust 
them  with  any  further  power  which  may- 
result  in  a  particular  course  of  action ; 
and  I  therefore  feel  that  those  who  are 
opposed  to  any  alteration  are  practically 
adopting  an  inconsistent  position  when. 
they  say  that  inquiry  may  be  made,  but 
that  it  shall  not  be  followed  by  revision. 
The  issues  raised  are  of  a  most  im- 
portant character,  and  I  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Comarvonsbire  (Mr. 
£atbbone)that  the  Trust  may  be  exposed 
to  risk  if  any  undefined  alteration  is- 
made  in  the  constitution  of  the  Mersey 
Docks  and  Harbour  Board,  who  are 
charged  with  important  functions  in  oou- 
aectiott  with  interests  which  make  the 
Mersey  Board  a  National  Trust.  It 
must  not  be  forgotten  that  we  may  be 
exposing  to  risk  the  interests  of  persons 
who  have  lent  the  Board  between 
£14,000,000  and  £16,000,000,  seeing 
that  the  credit  of  the  Trust  rests 
entirely  npou  the  good  management  of 
the  Board.  I  would  therefore  suggest  as 
the  best  way  out  of  the  difficulty,  while 
at  the  same  time  safeguarding  the  in- 
terests of  the  bondholders,  that  the  Bill 
should  be  referred  to  a  Hybrid  Com- 
mittee, and  that,  in  addition  to  four 
Members  appointed  by  the  House, 
there  should  be  three  Members  added 
by  the  Committee  of  Selection.  You 
would  then  have  a  Committee  of  weight 
and  authority.  If  that  suggestion  ia 
adopted  it  wiU  be  necessary  as  a  matter 
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of  form  to  withdraw  the  Instmcdoii 
alti^thsr,  and  to  move  that  the  Bill  be 
referred  to  a  Hybrid  Committee. 
•Ma.  HOTLE  {Lanoaahire,  8.E.,  Hey- 
wood):  When  the  Uereey  Docks  and 
Harbour  poard  oome  here  lor  additional 
powers,  anrely  it  is  not  unreasonable 
that  the  Committee  to  whom  their  Bill 
U  refeixed  should  look  all  round  the 
qneetion,  and  have  power  to  make  inch 
Amendments  in  the  Bill  as  ciroumstanoes. 
require;  that,  as  I  understand  it,  is 
what  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
comes  to.  There  is  a  population  of 
some  millions  of  people  residing  within 
40  or  60  miles  of  the  Port  of  Liverpool, 
and  the  Hersey  is  the  chief  inlet  for  the 
food  of  that  population,  as  well  as  the 
chief  outlet  toi  the  products  of  their 
industry.  They  have  certainly  a  right 
to  some  share  in  the  mAnag«ment  of 
the  port  Take  one  trade  alone — the 
cotton  trade.  The  imports  and  exports 
of  that  trade  amount  to  something  like 
£100,000,000  sterling  a-year,  the  greater 
part  of  which  goes  through  the  Mersey. 
What  do  those  who  are  intimately 
connected  with  that  trade  want  ?  First, 
sufficient  aooommodatioa  for  the  traffic 
they  send;  and,  secondly,  that  the 
management  of  it  should  be  economical, 
80  as  to  ensure  reasonable  charges. 
They  think  that  those  two  objects  would 
he  best  secured  by  giving  those  who 
pay  the  dues  a  larger  share  in  the  ad- 
ministration. It  is  objected  that  persona 
elected  from  a  wider  radius  than  10 
miles  trom  the  centre  of  Liverpool  would 
rarely  attend  the  meeting ;  but  that 
objeotipn  answers  iteolt,  for,  if  so,  the 
people  of  Liverpool,  in  the  absence  of 
Members  from  a  distance,  wUl  have 
matters  all  their  own  way.  It  must 
not  be  forgotten  that  Manchester  is  only 
40  or  45  minutes  from  Liverpool,  and 
so,  practically,  as  near  the  docks  as  per- 
sons living  in  the  suburbs  of  Liverpool. 
For  these  reasons  I  heartily  support  the 
Instruction  moved  by  the  hon.  Baronet. 

*Mb.  NEVILLE  tLiverpool,  Ex- 
change) :  I  represent  those  who  would 
be  most  affected  by  this  Instruction,  but 
I  do  not  ask  the  House  to  oome  to  any 
decision  upon  the  merits  of  the  question 
on  this  occasion.  It  is  not  a  question  as 
to  whether  the  constitution  of  the  Dock 
Board  ie  the  best  that  could  be  obt^ned, 
or  whether  any  lUteration  might  improve 
it.  But  it  is  a  matter  of  such  great  im- 
portance, affecting  such  varied  interests, 
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that  I  think  it  would  be  wrong  for  the 
House  to  take  a  course  which  would 
enable  those  who  are  opposicg  the  Bill 
of  the  Dock  Board  in  an  indirect  and 
irregular  way  to  effect  a  reconstruction 
of  the  Board.  The  persons  who  are 
advocating  this  proposal  to-  day  are  the 
persons  who  are  most  interested  in  the 
Manchester  Ship  Canal,  and  tbe  owners 
of  a  rival  port.  Tou  are.  therefore, 
asked  to  put  into  the  hands  of  a  rival 

E)rt  the  administration  of  the  Liverpool 
ooks.  ["Oh!"]  It  is  silvery  well 
to  Bay  "Oh,  !oh"  but  I  would  aek 
hon.  Members  to  wait  and  see.  If  you 
give  the  right  to  vote  by  proxy  to  all 
traders  who  pay  £10  a-year  in  goods  or 
tonnage,  and  the  right  of  selecting  their 
candidates  within  a  radius  of  50  miles 
of  Liverpool,  you  will  virtually  take 
away  from  Liverpool  the  management  of 
her  own  Docks,  and  make  alterations  ao 
extreme  as  to  be  utterly  indefensible. 
Liverpool,  which  is  so  much  affected  by 
the  action  of  the  Dock  Board,  does  not 
wish  to  exclude  investigation  into  the 
way  in  which  the  Docks  are  managed. 
At  the  same  time,  I  do  say  this — that  if 
so  important  a  change  is  to  be  made  it 
ought  to  be  made  in  a  regular  way. 
Why,  in  a  Bill  of  this  kmd,  should 
issues  be  raised  which  are  totally 
outside  the  subjects  with  which  it  at 
present  deals  ?  I  should  like  to  point 
out  that  the  only  alterations  which  are  to 
be  made  by  the  Bill  in  the  method  of 
voting  are  theincreasebyonehour  of  the 
time  during  which  votes  may  be  given 
and  the  prolongation  of  the  notice  which 
is  to  be  iesued.  I  would  ask  tbe  House 
to  bear  in  mind  that  these  alterations 
were  inserted  in  the  Bill  at  the  request 
of  Manchester  men  themeelvea.  The 
Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour  Board  were 
asked  to  make  these  changes  in  the 
method  of  voting,  and  now  they  have 
done  so  their  concession  is  used  as  a  peg 
on  which  to  hang  the  Instruction  which 
has  been  moved  in  the  House  to-night. 
This  is  a  matter  of  immense  importance 
to  Liverpool,  and  I  contend  that  hon. 
Members  ought  not  to  nee  the  omnipo- 
tence of  this  House  for  the  purpose  of 
denying  to  the  people  of  that  city  what 
I  submit  are  their  ordinary  tights. 
*The  DNDEK  8ECBETART  of 
STATE  FOB  FOEEIGK  AFFAIES 
(Sir  3.  Febousson,  Manchester,  N.E.): 
I  do  not  suppose  that  the  House  wUI 
think  of  heating  all  the  Members  who 
2  B  3 
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are  interested  ia  this  qnestion  on  one 
Bide  or  the  other,  bat  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  the  immediate  qneBtion  before  the 
Honse  is  the  Amendment  last  anbrnitted, 
vhioh  would  have  the  effect,  if  carried, 
of  debarring  the  Select  Oommittee  irom 
^Ting  any  effect  to  the  decision  they 
come  to  upon  the  Instruction.  The 
renult  would  therefore  be  to  nullify  the 
referenoe.  Hon.  Uembers  have  said 
that  great  iutereat*  are  at  stake  in  this 
matter.  Well,  I  do  not  think  the  House 
has  80  little  confidence  in  its  Oommitteee 
as  to  doubt  that  any  proposal  of  this 
Irind  will  be  considered  with  all  the  care 
which  it  deserven.  I  do  not  see  why  it 
flhonld  be  thought  that  the  Select  Com- 
mittee will  not  be  thoTouffhly  competent 
to  do  juntice  to  both  sides  of  the  ques- 
tion, and  nothing  is  more  common 
than,  when  a  Corporation  asks  for  addi- 
tioncd  powers,  the  oocaMon  should 
be  seized  to  propose  ohangee  in  its 
coDstitulJon  whicn  experience  has 
prompted.  No  doubt  the  hon.  Member 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  will  have  no  objec- 
tion to  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, that  the  Select  Committee 
should  be  strengthened  by  the  addition 
of  Members  to  be  chosen  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection.  I  do  not  think  any- 
one who  desires  the  Select  Committee  to 
oome  to  a  fair  conclusion  can  oppose  that 
flufcgestion.  It  has  been  said  that  the 
object  of  this  proposal  is  to  give  rival 
ports  the  right  to  interfere  with  the  Port 
of  Liverpool.  I  shonld  like  to  point 
out  that  there  are  a  great  many  more 
large  centres  of  industry  concerned  than 
merely  the  City  of  Hanchester.  Liver- 
pool IS  surrounded  by  a  network  of 
railways  connecting  many  towns  which 
are  concerned  in  the  management  of  its 
port.  I  hope  the  House  will  rqect  the 
Amendment. 

*8iB  W.  HOITLDSWOBTH :  If  I 
understand  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
to  be  merely  that  this  Bill  be  referred 
to  a  Hybnd  Committee,  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  I  will  accept 
it. 

«Mb.BFEAEEB:  The  question  before 
the  House  is  the  proposal  standing  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Falkirk  (Mr.  W.  P.  Binolair).  Does  the 
hnn.  Member  accept  the  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  f 
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Sir,  to  move  the  Adjournment  c 
Debate,  in  order  that  thoee  whoee  intB- 
rests  I  represent  may  have  an  op- 
portunity of  oonaidoring  it. 

•The  8ECHETART  to  thi"  ADIQ- 
BALTY  (Mr.  FoawooD,  LanoMhiie, 
Ormakirk) :  I  hope  tiiat  tiie  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  not  press  his  Amendment,  bnt 
will  accept  the  suggestion  of  the  Cniair- 
man  of  Committees.  There  is  no  doubt 
this  is  a  very  large  and  important  qaea- 
tion,  which  goes  far  beyond  the  mere 
management  and  oontrol  of  one  harbour. 
There  are  bondholders  to  the  extent  of 
£16,000,000,  who  have  no  voice  what- 
ever in  the  action  of  the  Board.  The 
bonds  are  renewable  on  short  terms 
of  from  three  to  Gve  years,  and 
itis,  therefore, undesirablefortheHoiue 
to  do  anything  which  will  in  the  least 
disturb  the  minds  of  the  holders.  I 
think  that  such  a  strong  Committee  sa 
was  indicated  by  the  Chairman  is  the 
best  body  to  which  to  refer  this  question. 

*Ma.  SPEAKER  1  Does  the  hon. 
Member  for  Falkirk  accept  the  sugges- 
tion? 

:».  W.  P.  SINCLAIR :  Before  ac- 
cepting it  I  will  ask  whether  those 
who  introduced  the  Instruction  will  not 
be  at  least  fair  enough  to  allow  those 
of  whom  I  am  the  only  representative  ia 
this  House  to  consider  it  ?  On  behalf  of 
the  Mersey  Dock  and  Harbour  Board  I 
would  request  that  the  debate  be  ad- 
journed. 

*Tm  PRESIDENT  of  thk  BOABD 
ot  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hioks-Bkaot, 
Bristol,  W.):  I  do  not  think  th&  hon. 
Member  and  his  Friends  would  be  in 
any  way  injured  if  he  withdrew  his 
Amendment ;  because,  as  has  been 
pointed  out,  the  Instruction  of  the  hoB. 
Member  for  Manchester  will  in  ai^ 
case  have  to  be  withdrawn  for  the 
present;  and  if  there  are  any  otrjao- 
tions  to  the  course  which  is  suggested 
they  can  be  urged  when  the  refei«noe 
to  a  Hybrid  Committee  is  formally 
moved. 

Mr.  W.  p.  SINCLAIR :  After  that 
explanation  I  will  consent  to  withdraw 
my  Amendment. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

*8iE  W.  H0ULD8W0HTH :  I  beg 
leave  to  withdraw  my  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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*Mr.  COTTRTNET :  I  beg  to  a^ 
nodoe  that  I  will  more  to  rem  ttiis  Bi 
to  a  Hybrid  Coqunittee. 
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Q  UE  STI  0  N  a. 

THE  SLUICE  GATES  AT  KILLALOE. 

Hb.  cox  (Clare,  £.)  asked  the 
Seoretarj  to  the  Treasurf  whether  his 
attaotion  had  been  drawn  to  the  pro* 
oeedings  at  a  meeting  of  the  Board  of 
Ooaaerratora  of  the  Lower  Shannon, 
held  in  Limeriok,  on  7tb  February, 
at  which  a  reaalntion  was  passed  oalling 
attention  to  the  great  injur;  oonstantl; 
done  to  the  fishery  of  the  Shannon  by 
the  injudicious  and  reckless  raisiag  and 
lowering  of  the  sluioe  gates  at  Eillaloe ; 
and  what  action,  it  any,  the  Board  of 
Works  had  takeo  in  the  matter? 

Thb  8E0RETAB7  to  tbi  TSEIA- 
BTTBY  (Ur.  Jickbok,  Leeds,  N.) : 
From  all  the  inquiries  the  Board  of 
Works  hare  made  they  have  no  reason 
to  believe  that  any  injury  has  been 
done  to  the  fishery  by  the  raising  and 
lowering  of  the  sluices  at  £illaloe;  but, 
in  accordance  with  the  resolution  passed 
at  the  meeting  of  the  Coneerrators  of 
7th  February  referred  to  in  the  ques- 
tion, Hr.  Beeves,  the  Chairman  of  the 
meeting,  waited  on  this  Board,  who 
arranged  with  him  that  one  of  their 
officers,  in  conjanotion  with  anyone 
appointed  by  him  at  any  time  he  wished, 
would  make  experiments  in  raising  and 
lowering  the  sluices,  to  ascertain  whether 
there  was  any  foundation  whatever  for 
the  allegations. 

Ha.  COX :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  another  question.  The 
Board  of  Conservators  must  be  aware 
that  great  damage  was  done  by  the 
raising  and  lowering  of  the  aluices.  I 
would  ask  whether  they  did  not  in  that 
resolutiou  state  that  thousands  of  fry 
were  left  high  and  dry? 

Mn.  JAUK8UN :  I  have  given  the 
hon.  Member  the  information  wtuoh  has 
been  supplied  to  me.  I  am  told  it  is 
ahsulntely  impossible  that  the  damage 
can  have  been  done  in  the  way  described. 
Arrangements  have,  however,  been  made 
to  test  the  matter,  so  as  to  satisfy  all 
persons  oonoemed. 

EEL  FISHERIES  AT  CASTLE 
CONNELL. 

Ua.  COX  asked  the  Beoretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  the  Iriah  Board 


of  Works  let  in  the  year  1884,  for 
a  term  of  five  years,  the  ee)  fisheries 
at  Castle  Connell ;  and,  whether,  on 
the  expiration  of  this  term,  the  fisheries 
were  relet ;  if  so,  were  they  put  up  Vy 
pubhc  oompetitioD ;  to  whom  were  they 
relet ;  lor  what  term  of  yeras ;  and  at 
what  rent  per  annum  ? 

Mb.  JAOESON  :  The  eel  fisheries  at 
Oastle  Connell  were  let  in  May  18S4. 
after  public  adrertisement,  for  the  usual 
term  of  five  years,  which  has  now  ex- 
pired, and  the  Board  have  again  adver- 
tised in  Irish,  English,  and  Scotch 
newspapers  for  tenders  for  the  season 
commencing  let  July  next.  The  tender* 
are  not  due  until  1st  June  next. 

THE  POLICE  STrPERINTESDENT  AT 
MEHTHTR. 

Ma.  DATID  THOMAS  (Merthyr 
Tydvil^  asked  the  Seoretary  for  the  Home 
Departmeat  whether  he  had  reason  to 
believe  that  Colonel  Lindsay,  the  Chief 
Constable  for  Glamorganshire,  was 
unable  to  discover  among  the  police  of 
the  oounty  any  man  qualified  to  dis- 
charge the  duties  of  Superintendent  of 
Police  at  Merthyr  efficiently ;  whether, 
in  the  event  of  any  dereliction  of  duty 
on  the  part  of  Superintendent  Lindsay, 
there  was  any  independent  authorify  V> 
whom  appeal  might  be  made,  outside 
the  Chief  Constable,  his  father ;  and 
whether,  he  was  now  in  a  pi'sition  to 
state  the  results  of  his  inquiry  as  to  the 
public  feeling  at  Merthyr  and  Aberdare 
at  the  appointment  of  Oaptain  Lindsay, 
a  young  man  with  no  previous  experience 
in  Enghsh  police  duty,  over  the  heads  of 
those  who  bad  spent  a  lifetime  in  the 
force,  and  who  might  naturally  have 
looked  for  promotion  had  not  the  hither- 
to invariable  practice  been  in  this  case 
departed  from  ? 

The  SE0BETAB7  of  STATE  Foa 
THa  HOME  DBPAETMKNT  (Mr. 
Matthkws,  Birmingham,  E.) :  I  hare  no 
doubt  that  there  were  other  men  in  the 
Foroe  qualified  to  fill  theofBce  of  Superin-^ 
tendent.  Any  complaint  against  a  Su- 
perintendent would  be  addressed  in  the 
first  instance  to  the  Chief  Constable ;. 
but  if  there  is  any  reason  to  suppose 
that  proper  oognisance  is  not  taken  of 
the  complaint,  an  appeal  lies  from  the- 
Chief  OonsUble  to  the  Court  of  Quarter 
Seauone ;  I  have  made  no  inquiry  aa 
to  the  state  of  public  feeling  in  tb* 
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localit; ;  and  do  not 
part  of  mr  Aa^  to  do  so. 

Mb.  T.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  did  not  promise  my  hon. 
'Friend  the  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn)  that  he  would  make  suoh  an 
inquiry. 

Ma.  MATTHEWS:  No,  Sir;  I 
made  no  such  promise. 

WESTMINSTER  HALL. 
Me.  OAVENDISH  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven)  asked  the  First  Com- 
missioDerof  Works  whether  Mr.  Pearson, 
H.A..  was  responsible  for  the  designs  of 
the  two  new  staircases  and  the  south- 
west stone  parapet  which  had  lately 
been  erected  in  Weetminster  Hall ; 
whether  these  designs  were  considered 
and  approved  by  the  Select  Committee 
on  Westminster  Hall ;  and,  it  so,  why 
plans  and  elsTations  adequately  repre- 
senting them  did  not  appear  in  the 
appendix  to  the  Committee's  report; 
whether  the  view  of  Westminster  Hall, 
No.  22,  in  the  appendix  to  the  report, 
wae  the  view  referred  to  by  Mr.  Pearson 
In  his  answer,  Nn.  158,  to  the  oh^rman, 
nr  to  what  other  view  he  referred,  and 
why  the  principal  staircase  on  the  west 
side  of  the  hall  had  not  been  made 
symmetrical  with  Sir  Charles  Barry's 
entrance  to  St.  Stephen's  Cloisters; 
whether  the  design  for  the  stone  parapet 
which  had  been  placed  at  the  south- 
west corner  of  the  hall  was  approved  by 
the  Committee,  and  for  what  reason  it 
had  been  substituted  for  the  iron  railing 
which  formerly  stood  there,  and  which 
was  in  harmony  with  the  iron  railing 
leading  to  the  members'  south-east 
entrance  to  St.  Stephen's  Cloisters ;  and 
whether  he  was  now  able  to  fix  a  time 
when  the  public  would  be  re-admitted  to 
Westminster  Hall? 

Thi  first  commissioner  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  PLCsrar,  Dublin  Uni- 
Tersin) :  I  am  informed  by  Mr.  Pearson 
that  the  designs  of  the  staircases  and  of 
the  south-west  stone  parapet  in  West- 
minster Hall  are  his ;  that  the  arrange- 
ment of  the  stairaases  was  submitted  to 
and  approved  by  the  Committee  on 
Weetminster  Hall,  and  that  they  are 
adequately  represented  on  plans  5a,  6a, 
and  8 ;  that  the  plan  No.  22  waa  referred  to 
bim,  Bod  tbathiB(Mr.  Pearson's)  answer 
No.  168  pointed  oat  that  oommuaioa- 
tion  existed  originally  from  the  ball  by 


means  of  staircases,  and  that  a  similar 
method  waa  now  proposed  ;  that  the 
arrangement  of  the  plan  did  not  admit 
of  the  entrances  being  placed  symmetri- 
cally with  that  on  the  other  side,  even 
if  it  had  been  desirable  that  they  should 
be  so  placed,  and  that  they  are,  besides, 
of  a  totally  different  character,  and  on 
different  levels;  that  a  stone  wall  waa 
ueoeeaary  to  oarry  the  steps  and  landing 
giving  access  to  the  new  rooms  at  that 
end,  and  that  this  stone  wall  oould  only 
be  properly  finished  by  a  stone  parapet 
as  shown  on  plans  Sa  and  6a.  The  ex- 
istence of  an  iron  railing  similar  to  that 
leading  to  the  Members'  south-eaat 
entrance  to  St.  Stephen's  Cloisters  would 
obviously  be  inconsistent  with  the  steps, 
lauding,  and  parapet  referred  to.  Aa 
to  the  last  paragraph  of  the  question,  I 
am  in  communioatiou  with  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department  on  the  sub* 
ject. 

8UNDAT  DBINKHNO. 

Ma.  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire)  asked  the 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  could  state  why  the  Return 
No.  391,  of  September,  1888,  entitled 
"Drunkenness  on  Sunday  (Convic- 
tions)," for  the  first  time  included 
drunkenness  associated  with  more  seri- 
ous and  flagrant  crimes,  whereas  previ- 
ous Returns  of  this  nature  were  confined 
tooaeesofasimple  nature;  and  whether 
the  discrepancy  in  the  Returns  from 
some  of  the  Welsh  counties  was  to  ha 
attributed  to  a  misapprehension  on  the 
part  of  these  whose  duty  it  waa  to  sup- 
ply the  information  of  the  questions 
submitted  to  them  ? 

Thb  under  SECEBTARY  of 
state  for  thb  home  depart- 

MENT  (Mr.  SxPAax  Wobtlkt,  Shef- 
field, Hallam) :  It  is  not  correct  to  say 
that  the  Return  No.  391  of  1888  in- 
cludes for  the  first  time  oases  of  drunken- 
associated  with  more  aerioua 
crimes,  whereas  prerinus  Returns  of  this 
kind  were  confined  to  cases  of  a 
simple  nature.  The  Return  of  188H  in- 
cluded all  cases  of  simple  drunkenness, 
unacoompanied  by  disorderly  conduct. 
Many  of  such  cases  were  not  included  by 
the  majority  of  the  local  authorities  who 
made  returns  in  obedience  to  the  orders 
of  the  House  in  former  years.  The  R»- 
turas  granted  annually  in  many  Sesaiona 
prior  to  that  of  1 888  are,  I  regret  to  say, 
valueless.    A  reference  to  that  of  1884 
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-fihoiFB  tbat  it  purports  to  giTe  ioforma- 
"tion  u  to  the  Dnmber  of  oonviotions  of 
^rsona  arrested  for  drunkeanesa  on 
Sunday.  The  request  for  information 
adi^reued  to  the  local  authorities  was, 
^unfortunately,  arabig^ous,  since  it  left  it 
-doubtful  whether  oases  of  eimple 
drunkenness  (for  whiah  nobody  oan  be 
arrested)  ought  to  be  iaoluded,  ae  well  as 
'casee  in  which  the  delinquents  could  be 
and  bad  been  arrested.  Some  loral 
anthoritiee  reported  (in  aooordance  with 
the  exact  terms  of  the  Order  of  the 
^ouie)  those  cases  only  in  which  per- 
sons were  arreeted  and  then  proceeded 
sifainsttooonTiction,  whilesome  inolnde'l 
all  oases  of  oouTiotions  for  drunkenness. 
In  granting  the  Betum  for  1888  it  was 
thought  well  to  state  clearly  the  Acts 
under  which  Betum  s  were  asked  for, 
«nd  by  the  wording  of  the  address  to 
^nake  it  clear  that  all  oonTictions  were 
-to  be  included,  not  only  in  cases  where 
the  law  allows  arrest,  bttt  also  in  those 
'where  it  does  not ;  aUo  to  make  the  Ke- 
tum  include  the  years  1885,  1886,  and 
IB67.  In  the  case  of  Wales  the  total 
.  of  conTiotions  for  Sunday  drunkenness 
'for  1885  and  1886  are  considerably 
larger  in  the  return  of  1888  than  in  the 
Setums  made  for  those  years.  This  is 
^ue  to  the  later  Betum  being  framed  on 
a  wider  basis,  and  invariably  including 
all  Betums  of  oonviotionB  for  simple 
-drunkenness. 

MONTE  CARLO. 
Mb.  S.  smith  (Flintshire)  asked  the 
"Under  Secretory  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  his  attention  had  been  drawn 
to  a  statement  which  had  appeared  in  a 
Oenoa  newepaper,  stating  that  about 
£0,000  visitors  had  resorted  to  the  gam- 
bliog  tables  at  Monte  Carlo  during  Car- 
nival, among  whom  there  had  taken 
place  16  duels  and  16  suicides;  and 
whether  the  English  Ooveroment  could 
aee  its  way  to  communioate  with  Foreign 
Powers  with  a  view  to  the  suppression  of 
Ihese  tables? 

•Thk  DNDEB  BEOBETABY  toe 
i-OREIGN  AFFAIES  (Sir  J.  Fkb- 
-Gussoir,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  I  have  not 
seen  the  statement  In  question, 
and  if  I  had  I  oould  not  judge 
.of  its  aoonraoy.  It  ie  quite  beyond  the 
innotioBB  and  duties  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  interfere  in  respect  of 
fluoh  matters  in  foreign  oountries. 


OABETMO  A  QUN  WITHOUT  A 
LIOENCB. 
Mb.  HEBBEBT  QABDNEB  [Essex, 
Safbon  Waldeo)  asked  the  Secretory  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  the  case 
of  a  man  named  Joseph  Clarke,  who 
was  lately  sent  to  prisoo,  with  14  days' 
hard  labour,  by  the  Bench  of  Magis- 
trates at  Newark  Divisional  Petty 
Sessions,  for  carrying  a  gun  without  a 
licence;  whether  Clarke^  offence  eon- 
sisted  in  firing  a  gun  loaded  only  with 
powder  for  the  purpose  of  soaring  birds 
off  his  employer's  crops ;  and  whether 
Clarke  was  subsequently  released  after 
three  days'  impriBoument,  and  by  whose 
authority  and  lor  what  reasons  was  hia 
sentence  remitted  ? 
*Hr.  MATTHEWS, Birmingham,  E.} : 
I  am  informed  by  the  Justices  that  this 
man  was  convicted  of  the  offeeoe  named 
and  was  sentenced  to  pay  a  fine,  and  in 
default  of  payment  to  14  days*  im- 
prisonment without  hard  labour.  I 
am  informed  by  the  Justices  that 
the  man  pleaded  guilty,  but  before 
passing  sentence  the  Chairman  inquired 
whether  there  was  any  excuse  for  him 
on  the  ground  of  his  having  used  tlie 
gun  for  soaring  birds,  and  was  answered 
in  the  negative.  On  the  facts  being 
reported  to  the  Board  of  Inland 
Bevenue,  they  ascertained  that  the  gnn 
was  loaded  and  used  in  the  manner 
stated  in  the  question,  and  that  the 
employer  was  under  the  erroneous  im- 
pression that  he  oould  authorize  Clarke 
to  use  the  gun  in  this  manner  without 
taking  out  a  licence.  The  Board  there- 
upon made  an  order  for  Clarke's  re- 
lease forthwith,  after  he  had  been  in 
prison  for  three  days. 

THE  STATE  OF  OWALIOR. 
Hk.  BBADLAUOH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  for  Ini^ 
whether  he  was  aware  that,  during  the 
period  Sir  Lepsl  Griffla  was  agent  to 
the  Governor  General  for  the  Central 
Indian  States,  the  civil  establishment  in 
the  State  of  Gwalior  wae  greatly  aug- 
mented and  the  salaries  of  oertaut 
officers  increased,  in  one  case  from 
Bs.lOO  per  month  to  Bs.l.UOO,  in  an- 
other from  Bb.400  to  Bb.2,000,  and  in 
a  third  from  Bs.OOO  to  Bs.1,500,  and 
whether  these  instanoee  were  samples  of 
a   great   number    of   like   character; 
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vbetber,  prior  to  ths  appointmant  of 
iLflpel  Oriffln  aa  agent  in  Central 
.india,  and  before  his  interference  in 
the  affairs  of  Qwalior,  the  annual 
rerenne  of  that  state  was  I  erore  and  10 
lokbs,  and  the  expenditare  99  lakhs, 
ahowing>an  annual  surplns  of  11  lakhs; 
whether,  at  the  present  time,  although 
the  revenue  had  been  increased  by  1 1 
lakhs,  being  the  interest  on  3^  orores  of 
the  lateBnler's  sayiuM  inTOsted  after 
his  death  in  Indian  QoTSmment  atook, 
there  was  an  annual  deficit  of  7  lakhs, 
the  rerenna  being  1  crore  and  31  lakhs, 
and  the  expenditure  1  crore  and  28 
lakhs;  and  whether  the  Secretary  of 
State  vontd  make  inquiries  aa  to  the 
drcnmstanoee  under  which  this  state  of 
things  had  occurred,  and  would  lay 
upon  the  Table  the  result  of  such 
inqniriesf 
•Thm  under  SECEtETAfiT  or 
BTATE  Foa  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Oobst, 
Chatham):  The  official  information  in 
the  posaesaion  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
does  not  contradict  the  foots  suggested 
in  the  question  ;  but  the  Secretary  of 
State  does  not  perceive  in  them  any 
eridenoe  of  maladminiatration,  and  he 
sees  no  reaeon  to  suggest  to  the  Qovem- 
ment  of  India  any  interference  with  the 
praaent  Oouncil  of  Bagenoy  in  the 
Qwalior  State. 

■  INDIAN  TELEGRAPH  DEPARTMENT. 
Mr.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Westmealh, 
6.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Undat  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  if  he  will  recommend 
the  QoTemment  of  India  to  make  per- 
manent promotions  in  the  Telegraph 
Department  as  vacaDoies  occur,  and  not 
only  on  1st  April  and  1st  October  F 
*8o«  J.  Q0E8T:  The  datea  for 
making  promotions  in  the  Telegraph 
Department  are  fixed  by  the  Qovem- 
ment  of  India,  and  the  Secretaiy  of 
State  ia  not  disposed  to  interfere  in 
the  matter. 

Ma.  D.  SUUjIVAN  aaked  how  many 
of&oera  of  the  Telegraph  Deportment 
had  more  than  30  years'  eerrioe ;  and  if^ 
itt  the  interests  of  the  public  service, 
whether  as  regards  the  efficiency  of  the 
department  or  economy  in  the  mat- 
ter of  penaions,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  consider  the  adviaalutity  of  retir- 
ing thoee  officers,  many  of  whom  had 
already  been  auperseded  by  offioera 
many  years  their  juniora,  on  special  pen- 
aions,  rather  than  allow  men  in  the 
Mr.  Bradhifk 
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prime  of  life,  and  wbff  were  BpecutQy' 
trained  for  the  Department  under  the  re- 
organization scheme  of  1866,  to  leave 
the  Service  in  disgust  J 

*SDtJ.  G0K8T:  In  answer  to  the  hon.. 
Member's  first  inquiryl  have  to  state  that 
the  number  of  such  officers  ia  ten.  Ia 
answer  to  the  second  inquiry  I  have  to 
state  that  the  Secretary  of  State  seee  no 
necessity  for  altering  the  rulea  aa  to  the 
retirement  of  officers  in  the  Telegraph 
Department. 

THE  SPECIAL  COUUISSION. 

Mr.  J.  P.  O'BBIEN  (Mayo,  S.)  aaketf 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department 
what  visits  had  been  made  to  Jamee 
MuUett  daring  his  detention  in  Millbank 
Prison ;  whether  he  would  give  the- 
names  of  those  visitors  and  the  datea  of~ 
the  visits ;  and  whether  he  would  state^ 
on  whose  application  each  visit  was  pei^ 
mitted  and  by  what  authority  permitted  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  Mullett  haa 
been  twice  visited  while  in  Uillbauk 
Prison — on  the  3rd  of  January  by  Ma- 
wife,  an  ordinary  visit  on  her  own  ap- 
Slication,  and  on  the  4th  of  February  oy- 
[r.  Thomson,  on  behalf  of  Ur.  Soames, 
and  on  his  application.  Both  visita  vere- 
allowed  by  permission  of  die  Prisoa 
Oommiasioners. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  beg- 
to  ask  whether,  as  Ur.  Thomson  is  not  a 
solicitor,  the  latter  interview  was  held, 
in  accordance  with  the  prison  rules,  in 
the  presence  of  an  offiuu ;  and  whether 
a  record  was  kept  of  what  passed  at  snob 
interview. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  no  infor-^ 
mation  on  the  subject.  If  the  hon. 
Member  wiahea  for  an  anawer  to  his 
question,  I  must  ask  him  to  give  me 

Mb.'  J.  F.  O'BBIEN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  whether  Sergeant 
Mullin,  of  the  Boyal  Irish  Oonatabu- 
lory,  stationed  at  Ballyhannis,  conn^- 
Mayo,  had  endeavoured  to  obtain  evi- 
dence in  favour  of  the  TVsim,  &om  one- 
Patrick  La  van,  late  of  Ballyhaunis,  but 
now  living  in  Washington  Territory, 
United  States,  and  wrote  in  the  lullowing: 

"  I  ^uBTSintaa  your  name  will  nevsr  be  men— 
tionsd,  andlforUiargnanuiteethst  it  will  be 
the  rnasna  of  patting  yoa  on  joor  fMt ;  " 
and  whether  Sergeant  Mullin's  action 
in   this   matter    wae  an    independeofc 


joyCjOOgle 


705 


War  Ofiet 


IHaboh  25,  18S9} 


Contraett. 


705 


priTste  inqairy  or  wsa    instigated    b; 
some  one  in  authority  over  him  F 

Thk  chief  8E0RBTART  toe 
IBELAND  (Hr.  A.  J.  BAUoirn,  Man- 
oheatflT,  E.) :  I  &IB  informed  that  Lavan, 
before  leaTing  Ireland,  bad  Bbown  the 
sergeant  a  letter  which  Laran  repre- 
Mnted  as  being  important.     The  ser- 

feant  did  write  to  LaTan,  with  whom 
e  had  had  previoos  relatioas,  for  this 
docament.  The  inquiry  was,  I  am 
informed,  made  by  the  sergeant  with 
the  sanctioii  of  bia  saperior  officer. 

Hb.  sexton  (Belfait,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  aak  whether  a  member  of  the  Boy^ 
Iriih  Oonttabulary  force  ia  entitled  in 
B  case  between  the  Timtt  and  the  Irish 
Members  to  offer  LaTan  money  to  give 
certain  evidence  ? 

Mb.  a.  J,  BALFOTTR:  There  i»  no 
ease  between  the  Tiitut  and  the  Irish 
Members. 

Us.  J.  F.  O'BBIEN :  My  question 
vas  whether  Sergeant  Mullin  bad 
endeavoured  to  procure  evidence  for  the 
Tmtt.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman  has 
said  "  Yes." 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOtJE :  No,  Sir. 

TENANTS  ON  THE  0LPHERT8  ESTATE. 

Mr.  MAU  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) 
asked  the  Uhief  Seoretary  for  Ireland 
whether  be  was  aware  that  all  the 
tenants  on  the  property  of  Mr.  Wybrants 
Olpherts  in  Glaberooon  and  Uurrons- 
port,  in  the  pariah  of  Gweedore,  had 
been  served  with  ejectment  processes,  to 
be  heard  at  Quarter  Besaions,  which 
wonld  be  held  at  Falcarragfa  on  March 
26 ;  whether  it  was  a  fact  that,  owing  to 
the  Cailnre  of  the  potato  orop,  these 
tenants  had  no  potato  seed  of  any  kind 
to  crop  the  lands;  and  whether  the 
Qovemment  would  take  any,  and,  if  so, 
what  steps  to  provide  work  for  the 
people  who  were  in  want  of  food  and 
money,  and  were  threatened  with 
eriotioD? 

Hb.  a.  J.  BALFOUK :  I  understand 
tbat  it  is  not  the  case  that  all  tlie  tenants 
on  the  townlands  of  the  estate  named 
have  been  served  with  ejectment  pro- 
oesses  to  be  heard  at  Quarter  Sessions 
at  Falcarragh,  nor,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
«M  Qoarter  tiessions  held  there.  But 
it  is  ttie  case  that  some  of  these  tenants 
kave  been  sammoned  to  Petty  Sessions  to 
give  ap  possesnon  of  their  hohlingB.  It 
■Im  appears  tbat,  in  some  instanoes,  the 
these  townlaads  are  without 


potato  seed.  It  is  not  oonsldered  that 
any  case  can  possibly  arise  which  can- 
not  be  dealt  with  under  the  provisions- 
of  the  ordinary  Poor  Law. 

THE    SUGAR   BOUNTIES. 

Sib  H.  BOSCOE  (Manchester,  S.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  on  what  principle  he  included 
glucose  in  a  Convention  in  regard  to 
sugar  bounties;  and  whether  ae  waa 
aware  that  glucose  was  not  a  sugar  ex- 
tracted either  from  beet  or  cane,  but  wa* 
a  manufactured  product  derived  from 
potato,  starch,  or  other  like  bodies,  by 
the  action  of  sulphuric  acid,  and  was 
now  largely  used  by  farmers,  brewers, 
aud  other  industries  ? 

The  tJNDEE  SECEETAEY  fob  ths 
COLONIES  (  Bakoh  H .  DB  WoBH  8,  Liver- 
pool, East  Tozteth) :  In  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  say  that  glu- 
cose is  a  product  whioh  now  enters  into 
competition  with  cone  and  beet  sugar  in 
certain  industries.  It  was;  accordingly, 
included  in  the  Convention  of  August  30, 
1S68,  on  the  suggestion  of  the  technical 
advisers  of  the  Powers  represented  at 
the  recent  oooferences,  on  the  ground 
that  commodities  which  are  used  as 
substitutes  for  sugar  should  be  included 
in  the  prohibition  to  obtain  bounties. 

WAR  OFFICE  CONTRACTS. 
Captain  SELWYN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  how  many 
firms  were  last  year  invited  to  tender  for 
the  supply  of  large  guns,  and  whether 
Messrs.  Tickers,  Meeera.  Brown,  and 
Messrs.  Cammell  were  among  the  num- 
ber; whether  these  firms  were  gun-- 
makers ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
only  information  the  firms  invited  to 
tender  could  get  was  contained  in  a  set 
of  drawings  of  diflferent  sized  guns;, 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  there  was  no 
specification,  except  that  the  steel  was. 
to  be  subjected  to  certain  tests;  whether, 
on  application  to  the  War  Office,  the- 
firms  were  told  that  there  "  was  no  fur-' 
ther  apeoifioation,"  and  that  they  must 
make  their  tenders  upon  the  drawings 
only  ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  no  instruc- 
tions as  to  the  amount  of  shrinkage,  hard- 
ening, or  tempering  were  given ;  whether 
there  was  any  stipulation  as  to  the  test 
the  guns  had  to  go  through  after  com- 
■pletion  ;  whether  the  whole  order  for 
guns,  with  the  exoe^on  of  a  small 
number  of  small  calibre,  was  given  ta 
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IfeasTB.  yioberB;  and,  vbether  Messrs. 
Tich«rs  hod  erer  made  gniu;  and,  if  bo, 
liow  man;  ? 

Me.  HOWARD  VINOENT  (Shef- 
field) :  Before  my  right  hon.  Friend 
answers  this  question,  I  should  like  to 
aak  him  if  the  War  Office  has  nnt  been 
thoroughly  satieEied  that  Mesare.  Tickers 
Jiare  every  possible  appliance  for  the 
manufacture  of  finished  guns,  and  if  the 
liigb  reputation  of  their  steel  foi^ngs 
and  those  of  Messrs.  Cammell  and 
Brown  does  not  justify  the  full  confi- 
dence of  Her  Majesty's  Ot)Temment  in 
their  endeavours  to  stimulate  Home 
Industry  ? 
*The  SEOEETAEY  of  STATE  fok 
"WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Liacolnahire, 
Homoastle)  :  In  answer  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  (Captain  Salwyn) 
who  has  put  the  first  question,  I  have 
to  say  that  I  am  informed  that  all  the 
firms  which  had  expressed  a  wish  to 
entertain  the  question  of  the  manufac- 
ture of  ffuns  were  invited  to  tender. 
Messrs.  Brown  and  Messrs.  Cammell 
were  not  among  the  number.  It  is 
nnderstood  that  these  firms  and  Messrs. 
Viokera  had  made  forgingtfor  guns,  but 
not  guns  themselves.  The  information 
upon  which  tenders  were  invited  wee  not 
complete,  but  it  was  sufficient  for  the 
firms  whioh  had  been  invited,  all  of 
whom  tendered.  The  principal  share  of 
the  order  fell  to  Messrs.  Yickera,  the 
remainder,  including  some  heavy  guns, 
went  to  Sir  W.  Armstrong  and  Co.,  and 
of  course  neither  Messrs.  Tickers  nor 
any  other  firm  which  had  not  previously 
made  heavy  guns  would  have  gone  to 
the  expense  of  setting  up  plant  without 
■  ■»  substantial  order.  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  hehiud  me 
(Mr.  Howard  Tincent),  I  may  state  that 
most  ample  inquiries  were  made  before 
intrusting  Messrs.  Tickers  with  this 
order,  as  to  their  means  of  production ; 
and  the  Director  of  Army  Contracts 
was  satisfied  that  they  could  place  them- 
selves .in  a  position  to  execute  the 
orders  within  reasonable  time.  There  ii 
.no  reason  to  be  dissatisfied  with  the  pro- 
.greas  already  made. 

THE  IRISH  PUBUC  WORKS  COM- 
MISSION AND  THE  NAVAL  SDRVETS. 

MB.MDLHOLLAND(Derry,N.):  I 

wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Oentlemai\ 

the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whe> 

Iher  it  is  his    intention   to  carry  into 

Caplain  8*hey» 


effect  the  recommendation  embodied  in 
paragraphs  7  and  25  of  the  second  Be- 
port  of  the  Royal  Commission  on  Irish 
Public  Works,  that  the  Commissioners 
of  the  Admiralty  should  appoint  one  of 
the  surveying  ships  of  Her  Majesty's 
Navy  to  make  soundings  and  obeerva- 
tions  with  special  reference  to  the  fishing 
grounds,  and  that  some  person  prac* 
tioally  acquainted  with  the  requirements 
of  deep-sea  fishing  should  be  placed  on 
board  the  vessel  so  assigned  in  order  to 
advise  and  assist  the  surveying  officers, 
and  to  collect  information  which  might 
be  useful  to  the  fishing  industry  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  op  the  ADMI- 
RALTT(Lord  Q.  Hamil-on,  Middlesex, 
Ealing) :  The  recommendations  of  the 
Royal  Commission  are  in  very  general 
terms.  The  Admiralty  would  be  glad 
to  consider  on  its  merits  any  specific 
proposal  made  to  them  on  this  subject ; 
but  they  cannot  at  the  present  time 
undertake  to  divert  a  surveying  ship 
from  the  far  more  important  work  of 
correcting  the  charts  used  for  general 
purposes  of  navigation  for  any  lees 
important  object. 

THE  INDIAN  AND  AUSTRALIAN  HAILS. 
Mr.  HENNIKERHEATON  (Canter- 
bury) :  I  have  to  aak  the  Foetmaster 
Oeneral  why  mails  from  Australia  by 
the  loug  sea  route  are  taken  to  the 
Plymouth  Poet  Office  to  be  sorted  inttaad 
of  being  dealt  with  in  the  travelling  post 
office,  Plymouth  via  Bristol ;  whether 
this  is  an  excaptiooal  delay,  which  does 
not  occur  in  the  case  of  letters  which 
arrive  by  sea  from  America,  Cape  of 
GkKid  Hope,  West  Indies,  and  New 
Zealand  ;  whether  he  will  cause  inquiry 
to  be  made  why  S.OOO  letters  from  India 
and  Australia  for  Scotiand  and  Ireland 
were  not  forwarded  by  the  down  Irish 
day  mail  of  the  ISth  instant;  by  what 
despatch  were  they  nitimately  forwarded ; 
and  how  many  hours'  delay  were  these 
letters  subjected  to  ? 

Tax  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikbs,  Cambridge  Univernty): 
The  mails  from  Australia,  brought  to 
Plymouth  by  the  long  sea  route  at  re- 
duced postage  rates,  average  only  about 
3,000  letters,  and  they  are  easily  dis- 
posed of  at  the  Plymouth  Post  Office— a 
Slan  which  does  not  generally  iuvolve 
elay.  To  forward  them  by  special  train, 
as  is  done  sometimes  with  the  large  and 
important  mails   &om   the   Cape,   the 
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Wert  Indlfls,  and  Naw  Zeftland,  would 
«o«t  »boat  £46  per  mail,  an  expenio  far 
srsstor  than  wonld  be  warranted  by 
tn6  importanoe  of  the  oorrespondenoe, 
whioh  the  senders  bave  demgnedly  for- 
warded for  economy's  sake  by  tbe  long 
-aea  route  in  preference  to  tbe  dearer  but 
'quicker  route  of  Brindisi.  Aa  regards 
tne  second  qnestiDn,  I  may  explain  that 
it  was  through  a  oambination  of  unto- 
ward oiroamstaneee  that  some  5,000 
letters  for  the  oonntry  districts  of  Scot- 
land and  Ireland  lost  the  first  des- 
Satohon  the  18th  of  Uaroh,  and  were 
elayed&om  four  to  twelve  hours.  These 
lettere  formed  part  of  about  35,000 
letteia  fbr  the  prorinoee.  which  reached 
Ijosdon  a  short  time  before  the  despatch 
of  the  down  Irish  day  mail,  and  had  to 
he  dealt  with  at  the  same  time  aa  two 
Amerioao  mails.  NeTertheless,  30.000 
of  the  Indian  and  Australian  letters 
were  dsspatohed  by  t&e  outgoing  mails, 
including  all  those  for  England,  and 
nearly  aU  for  Edinburgh,  Glasgow,  and 
Dublin.  The  Scotch  and  IriBh  provin- 
cial letters  generally  take  l.>nger  to  sort 
than  the  rest  of  the  correspondence, 
owing  to  the  intricacy  of  the  sorting.  I 
have  again  to  apolofpae  to  the  House  for 
ocoupyiag  its  time  with  trivial  details  of 
this  description. 

Ux.  HENNIKER  HEATON :  I  beg 
to  give  notice  that,  in  consequence  of 
this  answer,  I  will  move,  on  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply,  that  the  salary  of 
my  right  hon.  Fnend  the  Postmaster 
deneral  be  reduced  by  £2,499  19s.Il}d- 
— that  is  to  ^. ;  and  I  will  c^l  atten- 
tion to  the  answer  to  show  that  the 
atatement  just  made  is  not  in  aooordance 
with  facte. 

CARDIFF    A8S1ZK8— CASE    OF    JAS. 

TATI-OB. 
Ma.  THOMAS  ELLIS :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  bia  attention  baa  been 
called  to  the  sentence  of  five  years'  penal 
eervitnde  passed  by  Mr.  Justice  Oran- 
-tham  upon  James  Taylor  at  the  Cardiff 
Assize,  as  reported  in  the  South  Waltt 
.£«Ao  of  Friday,  14th  March,  for  an  in- 
deoent  assault ;  whether  in  the  morning 
papere  of  the  following  day  the  sentence 
IS  stated  to  be  18  months'  penal  servi- 
tude ;  which  of  the  two  periods  the  oon- 

*  "   '  *      oin^  J  and,  whetf 

,e  diBorepanoy  ? 


Mb.  MATTHEWS;  Hy  attention 
has  been  called  to  this  case.  The 
original  sentence  of  penal  servitude 
was  passed  by  inadvertence,  and  waa 
corrected  the  same  day  by  the  learned 
Judge,  Vho  imposed  a  sentence  of  18 
months'  imprisonment. 

THE  SPEOIAL  COMM188ION. 
Mb.    PATRICK  O'BRIEN   (Mona- 

§han,  N.) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Chief 
eoretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  oan  give  the  dates  re- 
spectively upon  which  District  Inspector 
Seddall  left  his  duties  in  Ireland,  on 
Bubpoana  from  the  Timet,  to  attend  the 
Boyal  Commission  Court,  and  returned 
thereto;  and  whether,  as  he  waa  not 
examined  and  was  not  in  daily  attend- 
ance at  Court,  he  can  say  if  he  waa 
engaged  in  preparing  evidence  for  the 
TintM ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  oan  give 
the  names  of  the  police  officers  or  other 
witnesses   with   whom    he  was  so   en- 


gaged 
Mr. 


_R.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  in- 
formed that  District  Inspector  Seddall 
continued  in  London  throughout  Novem- 
ber. He  was  not  engaged  in  preparing 
any  evidence  for  the  TimM,  but  merely 
waiting  in  obedience  to  the  subpoena 
to  be  called  before  the  Court. 

IRELAND— THE   CASK   OF  MB.  STACK. 

SiK  H.  DAVEY  (Stockton) :  I  desire 
to  ask  the  Solicitor  Gteueral  for  Ireland 
to  atato  what  was  the  legal  offence  of 
which  Mr.  Stack  was  convicted  at 
Tralee  on  I2th  February  last;  what 
waa  the  conduct  for  which  he  was 
convicted  i  and  whether  there  was  any 
evidence  affecting  Mr.  Stack  personalty, 
other  than  the  deposition  of  Mr.  Ceeil 
Roche,  R.M,  ? 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maodbn,  Dublin  Dni- 
versity]:  Mr.  Stack  was  ordered  by 
Captain  Welsh,  Resident  Magietrato,  to 
find  sureties  for  his  good  behaviour,  aa 
stated  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
nhief  Secretary,  u  his  answer  to  a 
former  question.  He  waa  so  ordered 
because,  in  the  opioion  of  the  Ma^V 
trato,  the  eonduot  of  which  he  was  guilty 
waa  calculated  to  lead  to  a  serious  breach 
of  the  peace.  He  was  not  oonvicted  of 
any  offenoe,  but  waa  sentenced  in  the 
ordinary  way  to  impriaonmoit  in  default 
of  bail.    The  case  waa  dealt  with  by  the 
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Tieaen.  Ticken;  uid,  vhether  Mesar- 
Yickera  hsd  ever  made  ^tuu;  and,  if  bo, 
how  man;  ? 

Us.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field) :  Before  my  riffht  bon.  Friend 
anewera  thia  question,  I  should  like  to 
ask  him  if  the  War  Offloe  has  not  been 
thoroughly  satiafied  that  Messrs.  Tickers 
hare  every  possible  appliance  for  the 
manufkotnre  of  finished  guns,  and  if  the 
high  reputation  of  their  steel  forginga 
and  those  of  Kesars.  Cammell  and 
Brown  does  not  juBtify  the  full  oonfi- 
denoe  of  Her  Uajeety  a  OoTemment  in 
their  endeavoura  to  stimulate  Home 
Industry? 

*Thb  8E0RETAEY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stakhope,  Linoolsahire, 
Homoaatle)  :  In  answer  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Oentleman  (Captain  Selwyu) 
who  has  put  the  first  question,  I  have 
to  say  that  I  am  informed  that  all  the 
firma  which  had  expressed  a  wish  to 
entertain  the  •^uestioD  of  the  manufac- 
ture of  ?u<>B  were  inrited  to  tender. 
Messrs.  Brown  and  Messrs.  Cammell 
were  not  among  the  number.  It  is 
understood  that  these  firms  and  Meaan. 
Tickers  had  made  forgingt  for  guns,  but 
not  guns  themselvee.  The  information 
upon  which  tenders  were  invited  waa  not 
complete,  but  it  waa  aafficieot  for  the 
firms  whioh  had  been  inrited,  all  of 
whom  tendered.  The  principal  share  of 
the  order  fall  to  Meaare.  Tickers,  the 
remainder,  iucluding  some  heavy  gnna, 
went  to  Sir  W.  Armatrong  and  Co.,  and 
of  oonree  neither  Messrs.  Tickers  nor 
any  other  firm  whioh  had  not  previonaly 
made  heavy  guns  would  have  gone  to 
the  expenae  of  setting  up  plant  without 
a  subatantial  order.  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  behind  me 
(Mr.  Howard  Ttncent),  I  may  state  that 
most  ample  inquiries  were  made  before 
intrusting  Messrs.  Vinkar.  orifh  thii 
order,  as  to  their  u 
and  the  Director 
was  satisfied  that  tb 
aetvea  jn  a  positi 
ordera  within  reaaOE 
no  reason  to  be  dissi 
.gresa  already  made. 
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Magistrate  in  this  anmmarr  way  on  the 
■trong  application  of  Mr.  StBch  and  his 
•olicitor,  who  stated  that  Mr.  Stack  was 
of  delicate  health  and  offered  any  bail 
that  might  be  reqaired.  I  am  informed 
that  the  required  bail  was  given, 
offence  was  committed  in  the  pr 
of  Captain  Welsh,  who,  aa  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  is  aware,  was,  under 
such  oircumBtaDces,  fully  competent  to 
ezeroise  the  jurisdiction  to  which  I  have 
referred  without  the  further  evidence  of 
the  deposition  referred  to  in  the  ques- 
tion. 

Sm  H.  DAVET :  May  I  ask  whether 
the  House  is  to  understand  that  all  that 
Mr.  Stack  did  was  to  take  off  his  hat  ? 

Mft.  MADDEN  :  The  House  is  not  to 
understand  anything  of  the  kind.  The 
actual  ofCenoe  for  which  Mr.  Stack  was 
ordered  to  find  anreties  for  good  be- 
haviour was  that  of  headiDg  an  excited 
mob  in  the  town  in  oiraumstances  vhich, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Magistrate,  were 
calculated  to  lead  to  a  breach  of  the 
peace. 

Sir  H.  DAVEY:  Was  there  any 
evidence  before  theBesident  Magistrate 
affecting  Mr.  Stack  personally  other 
than  the  deposition  of  Mr.  Koohe  him- 
selff 

Mb.  MADDEN :  The  Magistrate 
witnesaed  the  action  of  Mr.  Stack  in  the 
town,  and  nnder  the  circumstances  was 
fully  entitled,  upon  what  be  himself  had 
seen,  to  bind  him  over  in  sureties  to 
keep  the  peace. 

THE  BOARD  OF  CUSTOMS  AND  THEIH 
LIVEKPOOL  OFFICERS. 

Ma.  PATBIOE  O'BRIEN :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether,  since  the  dispute  between  the 
Board  of  Customs  and  their  officials  at 
Xdverpool  has  now  been  settled,  the 
censure  on  the  officers  and  the  interdict 
on  their  assooiatiou  for  the  redreea  of 
grievancea  Las  been  cancelled;  and,  if 
80,  whether  any  intimation  to  that 
effect  has  been  conveyed  to  the  officers 
interested? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  As  I  have  already 
stated  more  than  once,  the  question  at 
iasue  between  the  Board  of  Customs  and 
their  officers  at  Jjiverpool  has  been 
settled  fairly  and  satisfactorily  by  the 
Board  without  reference  to  the  Treasury, 
and  I  have  no  desire  or  intention  to 
intervene  in  the  matter. 

Ur.  Maidtn 


THE  LOITDON  CXJUNTY  COUKOIL 
Ma.  ISAACS  (Walworth)  asked  tit9 
hoQ.  Member  tor  Dundee,  as  Deputy 
Churman  of  the  London  County  Coun- 
cil, whether,  having  regard  to  the  un- 
healthy area  lying  between  the  Law 
Courts  on  the  east  and  Drury  Lane  on 
the  west,  generally  known  as  Clare 
Market,  and  to  the  opportunity  that 
would  be  afforded,  if  such  area  wer» 
cleared,  of  obtaining  suitable  sites  for 
the  erection  of  artizans'  dwellings,  andf 
at  the  same  time,  of  widening  the  Strand, 
between  the  charcbee  of  St.  Clement- 
Danes  and  St.  Mary -le- Strand,  tba 
County  Council  for  London  will  take 
into  their  immediate  oonsideration  the 
desirability  of  introducing  the  necessary 
measure  for  effecting  these  two  objects  P 
Mk.  HALSET  (Herte,  Watford j : 
Mr.  Speaker,  Sir,  Z  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  This  is  the  first  time,  I  believe, 
a  question  baa  been  addressed  in  this 
House  to  any  hon.  Moniber  representing; 
the  new  body,  the  London  County 
Council,  and  I  Uilnk  it  is  not  improper- 
tbat  thn  question  should  be  raised  before' 
you,  Mr.  Speaker,  whether  it  is  io. 
order  to  put  a  question  of  that  sort. 
Uefening  to  that  book  which  we  all  go- 
to when  in  doubt  as  to  the  prooeediugs 
of  the  House,  I  find  that  queBtions  may 
be  put  to  particular  Members  who  may 
have  charge  of  a  Bill,  or  who  have- 
given  notice  to  amend,  or  who  are 
otherwise  eoDoemed  in  some  business- 
of  ihe  House,  but  the  question  which  ia 
now  put  does  not  come  in  any  way 
under  that  category.  Now,  I  know 
that  of  late  veare  questions  have  been 
put  to  the  Chairman  and  Members  of 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  who 
were  ooDoerned  in  the  admiuistratioit 
of  the  Metropolis,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
that  it  is  in  consideration  of  the  Ijondon 
County  Council  having  suooeeded  th» 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  that  the 
question  has  been  put.  I  wish  to  point 
out,    Mr.  Speaker,    that    it    seems     to- 

«Mb.  SPEAKEB:  It  is  hardly 
necessary  for  the  hon.  Member  to  argue 
the  point.  When  the  London  County 
Council  was  first  instituted,  I  came  to- 
the  conclusion  that  it  would  not  be 
proper  to  oontinue  the  privilege  of 
allowing  questions  to  be  put  to  membet» 
of  that  body  who  may  be  in  this  House,, 
as  was  done  in  the  case  of  representa- 
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and  hfl  must  Mua  tiie  oom.  Uahony 
then  produMd  a  deposit  reoelpt  wbioh 
h«  Baid  WM  for  £20,  bat  it  turned  out 
that  it  was  for  £100.  He  then  pro- 
duced another  deposit  reoMpt  for  £40, 
and  finally  oae  for  £30,  vhioh  the 
bailiff  aooepted.  The  police  were 
present. 

PBOCEEDINGS  IN  THE  CAITHNESS 
SHERIFF  COUttT  —  THE  CABE  OF 
WEIE    T.   WEIE. 

Us.  CALDWELL  (Glsagow,  St. 
Bollox)  asked  tiie  Lord  Adrooate 
whether,  in  the  oaae  of  Weir  axainet 
Weir,  in  the  Sheriff  Goort  of  Oaith. 
nose,  the  Sheriff  Substitute  decided  iK 
EsToar  of  the  defender  in  respeot  of  facts 
brought  out  in  the  portion  of  the  writ- 
ten evidence  in  the  case  which  is  amis- 
sinif;  whether  Sheriff  Depute  Thorns, 
when  the  case  was  before  bim  on  appeal, 
reversed  the  decision  of  the  Sheriff  Sub- 
Btitute,  decided  in  favour  of  the  pursuer, 
snd  cut  out  and  abstracted  from  the 
process  the  evidence,  or  portion  of  the 
evidence,  on  which  the  Sheriff  Substi- 
tute relied  in  support  of  his  decision  in 
the  case;  whether,  in  Scotland,  the 
Judge  of  an  inferior  Court,  in  a  case 
subject  to  the  review  of  a  superior 
Court,  has  any  right  whatef'er  to  cot 
out  and  abstract  &om  the  process,  or  to 
canoel  beyond  recogoitioa,  any  portion 
of  the  written  evidence  taken  ut  the 
cause  by  the  Judge  of  the  first  instance, 
and  upon  which  the  dsoiaion  of  the 
Judge  of  the  first  instanoe  rested ; 
whether  he  will  oanse  Sheriff  Thorns  to 
restore  to  the  process  the  evidence,  or 
at  least  an  authentic  copy  of  the  evi- 
dence, cut  out  and  abstracted  by  him, 
and  which  he  (Sheriff  Thorns)  states 
"  was  not  deetroyed  but  is  amissiog ; " 
and  whether  he  will  institute  an  inde- 
pendent  investigation  with  the  riev  of 
ascertaining  the  true  &cts  as  to  the 
number  of  pages  of  eridenoe  so  out  out 
and  abstracted,  as  to  whether  the  same 
were  or  wore  not  torn  up  by  Sheriff 
Thoms,  and  as  to  what  he  did  with,  or 
what  became  of,  the  pages  of  evidence 
so  out  out  and  abstracted? 
*THa  Lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  SoBKBTsov,  Bute):  There  has  not 
been  time  to  obtain  the  requisite  in- 
formation. Perhaps  the  hon.  Gentleoian 
will  be  good  enough  to  put  the  question 
on  the  Paper  on  Thuieoay. 


tives  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  and  for  this,  among  other 
xeasoDB :  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
draw  the  line  between  the  Deputy- 
'Chairman  or  any  other  Member  of  the 
London  County  Council  and  the  repre- 
isentatives  of  ue  County  Connoils  who 
might  have  seats  in  this  House. 

Ms.  FIBTH  (Dundee) :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  simply  rise  to  say  that  I  believe  the 
London  County  Oonneil  will  be  well 
-satisfied  with  your  ruling. 

Mr.  ISAACS:  I  woold  renwctfully 
-point  out.  Sir,  by  way  of  explanation, 
-that  it  was  a  g^ai  convenience  to  the 
-five  millions  of  inhabitants  of  London 
-that  questions  affecting  them  should  be 
askea  and  answered  in  the  House  by 
the  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
■of  Works,  to  which  body  the  London 
■OouLty  Council  hod  sucoe«ded. 

THE  PLAN  OF  CAMPAIGN. 
Ma.  T.  W.  EDSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) 
-asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Iraland  if  his  attention 
had  been  called  to  the  following  para- 
graph, conoerning  the  enforcement  of 
"the  Plan  of  Campaign  on  the  Kenmare 
EsUte,  in  the  Irith  Timn  of  the  2 let 
instant — 

"BMBnUy  ths  Mtata  bsiU 
liy  poIiM,  visited  loma  nf  tha  te 
fsriDt.  fiftving  toMoA  one  mkn'i  oowt,  tb' 
called  at  "ina  hooM,  and  foond  him  in  bed  a 
wall.  Ha  protoiaad  hiniaelf,  in  the  preaenoe 
the  poliM,  u  being  glsd  that  they  eMn«,  al 
— u  quite  ready  and  wiUing  u 
-■    *-'    --         ■    Edlowed. 

time,  but  owing  to  one  of  them  -being  a  £j  note 
-the  £7  amounted  to  ill,  Oa  bdng preiaed  for 
more,  his  rent  b«ag  £3S,  he  procnoed,  a«  bs 
said,  aamsUbsnk  deposit  receipt  for  £20.  Onax- 
amiBatianittamedoiit tobe tor £100.  Another 
which  he  had  was  for  £10,  snd  ftnsUj  the  re- 
ceipt for  £20  wu  found,  and  handed  to  them 
-wiUiont  the  alighteat  heaitation ;  " 

And,  whether  the  polioe  were  present  on 
the  occasion  referred  to ;  and,  if  so, 
have  they  made  any  Keport  on  the 
matter  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  said:  On  the 
the  7th  inst.  Lord  Kenmare's  baUiff 
seized  three  head  of  cattle  from  Jere- 
miah'Mohony  for  rent  due,  amounting 
~to  £31.  Mahony  expressed  himself 
willing  to  pay  as  much  as  he  could,  and 
he  handed  the  bailiff  £11  in  notes. 
The  bailiff  said  that  was  not  enough 
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PKOBATE  DUTIES  AHD  LOCAL 
TAXATION. 
Mb.  O'KEEFFE  aaked  the  Ohan- 
oelloF  of  the  Excheqaer  at  what  time 
the  proporticn  of  Probate  Datiee  granted 
by  Parliament  in  relief  of  local  taxation 
will  be  applied  in  Ireland ;  and  if  it  is 
possible  to  mention  tbe  probable  sums 
that  will  be  so  annuall;  Retributed  7 
*Th»  CHANCJELLOE  op  thb  EX- 
CHEQUEB  (Mr.  J.  O.  O^schsh,  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Bquare) :  With 
regard  to  the  great  bulk  of  the  Pro- 
bate Dutf  grant,  which  goes  in  equal 
moietiee  to  the  relief  of  countv  cess 
and  of  poor  rate,  I  nnderstaad  that 
the  Lord  Lientenant's  regulations  pro- 
Tide  that  the  Local  Ooremment 
Board  shall  submit  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, as  soon  after  the  31et  of  Haroh 
as  may  be  practicable,  a  statement  show- 
ing the  amount  of  ih.%  grant  to  which 
each  Board  of  Quardums  and  road 
authority  ie  entitled  in  respect  of  the 
financial  year  ending  on  that  day ;  and, 
on  receiving  the  Lord  lieutenant's  ap- 
proval of  such  grants,  the  Local  Oovem- 
ment  Board  shall  cause  payment  thereof 
to  be  made  by  means  of  orders  on  the 
Paymaster  General.  With  regard  to  the 
£5,000  payable  to  the  Boyal  Dublin 
Booiety,  x  understand  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  has  made  regulations  by 
which  this  sum  shall  be  paid  to  that 
society  as  soon  after  the  Ist  of  January 
in  each  year  as  his  Ezoellenoy  shaU 
direct.  It  is  impossible  to  stato  the 
eiact  amount  of  the  Probato  Duty  grant 
to  Ireland,  as  it  depends  on  the  yield  of 
the  Probate  Duty  in  any  given  year. 
This  year  Ireland  receives  9  per  cent  of 
one- third  of  the  Probate  Duty,  and  this 
grant  is  expected  to  amount  to  some- 
thing between  £120,000  and  £130,000. 
In  future  yeais  Ireland  will  receive  9 

Br  cent  of  half  of  the  Probate  Duty, 
the  Probate  Duty  during  the  coming 
year  yields  at  the  same  rato  as  during 
the  present  year,  Ireland  will  receive 
about  £190,000. 

HER  MAJESTY'S  SHIP  SULTAN. 
Sm  JOHN  COLOMB  (Tower  Ham- 
lets) ashed  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty whether  he  can  give  any  infor- 
mation as  to  the  prospects  of  raising 
H.M.S.  SvUan;  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  a  very  considerable  amount  of  dead 


such  dead  weight  so  carried  ;  when  and 
by  whom  was  the  HidUm  designed  ? 

LoKD  G.  HAMILTON:  'Ihe  latest 
telegram  from  the  Commander- in- Ob  ief 
in  &e  Mediterranean  speaks  reiy  dis- 
Douragingly  of  any  hopes  of  raising  th& 
8idUtn.  The  Admiralty  have  requested 
a  salvage  company,  who  have  special 
experience  in  work  of  this  sort,  to 
examine  and  report  on  the  subject. 
The  SMan  carries  A  60  tona  of  iron  and 
cement  ballast  equivalent  to  about  <me- 
foot  of  increased  dranght.  She  was  de- 
signed by  Mr.  Seed,  now  Sir  E.  J- 
Beed,  when  Chief  Constructor  of  the 
Navy  in  1868.  The  ballast  was  added 
after  Mr.  Beed  left  the  Admiralty,  on 
the  recommendation  of  the  Construotive 
Department,  in  order  to  give  the  sta- 
bility that  was  oonaidered  necessary. 

8ra  J.  COLOMB:  Does  the  ncblo- 
Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Adsu- 
ralty  know  whether  the  Vtmgvari 
also  carried  a  large  amount  of  dead 
weight,  and  that  at  this  moment  ther& 
are  other  ships  carrying  dead  weight  ? 

Sib  E.  J.  EEED  (Cardiff) :  1  wish  to 
ask  whether  the  designer  of  the  SuUam 
was  consulted  before  the  ballast  was 
put  into  her  ? 

Lord  GEOHGB  HAMILTON :  The 
SttUun  was  desigiked  by  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man  (Sir  E.  J.  Keed),  and  with  another 
deck  battery  the  buiast  was  rendered 
neoessary. 

LoHD  C.  BEEESFOaD  (Marylebone) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether,  in 
the  event  of  the  Salvage  Company  bein^ 
able  to  raise  the  vessel,  he  will  submit 
the  proposal  to  the  House  before  aocept- 
ii^  it  f  I  should  regard  it  as  a  waste 
of  money. 

LoBD  G.  HAMILTON :  Of  couree  the 
expense  will  be  a  serious  matter  for 
ooneideration. 

EECOVBRT  OF  LAND  IN  IRELAND. 
Mb.  ABTHUB  O'OONNOB  :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  Solisitor  General  for  Ireland 
if  hecanstatetheoauseof  thedelay  in  the 
Betum  to  an  Order  of  the  House  of  the 
2Sth  FebruBi?  of  the  Civil  Bills  in 
Ejectment  and  Writs  for  Beoorery  of 
I^d  in  Ireland  7 

Mb.  MADDEN :  The  Betum  is  an 
exceedingly  difficult  one.  There  are 
some  200,000  dooumants  to  examine, 
and    that    investigation    will    take    & 


weight  had  to  be  carried  in  this  ship  as  |  month  or  more  to  complete. 
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TBB  REPRESENTATION  OF 
ROCHESTER. 
Hb.  PATBIOE  O'BBIEN  aaked  Ur. 
OhanoelloT  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
has  yet  reoeiTed  an  application  tor  tbe 
Stewardahip  of  the  Chiltem  HnudredB 
from  the  Hember  for  Kooheater  (Colunel 
Haghee-Hallett;  and,  if  bo,  hosit  been 
granted? 

*Hb.  Q080HEN :  No  appUoation  haa 
been  reoeived. 

Ur.  sexton  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  state  what  ie  the  rule  with 
regard  to  a  Uember  vapating  hia  aeat 
bj  being  absent  without  leave;  and 
whether  any  commanication  boa  passed 
between  Colonel  Eughes-Hollett  and 
the  Patronage  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
aury? 

*Ua.  QOSCHEN:  I  am  unable  to 
■nawer  the  queation.  The  general  rule 
with  regard  to  the  oooeptaaoe  of  the 
Chiltem  Hundreds  is  Md  down  in 
"Uay'a  Parliamentary  Practice." 

THE  COAL  MINES   REGULATION  ACT. 

Us.  FENWIOK  (Northumberland. 
Wansbeck)  aaked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  attention  had  been  called 
to  a  report  in  the  Labour  7l-i(tMtf  touch- 
ing the  death  of  the  20  colliera  at  Fend- 
well  Colliery,  in  North  Wales ;  whether 
it  is  true  tbat  William  Parry,  fireman, 
attted  in  hia  evidence  "  that,  on  the 
momisg  of  the  explosion,  wlten  he  yieited 
the  spot  where  it  took  place,  he  heard 
gaa  blowing  or  singing  at  the  top  end 
of  the  back  brow;"  and  whether  any 
mention  of  tbis  fact  appears  in  the  He- 
port  Book,  as  provided  for  in  Role  4, 
beetion  1,  of  "TbeCoal  Uines  Begu- 
laUon  Act,  1887?" 

Uk.  UATTHEW8 :  I  have  seen  a 
report  of  the  inquest.  William  Parry 
gave  evidence  aa  quoted ;  but  he  also 
stated  that  he  tried  for  gas  with  his 
lamp  and  found  none,  and  for  that  reason 
did  not  report  the  presence  of  gas  in 
the  Beport  Book.  The  inspector  has 
personally  examined  the  b&cit  brow  in 
question,  and  informs  me  that  he  heard 
the  singing  noise,  but  that  there  waa  bo 
gas  present,  and  the  noise  woe  due  prin- 
oipaUy  to  water.  The  back  brow  had 
been  standing  for  the  lost  three  yeara, 
and  in  the  opinion  of  the  inspector  it  is 


impoonble  that  gaa  of  any  importanae 
would  be  given  off  after  euoh  a  lapse  of 
time.*  

Ua.  FENWIOK :  Is  the  Home  Sec- 
retary aware  that  Parry,  in  his  evidence 
in  answer  to  the  Ooroner,  said  that  he 
hod  made  no  report  as  to  finding  gaa  ? 

Un.  UATTHEWS  :  I  cannot  answer 
as  to  the  exact  words,  but  the 
Bubstanoe  of  the  evidence  was  that  be 
had  made  no  report,  because,  having 
searched  for  gas,  he  found  none. 

Ur.  FENWIOK :  Is  the  Home  Sec- 
retary aware  that  no  report  of  the  ex- 
amination was  made  in  the  book  in  ac- 
cordance with  Bule  50  of  the  Mines 
Hegulation  Act,  1887? 

Ur.  UATTHEWS  :  I  read  the 
whole  seotiDn  to  be  that  a  report  is 
to  he  made  if  gas  is  found.  Parry, 
rightly  or  wrongly,  although  he  heard  a 
noise,  came  to  the  conclusion  that  there 
waa  no  gaa.  He  searched,  hut  found  no 
gas,  and,  therefore,  we  need  no  report. 

Mr.  FENWIOK:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  say  that  a  report  ought  not 
to  be  made  in  every  case,  either  aa  to 
the  presence  of  gas  or  the  condition  of 
the  roof? 

Mr.  UATTHEWS:  If  the  hon. 
Uember  will  look  at  Rule  4  of  the 
Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act,  he  will  find 
the  words  there. 

Ma.  FENWIOK:  I  beg  to  g^ve  notice 
that  I  will  put  a  farther  question  on 
this  subject. 

BURIAla  IN  WALES. 

Mr.  FENWIOK  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  hie  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  report  in  the  Ltbour  Triiua* 
of  March23,  matthe  Vicar  of  Llanarvon 
refused  to  inter  the  body  of  Thomaa 
Williams,  one  of  the  victims  of  the  late 
explosion  in  North  Wales,  on  Sunday, 
March  17,  "upon  the  grounds  that  it 
was  immoral  to  bury  the  dead  upon  the 
Lord's  Day ; "  and  if  this  report  was 
true,  what  steps  the  Oovenunent  in- 
tended to  take  to  put  a  stop  to  such  pro- 
ceedings in  the  future  7 

Mr.  UATTHEWS  :  Yes,  Sir;  I  have 
Been  the  statement  in  question.  The 
vioar  informs  me  that  it  naa  no  founda- 
tion whatever  in  truth.  He  has  buried 
people  on  Sundaya,  and  is  ready  to  do 
so  again. 


ui^ii.cJo^CjOOglC 


719 


TUhMU 


{ODUMONSI 


Walu. 


720 


=8VaOHABQE8  ON  TBLEQRaMS. 
Mr.  WILIilAM  M'ASTHUE  (Com- 
voll,  Mid,  St.  AuBtell)  ssked  the 
Postmastsr  GeneTal  whether  he  will 
inquire  into  the  oircumstances  attending 
Tuious  surcharges  made  upon  Ur. 
William  Lukea,  of  Saint  Austell  upon 
-tfllegraniB  sent  hj  him  to  the  TTnited 
Statee  and  Canada ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  Mr.  Lnkea's  telegrams  were  ac- 
cepted on  the  1st  and  3rd  of  September 
1SH8  at  the  rate  of  6d.  a  word  without 
.demur  ;  that  later  on  in  the  day,  the  3rd 
September,  Mr.  Lukes  was  informed 
that  the  rates  had  heen  raised,  and  that 
he  must  pa;  the  further  charge  of 
£1  2a.  6d.  upon  his  three  telegrams; 
whether  he  is  alsd  aware  that  when  Mr. 
Lukes  paid  this  in  the  case  of  one  tele- 
gram, but  refused  to  pay  on  the  other 
two,  the  Post  Office  authorities  refused 
to  return  the  monej  for  the  two  tele- 
grams  for  which  Mr.  Lukes  declined  to 
paj  the  extra  amount  levied,  and  issued 
an  execution  against  him  for  the  total 
amount  of  the  extra  oharse  for  the  three 
telBgranu;  and  why  the  Post  Office 
.  authorities,  having  been  duly  paid  under 
their  ezeoutioa  &r  the  full  amount  of 
the  three  messages,  refused  to  return 
iiv.  Lukes  the  extra  amount  which  he 
had  already  paid  upon  the  first  message. 
Mr.  BAIKE8:  In  reply  to  the 
boo.  Member,  I  hare  to  say  that 
Mr.  Lukes  handed  in  at  tne  St. 
Austell  Office  tbiee  telegrams,  two  ad- 
dressed to  Quebec  and  the  other  to  Ohio. 
The  charge  for  telegrams  to  Quebec  had 
been  raised  by  the  companies  concerned 
to  Is.  per  word,  and  thecharge  for  tele- 
grams to  Ohio  to  Is.  3d.  per  word,  the 
rate  in  each  case  having  previously  been 
.  6d.  per  word.  The  old  rate  of  6d. 
was  charged  in  error  at  the  St, 
Austell  ofBce,  and  Mr.  Lukes,  tberefore, 
paid  £1  instead  of  £2  2s.  6d.  Applica- 
tion was  made  to  him  for  the  amount 
undercharged,  and  it  was  fully  explained 
to  him  that  by  law  he  was  reeponsibli 
a  copy  of  the  judgment  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal  in  a  similarcaae being  furnished 
for  nis  information.  Mr.  Lukes  declined 
to  pay  the  amount  due,  and  there  was 
no  alternative  but  to  enforce  the  claim ; 
the  fall  chains,  less  the  Department's 
'  share  of  Is.  lOd.,  having  been  credited 
to  the  Telegraph  Company  ooncemed. 
It  isregretted  that  the  telegraphist  made 
,  an  incorrect  sharge  in  the  first  instance 


and  suitable  notice  has  been  taken  of 
her  oareleasnees.  I  do  not  find  that  Mr. 
Lakes  had  already  pud  the  extra 
amount  on  the  first  measage,  or  that  he 
applied  for  the  return  of  such  paymant. 

TITHES  IN  WALES. 

Mr.  THOMAS  ELLIS  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  the  Chief  Constable  of 
Cardiganshire  made  any  earnest  attempt 
to  come  to  an  understanding  with  the 
peaianta  in  Fenbryn,  Cardiganshire,  who 
were  about  to  be  distrained  for  tithe,  or 
with  their  leaders,  which  would  obviate 
the  neoessitT  of  bringing  large  contin- 
gents of  police  from  Cardiganshire,  Car- 
marthen sbi  re,  Olamorganshire,  and 
mounted  police  from  the  county  borough 
of  Swansea ;  whether,  during  the  dis- 
traints on  19th  March,  three  responuble 
persons  offered  to  give  the  Chief  Con- 
stable  a  guarantee  that  if  the  police 
contingents  were  removed  from  the 
locality  the  distraints  and  sales  would 
go  on  peacefully  and  that  the  peasantry 
would  make  but  a  peaceful  protest ;  and 
whether  he  will  advise  the  Chief  Goa- 
stable  not  to  employ  these  oontingsnts 
of  police,  which  entail  heavy  expendi- 
ture and  cause  great  irritation,  till  an 
endeavour  has  been  made  to  come  to  a 
frank  understanding  with  the  people 
such  as  was  repeatedly  sacured  by  the 
Chief  Constable  of  Montgomeryshire  7 

•Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  informed 
by  the  Chief  Constable  that  previous  to 
the  day  fixed  for  the  distraints — viz., 
the  intii.  inst.— he  made  careful  inquiry 
as  to  the  intention  of  the  tithopayers  in 
this  parish,  and  was  given  to  understand 
that  they  had  unanimously  resolved  to 
refuse  payment,  and  were  determined  to 
resist  and  illuse  the  bailiffs.  He  there- 
upon took  with  him  as  small  a  force  of 
men  as  he  thought  would  suffice  to  pro- 
tect the  bailifi's,  and  he  often  appealed  in 
Welsh  to  the  leaders  of  the  peasants  to 
assist  him  in  keeping  order.  He  denies 
that  at  anv  time  to  bis  knowledge  three 
persons  collectively  offered  the  guarantee 
in  question  ;  but  at  different  times  some 
one  or  two  persons  asked  him  to  with- 
draw the  police.  This  he  conceived  he 
could  not  do  without  risk  to  the  lives  of 
the  bailiffs.  I  wrote  on  Saturday  lost 
to  the  Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessiona 
asking  whether  an  arrangement  conld 
not  be  made  similar  to  that  made  in 
Montgomeryshire,    whereby    these    re- 
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frettable  oolliuoiu  4x>uld  be  avoided.  I 
ave  had  aa  iatOTriaw  with  the  Ohair- 
man  of  Quarter  BeMions  thin  moniiag, 
mod  have  expressed  my  earneat  hope 
that  this  su^eation  may  be  acted  apon. 
Hb.  THOMAS  £LLIS  asked  the 
fieeretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, vho  was  the  officer  in  command 
of  the  Oarmarthen  shire  oontin^^nt  of 
police  employed  on  19th  March  at 
Fenbryn,  Oa^iganshire,  in  oonneotion 
-with  the  levying  of  tithe  distraints; 
when,  and  by  whom,  was  he  appointed 
to  his  office ;  what  was  his  age  at  the 
date  of  his  appointment;  and  what 
-«zpenenoe  in  the  police  force  had  he 
.gained  prior  to  hia  appointment  ? 

*Ma.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  informed 
by  the  Chief  Constable  that  Mr. 
Superintendent  William  Fhilipps  was 
the  officer  in  command  on  the  oooasion 
named.  He  was  recently  appointed 
to  this  office  hy  the  present  Chief  Con- 
Stable,  his  father.  Preriously  to  that 
he  had  been  chief  olerk  in  the  Chief 
CoDfitable's  office  ainoe  1883,  and  had, 
therefore,  had  five  years'  experience  of 
-police  work. 

Mk.  ELXJS  :  About  what  age  was 
the  young  man  when  he  was  appointed  ? 
Is  &ere  another  son  of  the  Chief  Con- 
stable in  his  office,  and  paid  for  by 
the  county? 

*Mb,  MATIHEWS  :  I  am  informed 
by  the  Chief  Constable  that  he  was  ap- 
pointed in  1883,  and  that  Mr.  Fhilipps 
was  17  years  of  age. 

CAEDIGAN  BAT. 

Mr.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
ehire)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty whether  the  uontemplated  re- 
survey  of  Cardigan  Bay  may  be  delayed 
till  the  formation  of  the  Cardigan  Bay 
Fisheries  Committee,  so  that  it  may  be 
afforded  facilitiefl  to  prment  the  points 
on  which  information  useful  to  the  de- 
velopment of  the  fishing  industry  might 
be  supplied  by  the  officers  engaged  in 
the  survey ;  and  whether  he  will  allow 
a  person  daly  appointed  by  the  Sea 
Firiieries  Committee,  and  acquainted 
with  the  local  conditions  of  sea  fishing, 
to  be  placed  on  board  the  surveying 
ship? 

Lom)  G.  HAMILTON:  I  regret 
being  unable  to  accede  to  the  request 
of  the  hon.  Member.  The  object  of  the 
survey  is  in  Imperial  interests  and  for 
^e  safety  of  navigation,  which  must 
TOL.  OOOXXXIV.    [thikd  bbbibs.] 
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not  be  subordinated  to  fishery  or  local 
interests.  The  surveying  officers  will 
be  glad  to  consider  the  requirements  of 
the  Fisheries  Comoiittee  if  they  can  do 
so  without  delaying  their  primary  duties, 
but  I  cannot  consent  to  an  alteration  of 

Slans  or  the  placing  of  a  nominee  of  the 
ommittee  on  board  the  surveying 
vessel. 

IRELAND-BALLTHALBEET  PIER. 

CoiAKBL  WARING  ashed  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  on  the  I2th  day  of  Decem- 
ber, 1885,  the  Secretary  of  the  Fishery 
Piers  and  Harbours  Commission  wrote 
to  Mr.  John  Wamook,  solicitor  for  the 
promoters  of  the  Ballyhalbert  Pier,  to 
the  following  effect — 

"That  the  OommiMionen  were  now  pie- 
pared  to  reoommend  k  free  gfrant  of  tlire»- 
lourthB  of  the  sum  of  £7,000,  which  the  work 
is  estimaled  to  coat,  an.  the  remuning  odo- 
fooithhsing  provided  fiom  local  aonrceB"  ; 
and  that  the  said  one-fourth  was  so  pro- 
vided, £1,400  bein^  presented  by  the 
Grand  Jury  of  the  County  of  Down  on 
the  county  at  large,  and  £360  being 
locally  subscribed  and  lodged  with  the 
Board  of  Works;  whother  the  grant  (^ 
£7,000  was  thereupon  sanctioned  by 
the  Treasury ;  whether  the  amnnnt  of 
the  oontraot  now  completed  was  £5,700; 
whether  representations  have  been 
made  by  those  best  acquainted  with 
the  locality  that  the  work  as  executed 
is  insuffioieut  to  afford  the  accommoda- 
tion intended  and  required,  and  that 
the  expenditure  of  the  balance  of 
£1,300  on  works  which  have  been 
suggested  would  ren\edy  this  defect; 
and,  whether,  in  fulfilment  of  the  as- 
surance given  on  14th  March  that  Bally- 
halbert Pier  should  not  suffer  in  oonse- 
quenoe  of  works  elsewhere  having  proved 
more  expensive  than  was  anticipated, 
he  is  prepared  to  order  this  expenditure 
during  the  coming  summer ;  or  should 
that  b«  out  of  his  power,  whether  he 
will  direct  the  sum  of  £325,  one-fourth 
of  the  unexpended  surplus,  to  be  re- 
funded to  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  County 
of  Down  and  the  subscribers  in  propor- 
tion to  their  original  oontributions  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON:  The  facts  are  aa 
stated  in  the  first  three  paragraphs  of 
the  qnestion.  I  am  advised  that  it  is 
doubtful  whether  further  expenditure 
would  be  justified  by  results.  I  admit 
that  there  are  special  circumstances  in 
2  0 
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this  case,  and  some  ftppsrent  hardihip 
on  the  looalitj,  uid  I  am  ooaudeiing 
whether  any  relief  can  be  afforded  with- 
out raiaiag  a  dangerous  preoedent. 

HARINB  INSURANCE. 
Hb.  HOWAItDTINOENT  asked  the 
President  of  ike  Board  of  Trade  if  his 
attention  had  been  oalled  to  the  article 
in  the  SintUtHlh  CVnfury  Uagazine, 
b;  Hr.  Samuel  Flimsoll,  entitled 
'<  Twelve  KilUona  Wasted  in  The  Sea  " ; 
and  if  it  is  the  intentictn  of  Her 
Uajosty's  Ghtvemment  to  re-introduce 
the  proposals  of  the  right  hon .  G^entleman 
the  Hember  for  West  Birmingham,  pro- 
hibiting the  insurance  of  vessels  and 
their  cargoes  in  material  excess  of  their 
valuer 
«SibM.  HICKS- BEACH:  Tes,  Sir,  I 
have  read  this  article.  It  is  well  that 
public  opinion  should  be  directed  to  tbie 
most  important  subject,  hut  I  fear  that 
I  cannot  promise  legislation  this  jnar, 

IRELAND  —  THE    IMPEI80NMENT    OF 
MB.  WILLIAM    O'BRIEN.   M.F. 

Ma.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Seore- 
tatj  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  has  ascertained  that  at  the 
instance  of  "  suspects  "  oonfined  in  Dun- 
dalk  Gaol  in  1S81  a  Prisons  Board 
Inquiry  was  held,  and  the  prisoners  were 
permitted  to  be  present  at  the  examina- 
tion of  the  officials  and  to  cross-examine 
them;  and  whether  this  preoedent  will 
be  applied  to  the  case  of  the  inquiry 
into  the  prison  treatment  of  Ur.  WiUiam 
O'Brien? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  General 
Prisons  Board  report  that  it  is  the  case 
that  an  inquiry  was  held  at  Sundalk 
Prison  in  December,  1881,  into  various 
oomplaints  made  by  "suspect" 
•oners,  and  that  certain  of  these 
prisoners  were  permitted  to  he  present 
and  to  cross-examine,  but  that  thii 
would  not  form  a  precedent  in  the  caai 
of  the  inquiry  into  the  prison  treatment 
of  Mr.  William  O'Brien,  inasmuch  as 
he  was  neither  the  person  complained 
against  nor  complaining. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  wish  to  ask  whe- 
ther this  so-called  inquiry  was  closed 
last  Wednesday  without  calling  Or. 
Byan,  the  Mayor  of  Clonmel,  or  any 
of  the  Visiting  Justices;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  undertaking  given  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  that  Mr.  O'Brien  would 
Mr.  Jtukton 


oalled,  the  opportunity  will  ba- 
given  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOim :  Mr.  O'Brien 
has  been  examined.  With  regard  to- 
the  other  gentlemen,  if  they  can  show 
that  they  could  give  any  dit«ot  evidenoe 
bearing  on  the  matter,  no  doubt  they 
will  be  examined.  As  to  the  Mayor  of 
Glonmel,  he  has  stated  in  this  House- 
that  his  information  has  been  derived 
from  Mr.  O'Brien. 

Ma.  SEXTON :  I  wish  to  ask  whe- 
ther, as  the  han.  Member  the  Mayor  of 
Olonmel  and  Dr,  Ryan  oonld  give  im- 
portant direct  evidenoe  as  to  the  oondi- 
tion  in  which  they  found  Mr.  O'Brien^ 
they  will  be  heard  ? 

Ms.  A.  J.  BALFOUB  :  I  am  desiroue- 
of  following  preoedent;  but  I  am  not 
aware  of  what  the  preoedent  is.  If 
these  gentlemen  have  direct  evidenoe  to 
give,  jBuppose  the  Inspector  conduot- 
ing  the  inquiry  will  have  no  objection, 
to  neanng  it. 

THE    AMOKETILL  ESTATE. 

Ma.  FATHICE  O'BKIEN  (Mona^ 
ghan,  N.):  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireuind  if  he  has  ascer- 
tained hy  whom  the  order,  purporting 
to  be  the  Judgment  of  Judge  Flanagan, 
was  entered  in  the  hooks  of  the  LAnd 
Judges  Court  (Ireland),  under  date 
3rd  August  1881,  in  the  case  of  the 
Scottish  Provident  Institution,  petition- 
ers, f.  Hugh  Gill  Patterson,  tenant  on 
the  Ancketili  Estate,  county  MonaghaUr 
and  which  wae  subsequently  discharged 
by  Judge  Flanagan  on  3rd  June,  18S2  ; 
and,  if  so,  what  steps  the  Government 
intend  taking  to  deal  with  the  person  or 
persona  by  whom  the  entry  was  made, 
and  the  Begistrar  in  whose  custody  the 
books  are  J  I  would  also  like  to  aak 
whether,  considerine  that  it  has  been 
alleged,  and,  I  think,  proved,  that  the 
order  was  forced  against  the  tenant  in 
the  interest  of  the  Insurance  Company, 
he  will  not  direct  an  investigation  in 
order  to  ascertain  hy  whom  the  order 
was  enforced.  Further,  I  would  like  to 
know  if  the  Judgment  was  enforced  at 
the  instance  of  Mr.  Scott,  the  solicitor 
to  the  Scotch  Provident  Institution,  and 

whether  he  thinks  it  advisable 

•Me.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  Member  must  give  notice  of  these 
questions  in  the  usual  way. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN:  I  must  respectfuUy 
aubmit  to  your  ruling,  Sir,  but  I  in- 


joyCjOOgle 


735 


Ptrpthml 


■Maboh  2i,  I889| 


726 


oladed   these   qaestioDB  in  the  notioe 
which  I  handed  in  at  the  ^fale. 
*Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order. order!  They 
irere  straok  out  because  thity  were  not 
in  order. 

Hb.  (yBBIEN :  But  Sir — ^ 
*Mb.  SPEAKE:B:  Order,  oHIer! 

Ur.  O'BBIEN  :  Then,  as  1  am  not 
allowed  to  put  my  queetions  in  tfiis  way, 
I  will  bring  the  matter  up  on  ti^e  £sli- 
mates. 

THE  MEW  KAVI  PKOaBAMJIE. 

LoED  CHARLES  BERESFORD 
(Harylebone,  £.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
the  actual  net  increase  on  the  Ship- 
building Tote,  as  proposed  for  the  next 
fire  years,  is  as  a  matter  of  fact  only 
£9,635,000,  aniTed  at  by  the  follow- 
ing calculation:— New  Irogramme,  aa 
stated,  £21,500,000;  less  Armaments, 
£3,b60,000;  total,  £1B,650,000;  was- 
tage, as  dosoribed  in  page  16  of  State- 
ment, Naval  Estimates  1887,  allowing 
for  tive  years,  £9,015,000;  actual  in- 
crease on  ShipbuildingVote,  £9,635,000? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  The 
amount  uf  new  oonstruotion,  excluding 
cost  of  armament  and  incidental  charges, 
for  which  provision  Is  made  under  our 
scheme  during  the  next  five  years,  is  as 
follows :— Ships  in  hand,  £1,550,000; 
New  Programme,  £16,150,000;  pro- 
vision far  fresh  work  asXew  Programme 
approaches  oompletion  in  1893-4, 
£3,000,000;  total,  £20,700,000;  abate 
wastage  on  the  Fleet  calculated  on  same 
basis,  £9,200,000;  total,  £11,500,000. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  naval  ship- 
building is  a  going  concern.  We  have 
to  associate  the  completion  of  ships  in 
hand  with  the  commencement  of  a  Xew 
Programme,  and  as  the  New  FrOKramme 
approaches  completion  to  combine  its 
finish  with  the  laying  down  of  new  shi^ 
for  the  future.  Our  New  Programme  is 
therefore  only  part  of  the  work  of  new 
construction  for  which  provision  has 
been  made  during  the  next  five  years. 

Loud  CHARLES  BERESFORD: 
Aridng   out   of    the    answer   to    the 

aaestion,  may  I  ask  the  noble  Lord  if 
le  £21,000,000  includes  the  sum 
to  be  expended  on  ships  not  yet 
completed '? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  Yes, 
I  stated  that  the  amount  of  money  neces- 
sary to  complete  the  ships  so  far  as  oon- 
strnction  is  concerned  was  £1,550,000. 


THE  IMMIGRATION  OF  F0REIOKBB5- 
Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field, Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Elrst 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  if  his  attentioa 
has  been  called  to  the  oontinuons  stream 
of  able-bodied  British  and  Irish  emi- 
erants  to  trane-ooeanic  lands,  where 
their  labour  and  wages  will  be  ade- 
quately protected  from  foreign  competi- 
tion and  depreciation,  while  the  immi- 
gration into  the  United  Kingdom  of 
considerable  numbers  of  expatriated 
pauper  foreigners  continues  unchecked ; 
and  if  it  IB  the  intention  of  Her  Va- 
jesty's  Govemment  to  take  any  steps  in 
the  matter,  or  to  re-oonstitute  the  Select 
Committee  of  last  Session  on  Emigra- 
tion and  Immigration  (Foreigners),  with 
a  view  to  speedy  and  de&nite  proposals 
being  made  on  the  subject? 

Mr.  J.  T.  BBUNNER  (Gheahire, 
Northwich) :  May  I  ask  whether  the 
passage  iu  the  hon.  Member's  question 
which  says  that  "  their  labonr  and 
wages  would  be  adequately  protected 
from  foreign  competition  and  deprecia- 
tion "  is  not  argumentative,  and  there- 
fore inadmissibM  as  a  question  ? 
*Ma,  SPEAKER :  It  would  be  better 
if  that  portion  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question  had  been  omitted. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
Hay  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  the  evidence  taken,  and  re- 
ported '  y  the  Select  Committee  last 
year,  did  not  negative  the  allegation 
that  any  considerable  immigration  of 
expatriated  foreign  paupers  took  plaee  ? 
*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  la  answer  to 
the  last  question,  I  have  not  been  able 
myself  to  refer  to  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Select  Committee ;  but  that 
evidenge  is  still  incomplete,  and  it  would 
be  quite  out  of  the  question  to  arrive  at 
a  conclusion  upon  it  one  way  or  the 
other.  In  anower  to  my  hon.  Friend 
behind  me  (Mr.  Howard  Vincent],  he 
will  see  that  there  is  a  Motion  down  on 
to-day's  Paper  for  the  re- appointment 
of  the  Select  Oommittse  on  f^igration 
and  Immigration  of  Foreigners. 

PEEPETtlAL  PENSIONS. 
Mb.  BRADLAUGH :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  if  he  can 
now  fix  the  date  for  the  discussion  of  tho 
Motion  disagreeing  with  the  Treasury 
Minute  on  Perpetual  Pensions? 
2  Q  2 
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W.  H.   SMITH  :    It  depends 


ipei 

flolelj  on  the  progreaa  mftde  wito  tha 
Ctwil  Serrioe  Eatiniatee.  I  hopa  to  find 
an  oftrl;  opportuni^. 

Ha.  BRADLATTan :  The  right  hon. 


*1Ce.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Certaiiily.  Sir, 
as  aoon  as  posmble. 

LONDOIf  OOA.L  AND  WINE  DDES. 
Sir  JOSEPa  PEASE  {Durham, 
Barnard  Uaatle) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Ftnt 
Lord  of  th«  Treasnt;  whether  he  has 
notimd  that,  at  a  recent  meetiiig  of  the 
London  County  Oouacil,  that  Oounoil 
declared  its  opinion  hj  a  majoritr  of  76 
Totss  to  84,  "  that  it  was  inexpedient  to 
Tenew  the  Londnn  Coal  and  Wine  Dutiee 
Act,"  vhioh  expires  on  July  1889 ;  and 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  are 
still  of  opinion  that  that  Act  should  not 
be  renewed  f 

•Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Gorem- 
ment  adhere  to  the  view  which  thej  have 
repeatedly  expressed,  that  this  is  a  ques- 
tion primarily  for  the  decision  of  the 
Vetr(»K>li8  itself,  and  they  will  not, 
-therefore,  take  any  steps  to  bring  about 
a  renewal  of  the  Act  in  question. 

PENSIONS  TO  L0ED8  OF  FARIJA- 

MEKT. 
Va.  SUMMERS  (Huddersfield) :  I 
leg  to  ask  the  First  Ixird  of  the  Treasury 
trhether  he  will  consent  to  the  issue  of 
the  Return  showing  the  names  of  all 
present  Lords  of  Farliament  who  are  in 
receipt  of  public  moneys  from  the 
National  Exchequer  (presented  to  the 
Eoose  of  Lords  in  November  last),  in 
order  that  it  may  be  distributed  amongst 
Members  of  the  House  of  Oommons 
before  the  discussions  on  the  Estamates 
for  the  coming  financial  year  are  entered 
uponf 
•Ma.  W.  H.  SUTTH :  I  have  awer. 
tained  that  there  are  a  sufficient  number 
of  the  Returns  in  stock  to  meet 
ordinary  requirements,  and  in  older, 
therefore,  to  save  the  expense  of 
reprinUna;  I  have  arranged  that  copies 
can  he  obtained  by  ap^ication  at  the 
Tote  Office. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOTTSE. 

Mb.   BBOADHUBST  (Nottingham, 

W.)     asked    the    First    Lord     of   the 

Treasury  whether,    seeing    the   Urge 


amount  of  interest  on  both  sides  of  tfw 
House  taken  in  the  Motion  which  has 
the  first  place  on  2nd  April,  he  can 
give  an  assurance  that  the  Qovemmeot 
will  not  more  the  suspension  of  the 
Standing  Orders  on  that  date  ? 
•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  am  not  at 
present  aware  of  any  necessity  for  ask- 
ing the  House  to  suspend  the  Staadinff 
O^ers  on  Tuesday,  the  2nd  of  Apri^ 
and  I  have  personally  the  strongest  visa 
that  the  Moticn  of  the  hon.  GtenUemaii 
(referring  to  the  condition  of  the  poor  in 
large  towns)  shall  he  discuBsed  ;  out  hs 
will  see  that  it  is  itnposuble  for  me  to 
come  under  any  positive  engagement 
which  would  tie  my  hands  against  any 
oonceirable  emergency. 

THE  ROTAL  OOMMiaSION  ON  NAVAL 
AND  MILITART  ADHINIBTRATION. 
LoBD  CHARLES  BERESFORD 
asked  the  First  Lord  »f  the  Treason 
whether  it  is  true  that  Captain  HaU 
(Royal  Navy)  has  been  appointed  to 
command  a  uiip  of  war  at  sea,  thereby 
raiising  a  vacano;  for  the  post  of  Navu 
Secretary  to  the  Royal  Commisaion  on 
the  System  of  Administratiun  for  the 
Naral  and  Military  Serrices;  if  so, 
whether  the  vacancy  is  filled  up  by 
another  Naval  Officer ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  it  is  intended  to  fill  it  np  f 
•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  is  the  case 
that  Captain  Hall  has  recently  been 
appointed  to  the  command  of  a  ship, 
ana  has  therefore  withdrawn  from  the 
post  of  one  of  the  Secretariee  to  the 
Royal  Oommiasion ;  but  as  the  Oom- 
mission  has  very  nearly  completed  its 
labours,  it  bas  not  been  thought  neoee- 
sary  to  appoint  another  Naval  Officer. 

F0RTRU8H  NATIONAL  BOHOOL. 
Sib  CHARLES  LEWIS  (Antrim, 
N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
L(wd  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
National  School  of  Marsh  Street,  Fort- 
rash,  county  Antrim,  was  entitled  by  the 
numbers  of  its  scholars  to  have  a  second 
monitor  appointed  in  the  month  of  Jane 
last;  whether  the  name  of  a  female 
monitor,  one  Annie  Scott,  was  supplied 
six  or  eight  weeks  prior  to  9th  June  to 
the  District  Inspector;  whether  the 
District  Inspector  failed  to  forward  snoh 
name  to  the  National  Board,  and  thwe- 
by  the  school  has  been  deprived  of  the 
assistance  of  a  monitor,  and  has  had  ita 
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teuhingf  staff  weakened  for  a  whole 
year,  it  being  stated  that  no  monitor 
can  be  appointed  till  June  next; 
whether  the  Boatd  is,  throngh  a  mis- 
take of  its  olerk,  responuble  for  ten 
weeks'  delay  in  dealing  with  the 
masagen'  complaint  in  this  matter, 
and  then  failed  to  remedj  it;  and 
whether  the  Board  will,  without  further 
delay,  allow  the  appointment  of  the 
BUggeated  female  monitor,  and  so  stop 
further  iujary  to  the  Bohool,  eapeoiallj 
in  the  next  raarlj  examination  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE .  The  Oom- 
misBionerB  of  National  Education  inform 
me  that  no  school  is  entitled  to  have  a 
monitor  on  the  ground  of  numbers  alone. 
The  name  of  the  candidate  monitor  re- 
fesred  to,  woe  not  brought  under  the 
notioe  of  the  Inspector  until  the  4th  of 
June.  He  thereupon  declined  to  re- 
commend the  proposed  appointment,  as 
the  school  already  possessed  one  female 
monitor.  The  manager  of  the  school 
wrote  some  three  months  afterwaids  to 
the  Commissioners  on  the  snbject.  The 
fact  that  their  reply  to  this  communioa* 
tion  went  to  the  wrung  address  in  no 
way  prejudiced  the  question,  the  Board 
being  of  the  opinion  that  the  Inspector 
acted  properly  in  the  matter.  The 
Board  is  unable  to  hold  out  any  hope 
that  the  candidate  will  be  appointed  as 
sscond  female  monitor  in  Uiis  school 
when  monitoTB  throughout  Ireland  are 
being  next  appointed  in  July. 

THE  TBAFFIO  IN  ETHEK  IN  IBELAND 
Mb.  MAOAETNEY  (Antrim,  8.)  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Seoretai^  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is 
aware  that  at  the  last  meeting  of  the 
Synod  of  the  Church  of  Ireland  a  peti- 
tion was  adopted  praying  Parliament  to 
r^pilate  the  traffic  in  ether  in  Ireland ; 
whether  there  is  reason  to  believe  that 
ether  is  used  extensirely  as  an  intoxi- 
cant in  certain  portions  of  the  counties 
of  Londonderry  and  Tyrone;  whether 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  this  by 
coroners,  medical  officers,  the  police,  and 
the  officials  of  county  lunatic  asylums  in 
Ireland ;  and  if  he  will  consider  whe- 
ther  anything  can  be  done  to  atop  this 
great  and  increasing  erilT 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  :  The  petition 
referred  to  appears  to  have  been  adopted 
as  stated.  The  constabulary  authorities 
report,  as  regards  parts  of  Loadondeny, 
that  it  is  the  case  Uiat  ether  is  constantly 


1889)  atatittiwii  D*parlmtHt.  739 
used  as  an  intoxicant,  and  the  resident 
physician  of  the  asylum  reports  that 
insanity  in  his  district  is  prodaeed  inr 
many  instances  by  an  indulgence  inthla 
pernicious  habit,  combined  with  other 
causes.  The  constabulary  report,  with 
respect  to  county  Tyrone,  that  die  haUb 
of  ether  drinking  exists  in  two  localities^ 
but  in  a  limited  degree.  The  resident 
physician  of  the  as^lam  statee  that  ho 
cannot  refer  to  any  particular  case* 
where  insanity  has  been  attributable  to 
the  habit  in  his  district,  but  that  such 
has  been  the  case  is  the  general  opinion 

MILrrU,  PEEMANENT  STAFF. 
Ha.  HACDONALD  CAMBEOK 
(Wick) ;  I  beg  to  aak  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  it  is  intended  that 
paymaster  sergeants  and  orderly  room: 
sei^eants  serring  with  Militia  on  arny^ 
enga^ments,  and  who  have  attained 
the  highest  non-commiseioned  rank,  arir 
to  be  deprived  of  such  rank  in  order  to 
become  assistants  to  paymaster  ser- 
geants and  orderly  room  sergeants -of 
regimental  dep6ts,  who  are  in  almost 
every  case  junior  to  the  former  by  ser- 
vice,  rank,  and  clerical  experience ;  and'. 
whether  it  is  in  contemplation  at  once- 
to  discharge  such  members  of  the  per- 
manent staff  of  Militia  with  the  rate  of 
pension  to  which  they  would  be  entitled 
on  attaining  the  age  for  compulsory  re- 
tirement ? 

*Mfl.  E.  STANHOPE :  There  is  no^ 
intention  of  altering  the  statue  of  pay- 
master, sergeants  or  orderly-room  ser- 
geants appointed  to  the  permanent  ataS" 
of  the  Militia  before  the  1st  of  March 
i,  and  therefore  it  is  unnecessary  t» 
discharge,  for  that  reason,  any  of  them. 
Those  appointed  after  that  date  will  be 
styled  assistant  paymaster- sergeants  and 
assistant  orderly-room  sergeants. 

0ubtom8  statisticil department. 
Mb.  MACDONALD  OAMEBON 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasnty- 
whether  it  is  intended  that  the  seven 
hours'  scheme  shall  be  applied  to  the 
Upper  Division  section  of  clerks  in  the- 
Statistical  Departmentof  Her  Majesty's 
Oustoms,  or  whether  the  forthooming; 
reorganisation,  and  consequent  reduO' 
tion  of  the  staff,  will  affect  the  Lower 
Division  only ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he- 
will  give  inatruotions  that  the  thre» 
Upper  Division  vacancies  in  that  De> 
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partment  be  at  onoe  allotted  to  the  re- 
aooduit  derka,  who  areeatitlodto  them 
by  a  Bpeoifio  amngement  Banotioned  by 
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uniT  Uinute  of  I2th  Uay,  18B0  ? 

Ub.  JAOKSON:  The  application  of 
tite  seven  hours'  system  to  the  Upper 
Division  of  the  Statistical  Department 
is  saspended  for  the  present.  There  is 
]nly  one  Taoanpy  at  present  to  whioh 
the  redandant  olerka  can  olaim  to  be 
promoted,  and  I  must  await  further  in- 
lormatioa  before  deoiding  what  is  to  be 
•done  about  it. 

Us.  MAODONALD  OAUERON 
vieh  to  know  if  it  is  true  that  the  Board 
of  Customs  are  making  arrangementa 
to  fix  the  time  for  the  higher  ofileers  in 
that  establishment  at  1 1  o'clock  instead 
of   10? 

Ua.  JAOKSON :   I  am  not  aware  of 


THE  MEBOSANDIZE  MARKS  ACT. 
Mb.  00TAVIU8  V.  MOEGAN 
(Battersea) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Frerident 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he  ii 
aware  that  the  Report  and  General 
Orders  of  the  Oommiesioners  of  Her 
Majesty's  Oustoms  relating  to  "The 
Mwohandize  Marks  Act,  I887,''andoon- 
tained  ia  the  Thirty-second  Beport  on 
the  Customs,  oonvey  the  impression  that 
in  the  opinion  of  the  CommissionerB  the 
Act  applies  ezolueirely  to  imported 
manufactured  articles,  and  not  to  do- 
meetio  manufactures ;  and  whether  the 
•Commissioners  purpose  to  administer 
the  Act  in  relation  only  to  imported 
manufactured  articles  P 

Mb.  JA0K80N :  There  was  no  inten- 
tion of  oonTeyiogthe  impression  referred 
to.  The  Oommissioners  of  Oustoms  are 
onl^  concerned  with  that  part  of  the  Act 
which  refers  to  imparted  goods,  and, 
therefore,  their  Beport  and  C^neral 
Orders  are  restricted  to  the  sections  of 
ths  Act  that  are  administered  by  them. 

THE  CHILIAN  NrTEATB  LOAN. 

MB.WOOTTON  I3AAC80N  (Tower 
Homlete,  Stepney) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Undersecretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  with  reference  to  the  following 
^neetion  which  was  placed  on  the  Paper 
oa  August  30th,  1887, 

"Whetber  hit  attention  has  been  dnwn  to  s 
newCbilisQ  Nittmta  Loan  for  £1,113,781  which 
1ms  bMn  DOgotisted  with  the  flrm  of  U«Hn. 
BothwhOd.  uid  i«  to  be  iMiad  on  ths  Irt  of 
nsat  month.  And  whsthar,  tskiag  into  oond- 
Jfr.  MmmUmU  Ouunn 


I  of  TktuMs, 
<  slrasdy.  By  a 
meat  ot  nn, 


delation  tlut  the  nitnte  depoalti  o 
hypothecsted  for  this  losn,  Hstb  slrasdy,  ■ 
dwm«  of  the  EiBontire  ChiTsmmeat  <w  J — , 
dated  11th  Jul;  1871,  been  specially  and  ateo- 
Intely  hypothecated  for  the  Loan  of  tS7I  for 
£1,800,000,  the  Oovemment  wQl  diav  the 
attention  of  the  OhOIan  Qoranunemt  and  HsMn. 
KoUiMhild  to  thU  fact,  with  Ike  view  that  the 
daimi  of  thecredHoi*  on  the  Toreriaesof  TaiB> 
pacawill  be  racogDiBed  to  the  fullest  extent 
wamuted  hy  jortioe  sod  International  Iaw,'' 

and  whioh  was  withdrawn  ontheander- 
standing  that  the  Chilian  Ghiremment 
intended  to  recognise  the  claims  of  the 
creditors  on  the  revenues  of  Tarapaoa, 
whether  the  Chilian  Government  intend 
to  carry  out  thetr  promise  ;  and  when? 
*8ni  J.  FERGnSBON :  H or  Majesty's 
Governnment  are  notaware  of  any  sueh 
understanding  as  is  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Member — namely,  that  the  Chilian 
Government  intended  to  recognize  the 
claims  of  the  Peruvian  creditors  on  the 
revenues  of  Tarapaca.  What  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  Government  understood  was  that 
the  Chilian  Government  were  prepared 
to  negotiate  for  the  settlement  of  those 
claims,  and  oommnnioatione  have  paaaad 
between  the  two  Governments  on 
the  subject,  but  they  have  not  led  as  yet 
to  any  practioal  result 

THE  MUSSEL  COMMITTEE. 
Mb.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire] :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  why  the  Be- 
port of  the  Mussel  Committee  has  not 
yet  been  distributed? 
•Sir  J.  P.  B.  H0BERT80N  (Bute- 
shire) :  The  B^wrt  was  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  ^uae  on  ISth  March. 
The  matter  is,  therefore,  in  the  hands  of 
the  printer.  I  am  informed  that  they 
hope  to  issue  it  before  the  end  of  thia 
week. 

1-BE  EDDOATION  CODE. 

Ma.  F.  8.  POWELL  (Wigan) :  May 
I  ask  the  Tioe  President  of  the  Counml 
for  Education  when  the  new  Code  will 
be  issued  ? 

SiK  W.  HART  DYKE :  It  will  be 
distributed  to  hon.  Members  to-morrow. 

OODERS  OF  TffE  HOUSE. 
Ma.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.):  I  rise* 
Sir,  to  ask  you  whether  the  Attorney 
General  was  entitled  to  vote  on  the 
Motion  in  Committee  of  Supply  last 
Friday  to  reduce  his  salary,  it  having 
been  laid  down  in  "Eraktne  May  "that 
no  Member  who  has  a  direct  peounioir 
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4ntemt  in  tbe  qneadon  ibould  be 
allowed  to  vote  apon  it ;  but  that  in 
order  to  operate  aa  a  diaqualifioation 
that  iaterest  mnet  be  an  immediate 
peouniary  interest,  and  Dot  of  a  general 
•or  remote  eharaoter?  I  wiah  to  ask 
■whether  die  rote  of  the  Attorney  Qene- 
tbI  in  reference  to  bis  own  salary  was 
admieeible  aooording  to  tbe  Orders  of 
4he  House  F 
«Hk.  speaker  :  Tbe  Motion  to  re- 
duce the  salary  was  merely  made  in  this 
-«ase  to  raise  tbe  question  as  to  the  oon- 
duot  of  tbe  hoQ.  and  learned  Qeotleaian, 
■which  la  a  veiy  different  tbinj;  ^m  a 
question  in  whioh  tbe  bon.  and  learned 
gentleman  would  hare  a  "  direct  pecu- 
niary interest." 

IBBLAND— THE    GWBBDOBB 


Report. 


Me.  J.  G.  SWIFT  MAO  NEILL  (Do- 
-negal,  8.)  r  I  wish  to  ask  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary if  it  ia  true  that  the  Governor  of 
Derry  Gaol  has  again  refused  to  allow 
-the  female  prisonera  from  Gweedore  to 
use  the  dreas  provided  for  them  by  their 
friends,  and  that  tbey  have  again  been 
-obliged  to  go  bare-headed  and  badly 
clothed  a  long  journey,  although  suffi- 
cient clothing  was  sent  to  the  prison 
for  them  ?  I  wish  to  know  if  the  Go- 
vernor of  Derry  Gaol  has  been  guilty  of 
-«uoh  conduct  in  distinct  violation  of 
■tbe  pledge  given  to  me  last  Thursday  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  Aa  I  have 
■only  received  notice  of  this  question 
«noe  I  entered  the  House,  I  have  not 
ieen  able  to  inquire  into  the  matter,  but 
I  think  tbe  bon.  Member  has  put  tbe 

4uestion  under  some  misapprehension, 
here  has  been  no  suoh  h^ship  as  he 
ibaa  indicated. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSB-MORNINO 
SITTINGS. 
Mb.  8.  BUXTON  (Tower  Hamleta, 
Toplar):  Does  the  First  Lord  of  tbe 
Treasury  intend  to  take  a  Morning  Sit- 
-ting  to-morrow  ;  and,  if  bo,  will  he  in- 
fringe upon  the  rights  of  private  Mem- 
bers at  tne  Evening SittingF 

Ma.  SHAW  LEFEVEB  (Bradford, 
Oentral):  Is  it  intended  to  take  the 
•<Kvil  Serrioe  Estimates  in  ^e  ordinary 
.order  r 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  There  will  be 
A  Morning  Sitting  to-morrow  for  tbe 
<StU  Service  Eetimates,  which,  however, 


will  not  be  taken  in  tbe  evening.  The 
usual  order  will  be  followed  with  regard 
to  the  Intimates,  except  in  tbe  case  of 
tbe  Vote  for  the  Submarine  Telegraph. 
That  is  a  new  Tote,  and  may  have  to 
be  taken  out  of  the  ordinary  ooiuae.  I 
hope  that  Friday  wilt  be  a  private 
Member's  day,  but  I  cannot,  of  oourse, 
foresee  oontingecoies  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House. 

WESTERN  ADBTRAUA. 
Sir  GEORQE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy) :  1  wiah  to  ask  the  Under  Seore- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  if  it  ia 
intended  to  hand  over  all  the  land  in 
Western  Australia  suitable  for  European 
Colonisation  to  a  handful  of  Colonists, 
and  to  take  it  away  from  Imperial 
oontrol? 
*Baeoh  H.  de  WORMS:  No,  Sir; 
tbe  Government  have  no  such  intention. 
I  have  previously  answered  several 
questions  put  by  the  hon.  Member 
on  exactly  lbs  same  subject;  and  I 
can  only  repsat  that  it  is  absolutely 
impossible  for  me  to  enter  into  the 
details  of  a  scheme  which  has  not  yet 
been  decided  upon,  and  which,  before  it 
is  definitely  adopted,  must  oome  before 
Parliament  in  a  epeoial  Bill. 

Sia  GEORGE  CAMPBELL:  IsbaU 
draw  attention  to  the  subject  in  Com- 
mittee of  Snpply. 

PAELliMBHTABY  OON8TITDBNGIE8. 
Address  for — 

"Betam  ihowuiKi  '""'  reg»rd  to  each  Par- 
liuneotary  Conrtitnenyr  in  Uie  United  King- 
dom, the  number  of  Blootow  on  the  Begiiter 
now  in  force  (in  continu&tion  of  Parliamentary 
Paper,  No.  144,  of  8e«ion,  1888)."  —  {Jfr. 
ThmoM  Bilit.) 


POST  OFFICE  BAVINOa  BANK8. 

Return  ordered— 

"  Arranged  according  to  Couotiee.  ihowing 
the  namher  of  Accoont*  of  Depowtors  in  Post 
Office  Savioga  Bank*  in  the  United  Kingdom 
remaining  open  on  the  3l»t  day  of  Deeamb^ 
1888,  togBther  wia  the  amount,  inolnriv*  of 
interest,  itanding  to  the  credit  of  tboae  Aoeoonts 
(in  MDtioaation  of  Parliamentarj  Paper.  No. 
201,  olBeMion  1888)."— (Jfr-  WhUUt/.) 

ORSERti  OF  TBE  DA  Y. 

SUPPLY.— BEPOBT. 
Resolution  [20tb  March]  reported : 
"  That  ■  aum,  not  eic»  "  """  """ 

granted  to  Her  Hajerty,  oi 


eiceediag  £3,729,203,  bs 


Ui^ii.cJo^CjOOglC 


aw^^ 


(OOHHONSl 


S^fort. 


wuda  dafraying  the  Charge   for  Uia  foUowing 
CiTil  Serriow  vtA  Barenne   Dsinrtmuita  for 
the  year  ending  on  tb*   Slat  <Uy  of  March, 
1890,  Tia.:— 
Beeolutioa  read  a  second  timo. 

Motion  made,  and  Qneetion  proposed, 
"  That  this  Honse  doth  agree  vith  the 
Oommittee  in  the  said  Beeolution." 

THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION -THE  CON- 

DnOT  OF  THE  ATTOBNET  GENBRAl. 

—  PEB80NAL    EXPLANATION  —  SIR 

CHAHLES  RUSSELL. 
•Sia  C.  ED88ELL  [Hackney,  8.): 
Before  risiDt^,  I  paused  for  a  moment  or 
two  is  order  to  see  whether  the  Attomej 
General  would  desire  first  to  address  the 
House  b;  waj  of  explanation  or  other 
wi'e.  I  ask  permission  of  the  House 
to  make  an  axplonatioii  with  reference  to 
a  certain  assertion  of  fact  made  bv  the 
Attorney  General  in  the  debate  on  IViday 
night,  with  which  my  name  was  pro- 
minently associated.  I  shall  best  put 
the  House  in  possession  of  the  matter 
in  oontroTersy  if  I  read  some  letters 
which  have  passed  between  the  Attorney 
General  and  myself.  On  Saturday  even- 
ing— unfortunately  the  letter  was  for- 
warded after  the  Attorney  General  had 
left  town — I  wrote  the  following  letter — 
"  10  New  Court,  Lincoln't-inn,  March  23. 

Dmt  Attorney  Qeneral, — I  have  read  with 
DOmplete  aatoaiihmeiit  your  itatement  Ian  night 
in  tuuwer  to  Hareoiut.  L  can  hardly  believe 
that  yoaaraoorreotlyrepotted.  It  is  sbsolately 
'  '  toaay,  or  in  any  form  of  wordi  to  con 


referred  to,  or  liad  had  the  alightett  intimstioD, 
direot  or  indirect,  that  Pigott  had,  in  ktten  to 
Mr.  SoaniM  or  to  Mr.  Uoiuton,  discredit«d  the 
Talne  of  hia  tegtimony. 

Thin  ii  a  grave  matter,  and  mnit  be  aet 
right. 

Pr«y  let  ma  have  *o  aniwer  promptly. 

Futhfnlly        C.  Kdbsill. 

The  Attnney  Oonenl,  M.^." 
The    Attorney    General    received     my 
letter,  as  he  informed  me,  at  10  o'clook 
on    Sunday  night.       Hia    reply   is  as 
follows : — 
"  Bomton  U>dge,  Kensington,  March  24. 

10.30  p.m. 

Dear  RiuMll,— I  (oand  yonr  not«  on  my 
return  home  an  hour  ago. 

I  only  wiah  1  had  received  it  yeateiday 
before  1  left  town,  u  I  would  have  gone 
through  the  shorthand  notes. 

I  apoke  from  recoUeotion  on  Friday,  and  if 

I  have  made  a  mistake  I  will  frankly  oomct 

loolleotion  if  that  you  oalled  for  all 


tion,  and  I  i 
or  two  days  atterwarda  I  handed  you  the 
printed  handle  of  letter*.  I  think,  but  I  ipesk. 
only  from  reoollectiOD,  that  Soamea'i  letter  of 
November  Ifi  refoa  to  E^gott'a  letter  to 
Hooston  of  the  nth.  I  know  that  I  twice 
tried  to  read  that  letter  of  the  ISth  before 
Figott  wM  called,  and  you  requeited  me  to 
poetpone  doing  ao. 

^ving  regard  to  Harooort't  attaek,  and. 
the  grounds  of  it,  the  point  i»  not,  in  my 
opinion,  of  importanoe.  But  I  believe  my 
recollection  to  be  accurate. 

I  have  written  a  brief  statement  of  my 
recollection    to    Thi    nmu.    I    hope  it  wiU. 


"n, 


■and  this  reply  within  an  hour  of  my- 
retum,  ao  I  think  you  will  agree  that  I  have 
been  prompt. 

I  am  very  truly  youts, 

RicRum  WineTBR. 

Sir  Charlea  RuaeU,  0.0.,  M.?." 
That  letter  I  reoeived  this  morning.  X. 
at  once  dictated  the  letter  I  am  about  to- 
read  to  my  clerk,  but  it  did  not  reach. 
the  Attorney  General  nntil  half-past  X. 
o'clock — 

"  10,  New  Court,  Linooln'i  Inn,  Monday. 

Dear  Attorney  Ueneral, — I  thank  you  for- 
youT  letter  received  a  few  minutea  ago. 

I  am  Borry  my  letter  of  Saturday  did  not 
reach  yon  before  you  left  town.  I  wrote  to  yot> 
immediately  on  my  leaving  Court  on  Saturday, 
and  as  aoon  as  I   read  your  Itatemeot  in  the 

That  slAiement  waa  understood  to  convey 
that  five  dayg  before  figott  waa  in  the  box  you 
had  put  into  my  poaaeaaioD  evidence  in  a  apeciflc 
letter  under  Pigott'a  hand  tending  to  discredit 
hia  teatimooy— in  other  words,  that  yoo  had- 
tbua  famiahed  me  with  valuable  materials  for 
croea-examination  to  his  credit. 

lam  confldentyou  will  see  that  in  this  you. 
are  absolutdy  mistaken.  Neither  are  you  oor- 
rsot  in  saying  that  1  called  for  any  letter  be-  - 
t ween  Mr.  SaMnessnd  Pigott,  except  the  'sr— 
rangemeot  letter '  of  Mr.  Soamea.  I  do  not 
onderetand  your  reference  to  a  printed  bundle 
of  letters.  Ton  offered  to  produce  Uiat  letter 
of  Mr.  Soames,  >.(,,  of  November  15,  after. 
figott  had  actually  been  culled  and  immediately - 
before  he  waa  examined,  and  you  will  lee  from 
your  own  obaarTBtion  made  at  the  time  that 
that  lettrr  had  not  been  produced,  much  leea 
handed  to  me,  previoualy,  for  yon  then  say  that  I 
hsd  complained  of  its  not  having  been  forth- 
coming before,  and  this  letter  had  been  alladed  to 
asthe  Tima'  arrangement  with  Pigott,  both  by 
you  and  by  me.  tfut  more.  I  never  knew  the 
contents  of  Mr.  Soames'a  letter  of  November 
IS  to  Pigott  until  after  the  flight  ot  the  latter ;. 
and  indeed  that  letter  would  not  have  told  me 
that  Pigott  had,  in  any  letter  to  Mr.  Soamea, 
disoredited  himself,  for,  althoogh  it  acknow-. 
ledges  Pigott'a  letter  of  Che  11th,  itia  notinsny 
waj|  oonTensut  with  the  value  ot  Pigott's. 
.__■_. .        jjijj  relalea  b    ''     ' 
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p««tiTd7  Uiat  PigoU**  diaondiling  IsUen  cam 
npoa  mj  ooUeaguM  and  mjMlf  •ftec  PigoK' 
diMpp«uaiice  m  k  complete  MTelation  I  have 
not  jet  had  the  opportunitr  of  teeing  Aaqoith, 
bnti  know  be  tigrees  witA  the  Tiew  I  ha*e 
eifiwud,  for  he  talegnphed  to  me  on  Batotday 
—-'I  do  not  undentand  the  Attorney  Oeneral'a 
rtatenwnt.'  I  with  to  add  that  vhile  I  did, 
mora  Utan  once  to  yoa,  and  openly  in  Court, 
oconplain  of  yonr  coniluct  of  the  oaie  and  still 
do  compltun  of  it,  [  have  not  impnted  to  you, 
and  do  not  inipate  to  yon,  diahonouable  oon- 
dnct,  and  I  ih^  tay  to  in  the  Hoiue.  I  thoaght, 
and  I  think,  that  you  were  led  away  by  the 
ptditiotJ  character  of  the  csae  into  a  oonn 
madact  which,  on  cooler  reflection,  and  in  .  . 
eidtiiw  drouDutaacM,  you  wonld  not  have 
panoel 

FaithfnUy, 

C.  Bcsaau.. 
Excnae  my  diotating  to  my  olerk,  but  I  am 

I  wai  absent  from  the  House  on  Fridsj, 
and  the  reason  of  m;  abseuoe,  I  did 
hope,  would  have  b»en  understood  and 
^preoiBted  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
1  wish  in  this  relation  to  make  a  few  ob- 
nrrations  in  reference  to  m;  absence  on 
Friday.  Uj  reason  for  being  absent  I 
thought  would  have  been  appreciated  on 
both  sides  of  the  House.  My  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
B017  (Sir  Henry  James]  made  an  allu- 
sion to  me,  an  allusion — kindly  meant, 
as  I  understand — but  the  effect  of  thnt 
allusion,  the  impression  it  oonvsyed  on 
this  Bench,  was  that  mj  absence  Irom 
the  disoossion  was  due  to  the  fact  that  I 
approved  of,  or  was  not  prepared  to 
oondentD,  the  conduct  of  the  Attorney 
tieneial.  Now,  I  wish  to  express  ex- 
aetlv  what  was  the  state  of  the  case.  X 
said  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Uember  for 
Nottingham  (Hr.  A.  Morley)  that  I 
desired  to  be  completely  dissuciated 
tnm  the  matter.  My  hon.  Friend  then 
said  that  my  absence  would  be  mis- 
oonatrued— that  hun.  Uembers  might 
get  np  and  point  to  my  absence  as  a 
proof  that  I  was  not,  in  point  of  fact, 
ready  to  say  here  what  I  have  said 
elsewhere.  I  then  authorized  my  bun. 
Friend  the  Uember  for  Nottingham  to 

say 

Several  hon.  Mkiuibb:  Uember  for 
Newcastle. 
*8ix  0.  SU8S£LL:  No;  my  hoa. 
]^end  the  Uember  for  Nottingham.  I 
had  no  communication  with  my  right 
bun.  Friend  the  Uember  for  Newcastle. 
I  gare  my  hon.  Friend  authority  in 
oaee  my  absence  should  be  referred  to 
in  any  snoh  fashion,  to  explain  distinctly 


to  the  House  what  is  correctly  expressed 
in  the  letter  I  have  j  uet  read — that  I  did 
think — I  do  think  ;  I  regret  to  say  I  still 
think — that  the  oonduct  of  the  case  has 
been  practically  unfair  to  the  defendants 
in  the  case ;  but  I  do  draw — and  I  am 
very  glad  to  be  able  to  say  so  much — a- 
broad  line  of  diatinction  between  con- 
duct of  which  I  feel  bound  to  hold  th« 
opinions  I  entertain,  and  the  imputation 
of  dishonourable  conduct  to  the  Attorney 
General.  I  have  nothing  to  withdraw 
from  the  opicion  I  expressed  in  the- 
letter.  Now,  I  do  not  know  whether  I 
should  supplement  my  statement  and 
correapondenoe — which  gives,  at  least, 
the  [nth  of  the  matter— by  a  reference 
to  the  evidence  i  I  am  prepared  to  da 
so  if  the  Honee  will  bear  with  me. 
In  order  to  understand  the  matter  it  ia 
necessary  to  refer  to  what  took  place  in 
the  debate  on  Friday.  Uy  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Uember  for  Derby  in  tha 
course  of  his  speech  said — 

"  t  wiih  to  IcQOw  when  the  Attorney  Q^neraf 
waa  made  aoquainted  vitb  the  letter  of  No- 
vember 1 7  in  which  Figott  declared  hia  own 
infamy  and  informed  Mr.  Houston  and  Mr. 
Sounea  that  if  he  went  into  the  wimees-boi  his 
character  would  he  made  known,  with  the 
result  that  the  case  (or  the  proaeoutton  would- 
be  dettroyed  f  I  ihould  have  thought  that  it 
waa  the  fint  duty  of  those  cinoemM  to  aacer- 
tain  the  character  and  the  credibility  of  a  wit* 
nesa  upon  whose  evidence  this  torn  and  mon- 
itrouB  charfce  alone  rested." 
In  reference  to  and  in  answer  to  that, 
the  Attorney  General,  who  had  pre- 
viously stated  that  he  was  prepared  to 
give  chapter  and  verse,  is  reported  to 
have  spoken  as  follows : — 

"  Will  the  Committee  listen  to  tbi*  itato- 
ment  of  simple  dates  ?  I  have  told  the  House 
that  I  knew  of  this  letter  in  the  middle  of  De- 
oember.     Before  Pigott  went  into  tke  box— 


Soath  Hackney." 

The  earlier  part  of  the  Attorney  Q&~ 
neral's  speech  shows  that  he  was  refer- 
ring not  to  the  letter  of  November  15th 
but  tothe  letter ut  It th  November.  That 
iaeo? 

8ia  B.  W£BSTEB:  Of  the  1 1th. 
«8m  0.   BUSBELL:   Then  the   At. 
tomay  General  goes  on — 

"  Bo  if  it  was  desirable  ihat  the  other  side 
should  know— if  they  ought  to  know— that  the 
man's  cbaiaotur  was  diaoreditod,  I  myself  had 

S'ven  that  informaUon- [^' Withdraw  !*^}  Hon. 
embers  who  have  chewed  me  do  not  want  the 
chiurges  withdrawn.  They  have  been  refuted 
by  evidence  which  cannot  be  disputed.    In  the 
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and  luutd«d  Et  to  tlie  hoo.  and  learned  Member 

(or  Haoknsj  before  Rgott  went  into  the  box. 

"Sir  W.    Habcouut:   Two  monthi   after' 


Then  the  Attorney  General  vent  on  to 
Mj  that  was  not  the  pith  of  the  aoouea- 
tion,  and  so  on.  I  think  I  oan  make  the 
caae  pretty  olear  by  referring  to  the  oc- 
-CRsion  on  which  the  matter  came  before 
the  Ooart.  Mr.  Soamea  has  been  re- 
peatedly in  the  box.  and  so  far  as  this 
matter  is  concerned  I  may  begin  with 
his  examination,  or  his  Rroas-eiamina- 
-tion,  on  the  ISth  of  February.  On 
page  2903  of  the  proceedings  I  call 
for  the  memorandum  of  Pigott's 
endenoe.  Ur.  Soamea  said  it  was 
taken  ftT>m  Figott  on  19th  October,  and 
•in  order  that  the  House  may  follow  the 
bearing  of  these  oircuoiBtanoea  let  me 
.remind  the  Honte  that  there  are  three 
-letters  in  question.  Un  the  11th  of 
NoTomber  Figott  wrote  a  letter,  called 
-a  discrediting  letter,  to  Houston,  and 
'Houston  destroyed  that  letter ;  but  for- 
tunately Pigott  sent  a  copy  of  that  letter 
under  oover  of  another  letter  to  Hr. 
Soames.  The  letter  of  the  llth  of 
NoTomber  is  acknowledged  by  Mr, 
8ounee  on  the  15th  of  NoTember  that 
is  the  "  arraagMnant  letter."  It  is 
:  followed  by  a  further  discrediting  Istter 
of  Pigott's  own  on  the  17th  of  No- 
▼embor.  Now,  the  next  point  is  this. 
On  the  same  date,  Idth  February,  pages 
2918  and  2919,  I  called  for  the  Pigott- 
Houston  letters.  It  is  rather  important 
that  I  should  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this,  for  the  Attorney  General 
may  possibly  be  misled  on  this  point. 
On  page  2918, 1  asked,  in  cross -ex  ami  na- 
tion, "Hare  letters  passed  between 
Biohard  Pigott  and  Mr.  Houston  f — Tee. 
When  did  you  get  them  ? — About  a  week 


the  TV'dwi.  Bo  it  is  obvious  that  the 
answers  do  not  refer  to  the  letter  in 
tiuestian,  the  letter  of  llth  November, 
because  that  letter  was  sent  to  Ur. 
Soames  himself.  Then  a  little  lower 
down  in  the  Beport  it  will  be  seen  I 
call  for  the  Pigott- Labouchere  oorre- 
spondenoe.and  the  Memorandum  sent  by 
Labouohere  to  Figott.  Then  I  asked  a 
^ueetiDn  as  to  the  statement  which  was 
Str  C.  Rumll 


put  into  writing  almost  immediately, 
and  put  into  the  form  of  a  Statatory 
Declaration.  That  does  not  toooh  the 
letter  in  question.  Then,  on  2923^1 
think  it  will  be  convenient  to  the  Attor- 
ney General  that  I  shonld  give  these 
references — the  letter  of  arrangement, 
as  it  has  been  called,  is  referred  to,  but 
tbatletteris  neither  produced  nor  called 
for  at  that  time.  On  page  2923,  Pigott's 
statement  of  further  evidence  he  waa 
prepared  to  give  is  also  referred  to ;  it 
was  neither  called  for  nor  produced ; 
but  there  was  produced  the  Statutory 
Declaration  given  by  Pigott  to  Houston. 
Up  to  this  time,  neither  directly  nor  in- 
directly, was  there  any  reference  to  any 
letter  of  the  llth  of  November,  or  of 
any  other  date,  having  been  written  by 
Pigott  to  Mr.  Soames.  At  the  end  of 
Ur.  Soames'  oross-esamination,  at  page 
2931,  the  papers  which  had  been  pre- 
vious^ referred  to,  and  which  did  not 
indude  any  letters,  were  asked  for  and 
produced.  Then  came  Ur.  Uaodonald, 
and  after  his  evidence  came  the  attempt 
tn  anticipate  Pigott's  evidence  by  calling 
experts.  I  will  not  disousa  that  now.  I 
am  sorry  to  have  had  to  allude  to  it  even  so 
far,  but  it  was  neoeesaiy  to  do  it,  because 
we  are  rapidly  approaching  the  exami- 
nation of  Mr.  Houston  on  the  19th  of 
February.  At  page  2983  the  Statutory 
DeolaratioD  is  produced,  and  a  meoM^ 
randum  of  convereatieD  with  Sngene 
Davis  is  a^»d  for  at  mge  2996.  On 
the  20th  of  November  Houston  is  still 
under  cross-examination,  and  it  was  on 
that  day  that  Pigott  made  his  first 
appearance  in  the  box.  Up  to  this  time 
there  was  not  a  shadow  of  ground  for 
the  suggestion  that  the  letters  of  Pigott 
to  Ur.  Houston  and  Ur.  Soamee  of  the 
llth  of  November  and  l7th  November, 
and|Ur.  Soames'  letterof  the  ISthNovem- 
ber  were  referred  to  in  any  way.  I  was 
cross- examining  Houston  (seepage  3016) 
when  a  notioeable  circumstance  occurred. 
1  was  cross  examining  Houston,  and  I 
asked  him  whether  he  still  believed  in 
Pigott,  and  he  said  that  up  to  that  time 
be  had  had  no  reason  to  doubt  him,  and 
still  anticipated  that  he  would  do  what 
he  had  promised  to  do,  although  he 
did  not  like  Pigott's  interview  with  Ur. 
Labouchere.  I  ask  the  House  is  it 
possible,  supposing  I  bad  hod  at  that 
time  any  iniormation  as  to  the  existenee 
of  the  letter  which  Pigott  himself  had 
written  to  the  witness  in  the  box,  and 
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irhioli  the  witneM  had  destroyed,  and  in 
-whicA  letter  Pipitt  hod  diaoredited  him- 
oeU,  I  Bbonld  not  bftve  pot  a  qneatioo 
About  it  to  HouBton.  On  the  same  oooa- 
«ion,  in  page  3031  of  the  Bhorthand 
Jiotee,  the  arrangement  in  writing  is 
Werred  to  as  not  having  been  ap  to 
-then  produoed.  At  the  bottom  of  page 
3035  the  AttoraeyOeneral'sre-examina- 
tion  prooeeds — 

"BefoTB  Mr.  Pigott  oonee  I  will  put  In  a 
iottw  Sir  C.  RiumU  huoKllad  for  of  Norember 
IMh,  but  wbich  liu  not  boen  produoed— the 


IUarohSS,  1889^ 

get  fit>tD  him 


ThU  is  the  Attorney  Oaneral'e  daBorip- 
tion  (tf  it.  It  was  a  letter  in  whioh  Mr. 
Soames  ai^&owledged  the  letter  of  the 
i  1th,  and  mad*  no  reference  whatever 
to  its  diaorediting  ofaaraotpr  bo  far  ae 
I^gott's  eridenoe  was  eoneemed.  Than 
T  aaid  I  would  witih  that  put  in  when 
Ur.  IHgott  waa  in  the  box. 

"TheAUomsy  Genanl :  Aa  b.  nutteF  of  Hat 
70a  did  not.  If  joa  lay  to  now  it  ia  luiother 
mattar.    I  pye  it  to  my  Isamed  fiiand  now. 

"  Sir  C.  BumU  :  I  nid  ao  at  the  end  of  my 


"  The  Attorney  a«net^ :  When  yoa  oalled 
lor  it  Mr.  Soamei  wm  in  the  hoi,  and  yoa  aakad 
for  it,  and  rather  oamplained  (rf  our  not  hav- 
ing it  at  the  time. 

"SirC.  KuiaeUiKo. 

"  The  Attomay  General :  It  is  not  worth  dia- 
anwDg,  however,  my  Lorda.     I  tender   it  at 

Thongh  ^gott  had  been  oalled  he  was 
not  aotually  in  the  box,  and  I  did  not 
even  then  get  tbe  letter  (though  the 
Attorney  General  did  offer  to  put 
it  in)  o/the  15th  November.  But  even 
if  I  bad  got  that  letter  it  oould  not  have 
«ho«n  that  Pigott  was  a  discreditable 
witness.  I  wish  to  make  this  matter 
perfectly  plain.  On  February  26  Pigott 
bad  disappeared,  never  to  re-appear  in 
the  witnesa-box,  and  Houston  was  re- 
.catled.  On  page  3309  of  the  shorthand 
notes  appears  tbe  following — 
"The  Attorney  Qeneral:  There 


will  Tsmember  in  the  courae  of  Ur.  Soames 
l>eing  in  the  box  Sir  Charles  Ruiaell  called  for 
.a  commonication  between  Mr.  Figott  and  Ur. 
Soamea,  and  Mr.  Soamea  at  onoa  aaid  be  would 
f  rodnae  it. 

Sir  C.  Enaaell :  I  do  not  object  to  it. 

Tbe  Attorney  Qeneral:  On  my  offering  that 
it  shonld  he  put  in.  Sir  Charles  RnsasU  asked 
me  to  postpone  it  until  Mr,  Pigott  was  in  tbe 
box.  1  have  no  doabt  Sir  Cbailet  would  have 
lead  it  at  some  time  or  other,  bat  I  ask  to  be 
jJlowed  to  pnt  Hr.  Boames  in  the  box  before 
Anything  elae  ia  done,  and  yoor  Lordahipa  will 


.         that  hehad 

with  Pigott  on  the  tabjeet  I  venture  to  think 
that  my  learned  friend  will  agme  this  is  a  right 

Sir  C.  Ruaaell :  J  have  no  objection  at  all, 

G>vided   I  am  at  liberty  to  call  Mr.  Oeorge 
wis. 

The  Attorney  General :  Tfaat  is  no  condition 
at  all. 

The  President :  We  will  adjourn. 

The  Court  adj  earned." 
Up  to  this  time  it  is  clear  that  the  letter 
of  the  15th  of  November  had  not  been 
put  in  ;  that  is  perfectly  obvious.  What 
then  takes  place?  After  the  adjours- 
ment  the  Attorney  General  said — 

"  I  was  about  to  read  a  letter  from  Pigott  to 
Mr.  Soames :  but  I  will  take  the  caatae  at  pre- 
sent BugKested,  and  will  read  the  letter  of  the 
Ifith  of  November  and  the  letter  of  tbe  Uth, 
which  is  referred  to  in  it,  which  were  thoae 
whioh  were  oalled  for  by  Sir  Charlea  Ronell." 

^  ask  the  Attorney  Oenerol  to  refer  to 
any  syllable  or  line,  or  to  any  auggee- 
tion,  great  or  small,  direct  or  indirect, 
where  I  ever  referred  to  the  letter  of  the 
nth  of  November.  I  oould  not  have 
done  it,  beeauee  I  did  not  know  of  its 
existence.  The  Attorney  (General  goes 
on  to  say — 

"Tour  Lordships  will  afterwards  jadge 
whether  the  other  shonld  be  read  or  not.  I 
T«ad  the  Ifith  of  Hovember— flrat.  I  had  better 
nad  the  11th  of  November,  IS88,  from  Mr. 
Pigott  to  Mr.  Soames  : — '  I  enclose  yon  a  ooot 
of  a  letter  I  am  lending  Mr.  Uarriaon  by  tnia 
post,  to  whiob  I  mnit  earnestly  request  your 
earUeat  attention  '—that  is,  the  1  Ith  ol  Kovem- 
ber  from  Dublin.  Tbe  letter  enclosed  is  in 
tbeee  terms—-  8th  November,  from  Pigott  to 
Bouston.  Dear  Sir,— Endoaedoompletea  story 
of  the  negotiations.' 

Ilie  witness :  No ;  that  is  not  the  letter,  I 
think. 

The  8th  of  November,  I  think  F- No,  that 
is  not  the  enclosure. 

How  does  it  begin  f— The  enclotuie  is  the 
nth  of  November,  ISBS. 

Have  yon  got  it  T—I  have. 

Jost  read  it,  please. 

The  Preaident ;  la  this  the  letter  which  was 
encloaed  in  the  letter  of  the  llth]>  -Itisalettar 
written  to  me,  my  Lord,  by  Mr.  Pieott,  en- 
cloung  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  he  had  written 
the  same  day  addreaaed  to  Mr.  flouBtoo. 

Not,  then,  of  the  Hth  ut  November  F— No  ; 
that  is  another  letter." 

Now,  again,  I  ask  the  Attomay  Gteneral 
either  to  admit  that  he  has  made  a  mis- 
take— wemay  differ  as  to  the  importanoe 
of  the  mistake — or  to  point  out  any 
paeeagfl  in  the  whole  of  the  evidence 
to  show  there  was,  from  the  beginning 
to  the  end,  any  reference  to  any  letter  of 
November  11th.  Now,  this  remarkable 
passage  occurs.    According  to  the  state- 
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maot  of  the  AttomeT  Gtenerat,  I  am  sup- 
poaed  to  li&TS  hod  thia  letter  io  m; 
poawMion  ainoe  Febmary  20tb,  five 
OftTB  before  Febraory  ^6th.  On  the 
oocaaioD  in  queation,  irhat  happened  ? 
I  aaked — 


oopy." 

Yet  it  is  said  that  that  document,  of 
which  I  was  asking  for  a  oopj,  had  been 
in  my  poeaeasioa  for  five  dajB.  I  do 
not  know  that  there  is  any  other  matter 
to  which  I  deaire  to  oall  attendon.  I 
OBii  oaaure  the  Houee — and  I  hope  that 
those  on  both  tides  of  the  Houae  who 
know  me  will  believe  me  when  I  say  it — 
it  is  no  pleasure  to  me — far  from  it — to 
have  to  say  one  word  in  referenos  to 
this  matter,  and  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  mistaken  kindueas  on  the  part  of 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Hemher  for  Bury,  I  certainly  should  not 
have  intervened  to-night.  But  I  feel 
called  upon  to  give  an  explanation  on  a 
matter  of  fact,  and  though  it  may  give 
piun  to  the  Attorney  General— which  I 
greatly  regret — to  espreaa  my  honest 
reeling  and  opinion  as  to  the  mode, 
whiob  I  do  not  think  a  fair  one,  in  vhioh 
the  case  haa  been  conducted. 

•Tbe  ATTOBNEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
HioHABD  WsBaTBH,  Isle  of  Wight); 
I  shall  not  detain  tbe  Houae  for  more 
than  a  very  few  minutea.  If  I  have 
made  any  mistake  I  shall  frankly  admit 
it:  I  will  merely  atate  my  belief  in  the 
matter  in  the  same  way  as  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  haa  stated  his,  and 
if  I  am  in  error  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  difference  between  ua 
will  ever  be  solved,  but  I  will  state  to 
the  House  exactly  the  material  on  which 
I  form  my  judgment.  I  respect  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend's  recolleotioa,  and  I 
ask  him  to  give  the  same  credit  to  my 
recollection.  I  must  ask  to  be  allowed 
to  make  one  or  two  preliminary  remarks, 
which  I  shall  do  without  the  slightest 
feeling.  I  only  regret  that  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  was  not  in  the  House 
when  the  attack  was  made  upon  me, 
beeause  I  think  he  would  have  shared 
with  me  the  feelings  of  indignation  at 
the  imputations  which  were  made  upon 
me  by  the  right  hoo.  Uember  for  Derby. 
It  is  all  veiy  well  for  my  hon.  and 
leaned  Friend  to  say  that  he  makes  no 
8w  CSmuM 


imputation  npon  my  honour,  but  it  ia 
hardly  poaaible  for  any  one  who  beard 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Uamber 
for  Derby  to  think  that  he  made  none. 
That  right  hon.  Gentleman  brought 
eight  or  nine  chargea  against  me,  every 
one  of  which  I  answered.  I  undertake- 
to  say  that  I  have  answered  every  one- 
of  them,  thougli  I  will  not  undertE^e  to 
say  I  satisfied  every  hon.  Member  on  th» 
other  aide.  The  auggeation  now  made 
is  that  in  respect  of  one  part  of  one  of 
those  charges  I  am  mistaken  in  fact.  I 
do  not  believe  that  I  made  any  mistake  ^ 
but  if  I  did  say  that,  it  is  upon  an 
almost  immaterial  point.  ["Oh!"J  X 
am  sure  my  hon.  and  learned  Fnend- 
will  deal  fairly  with  me  ;  it  ia  of  no  u»» 
for  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  to- 
express  ulent  signs  of  ooatempt.  The 
charge  made  against  me  is  that  I  kept 
back — and  this  is  tbe  sting  of  the  charge 
—bom  the  Court  all  knowledge  of  tho 
letters  of  the  11th  and  of  the  17th  of 
November.  I  admit  at  onoe  that  I  was 
under  some  miaapprebeusion  as  to  the 
date.     I  had  no  notice  at  the  time  of  tbe 

rirticular  details  of  the  charges— of  that 
do  not  complain  ;  but,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  I  had  no  notice  of  them.  I  had  to 
rely  entirely  u[K>n  my  memory.  I  had 
not  the  shorthand  notes  to  refer  to, 
and  I  mude  a  mistake  aa  to  a  date, 
aa  I  did  last  night  when  I  wrote 
my  letter.  I  thought  that  the  letter  so 
much  oommented  on  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  was  the  letter 
of  Soamea  to  Pigott  of  November  IS. 
I  did  not  apply  my  mind  to  the  letter  of  the 
17th  of  November.  What  I  had  in  my 
mind  waa  the  letter  of  the  1 1th,  whiehl 
thought  was  the  letter  of  the  lAth.  That 
letter  waa  described  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  a» 
being  a  letter  in  which  Pigott  declared, 
hia  own  infamy,  and  informed  Mr. 
Houston  and  Mr.  Soamea  that  if  he  went 
into  the  witness-box  hie  character  would 
be  known,  with  the  result  the  oase  for 
the  prosecution  would  be  destroyed.  I 
aaid  in  the  Houae  that  that  was  an 
absolutely  incorrect  representation  ot 
what  Pigott'a  letter  was.  I  aud  there 
was  DO  word  in  Pigott'a  letter,  he  it  that 
letter  of  tbe  1 1th,  15th,  or  17th,  whick 
justified  any  auch  atatement.  But  the 
charge  waa  that  I  kept  that  letter  back 
from  the  Oourt.  Now,  I  am  not  oom- 
ptaining  to  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
who  conducted   the   oase    with    great 
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tonamo  ability;  but  will  anybarristHr 
fcinrtly  ooneider  wbat  the  real  faota  are  7 
I  will  put  the  case  worse  against  myeelf. 
T  agree  tbat  I  was  wrong  about  the  five 
davB  I  quoted  from  memary.  I  believe 
I  saonld  have  eaid  two  days.  I  will  ex- 
plain exactly  how  the  error  arose.  I  had 
nothiag  to  «o  by  except  my  reoolleotioii 
of  the  actual  oonree  of  events.  On 
febraary  20  last  I  speoifioally  asked  to 
'be  allowed  toput  in  the  letter  of  Novem- 
ber IS,  188S.  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  will 
be  good  enoagh  to  follow  me  upon  a 

Juestion  of  my  bond  j!dM  in  thia  matter, 
offered  to  put  in  the  letter  of  November 
IS,  1688.  How  does  that  letter  oom- 
mence,  and  the  House  will  then  see 
whether  this  argument  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  is  really  pouible.  The 
letter  of  November  IS  begins — 

"I  am  in  receipt  ot  yours  of  the  11th,  en- 
-clodoff  a  oopy  of  a  latter  7011  have  addreaied  to 
Hr.  Honeton." 

Is  there  any  barrister,  or  anybody  who 
■ever  practised  at  all,  who  will  suggest 
that  if  I  had  been  allowed  to  read  that 
letter  of  November  IS  I  could  have  de- 
•cliDed  to  put  in  the  eaoloenre  referred  to 
-of  November  1 1  ?  The  mietake  has 
arisen  entirely  from  my  not  having  the 
-shorthand  notes  with  me.  Thinking 
ihat  the  letter  to  which  reference  haa 
Iteen  made  was  under  date  the  ISth,  I 
referred  to  it  as  the  letter  of  that  date. 
It  mast  be  remembered  that  although  I 
Icaew  more  than  a  month  ago  the  debate 
was  to  be  raised,  I  received  not  the 
slightest  idea  from  the  right  hon.  Qea- 
-tieman  the  Uember  for  Derby  ot  the 
nature  of  the  charges  he  was  goiug  to 
bring  against  me.  All  I  can  aay  is  that 
~1  meant  to  put  in  before  the  Court,  and 
I  offered  to  put  in,  a  letter  of  November 
15 ;  and  if  that  letter  had  been  read  the 
result  would  have  been  this— tbat  then 
the  letter  of  November  1 1  must  also  have 
been  read.  Let  me  tell  the  House 
exactly  how  the  matter  stands.  Uy 
hoD.  and  learned  Friend  desires  to  dis- 
ouM  here  a  matter  which  he  may  after- 
wards desire  to  discuss  before  the 
■Ctourt 

Sib  0.  BUSSELL :  I  assure  you  I  do 
^ot. 
*SiB  B.  WEBSTER :  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  cannot  make  an  attack 
upon  me  without  i^  being  allowed 
ito  make  a  reply.     Ho  has  said  he  is 


fling  to  attack  me  in  the  Commisnon. 
am  perfectly  aware  of  it,  and  I  said 
before  the  Oommiseion  that  I  would  bear 
with  resignation  the  attaeks  to  be  sub- 
ee^uently  made  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Fnend.  It  is  before  the  Commisnon 
that  my  oonduot  in  reference  to  the  case 
will  have  to  be  discussed.  But  this  de- 
bate is  raised  upon  this,  oomparatively 
speaking,  minor  point,  beoauee  my  hoD. 
and  learned  Fnend  elected  that  no 
single  part  of  the  Pigott  correepondenoe 
should  be  read  until  Pigott  went  into  the 
bos.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  will 
not  differ  from  me  on  tbat  point ;  but  I 
was  bound  to  produce  it  all.  I  ask  my 
hoD.  and  learned  Friend  just  to  let  me 
tell  what  my  recollection  is.  I  do  not 
agree  with  bis  very  minute  criticism  of 
the  shorthand  writer's  notes,  but  I  will 
tell  the  House  how  I  understood  the 
particular  answer  to  which  be  attached 
BD  much  importance.  I  do  not  at  all 
agree  that  when  he  asked  for  the  Figott 
and  Houston  correapondence  he  simply 
meant  to  aek  for  the  letters  which  came 
from  Mr.  Macdonald.  It  is  perfectly 
plain  he  did  not;  for,  in  tbe  same 
breath,  he  asked  for  tbe  Pigott  and 
Labouchere,  the  Houston  and  Pigott, 
and  the  IHgott  and  Oeorge  Lewie  cor- 
respondence. Now,  I  assert  that  not  one 
of  mese  latter  ever  was  in  the  bands  of 
Mr.  Macdonald ;  and  I  aseert  tbat  the 
correspondence  of  Figottand  Labouchere 
and  of  (}eorge  Lewis  and  Pigott  was 
never  in  any  hands  except  those  of  Mr. 
Houston  and  Mr.  Soames.  Therefore, 
90  far  &om  only  intending  to  call  for  the 
letters  in  tbe  hands  of  Mr.  Macdonald, 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  asked  dis- 
tinctly for  all  correepondenoe  and  tbe 
Statutory  declaration.  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  memory  misleads  him. 
He  asked  for  the  letters  which  bad  come 
from  Mr.  Macdonald,  and  then  made  a 
general  request  for  the  letters  Mr. 
Soames  bad.  But  he  did  not  stop  there. 
Before  the  adjoumment  on  that  day  my 
hon.  and  learned  IViend  asked  Mr. 
Soames  whether  he  had  got  the  papers. 
Hr.  Soames  said  he  had  not  been  able 
to  get  them,  but  would  get  them  after 
tbe  adjoumment  of  tbe  Oourt.  The  ISth 
of  February,  I  wish  the  House  to  re- 
member, was  a  Friday,  which  is  tbe 
reason  I  came  to  make  tiie  mistake  about 
tbe  five  days.  I  hare  endeavoured  to  as- 
certain the  accuracy  of  my  recollectioa 
by  asking  Mr,  Soames  distinctly  as  to 
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what  waa  done;  and  I  will  stat« 
to  the  HouK  the  result  of  my  convena- 
tion  with  lit.  SoameB.  On  the  Friday, 
or  the  Saturdaj  following;,  printed 
oopiea  of  the  correBpondence  were  pre- 

Sared  to  be  handed  to  counsel  in 
t£Ferent  bandies.  My  recollection  ia 
diatinct  that  on  the  following  Tuesday 
tnominif  I  handed  to  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Pigott  and  Soames 
bundle  of  letters.  He  says  "  No." 
Has  he  searched  his  papers  f  Is  he 
aore  the  bundle  is  not  among  his 
papere  ?  It  really  is  immaterial  on  the 
merits  of  the  matter;  but  I  believe 
there  will  be  found  among  the  papers 
the  very  bundle  that  I  handed  to  him. 
It  may  be  that  he  handed  it  back  to  Mr. 
Boamea;  he  very  often  did  band  back 
bundles  if  they  were  not  going  to  be  put 
in.  But  my  recollection  is  distinct  that 
I  handed  it  to  my  hon,  and  learned 
Friend,  and  I  asked  him  to  let  me  then 
read  tf^e  letter  of  November  15,  which, 
if  there  was  any  oat  to  be  let  ont  of  tbe 
bag,  would  have  let  out  the  oat  with 
respect  to  the  letter  of  November  11. 
I  repeat,  although  it  is  almost  childish 
to  argue  it,  that  if  I  put  in  a  letter  of 
the  Idth  I  could  not  decline  to  ^ut  in  a 
letter  of  the  1  Itb  referred  to  in  it.  M!y 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  is  not  onlyamost 
astute  man  in  all  these  matters,  but  he 
was  assisted  b^  juniors  who  are  rapidly 
following  in  his  steps.  And  they  would 
immediately  have  called  for  that  letter, 
and  I  should  have  had  to  produce  it.  I 
can  only  say  I  beheve  I  handed  a  bundle 
to  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  on  Tues- 
day, February  19.  I  may  be  mistaken.  I 
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that  he  said  he  did  not  wish  it  read  until 
Figott  waa  in  tbe  box.  I  aay  agiuD,  my 
hoD.  and  learned  Friend  must  not  and' 
will  not  misrepresent  me  in  what  I  have 
not  stated.  I  had  not  the  aUghteat  oom- 
munioatdon  with  anybody  last  night 
when  I  wroto  my  letter.  I  wrote  from 
recollection,  and  without  any  reference- 
to  ahortband  notes  at  all.  I  ask  the- 
Honse  to  allow  me  to  read  from  that 
letter,  becauae  I  cannot  put  the  matter 
more  distinctly.  I  wrote  that  "In  the 
oourse  of  Ur.  Soames's  cross-examina- 
tion Sir  Charles  Bussell  asked  for  all 
letters  which  had  passed  between  Ur. 
Soamea  and  Figott,  and  I  nndertook  to- 
produce  them  ;  that  the  next  day  or  the 
next  day  but  one" — of  course  I  meant 
by  that  the  next  day  when  the  Court 
assembled — "  I  handed  Sir  Oharlea  Rna- 
sell  a  printed  bundle  of  the  oorreepoad- 
ence  containing,  as  I  believe,  copies  of 
Pigott's  letter,  of  November  15  and. 
November  17."  Now,  the  House  will 
judge  whether  I  meant  to  mislead  any- 
one. What  did  I  say : — "  As  far  aa  mr 
memory  serves  me,  the  copy  of  Figott^ 
letter  to  Ifr.  Houston  of  the  11th  of 
November  was  not  in  the  bundle,  but  as 
to  this  my  reoollectiDn  is  not  diatinct."' 
I  admit  that,  in  so  far  as  the  othernight  I 
referred  to  the  Figott  letter  as  a  separate 
and  distinct  document  of  November  1  Sthr 
Iwas  wrong.  I  ought  really  to  have  re- 
ferred to  it  as  a  document  of  November 
11th  which  was  referred  to  in  Ur. 
tkiames'  letter.  I  only  wish  to  read  one 
concluding  aentence,  and  to  ask  whether 
it  does  not  represent  my  position  fairly. 
The  charge  made  against  me  by  the 
can  only  state  what  I  stated  in  a  letter    right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  fbr 


written  last  night,  and  which  appears 
in  the  TimM  this  morning.  I  do  not  say 
thatmy  hon.  and  learned  Friendeverread 
the  letter.  I  have  never  suggested  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  It  may  be  tha^  inas- 
much aa  he  was  not  going  todealwith  the 
matter  until  Figott  went  into  the  box, 
he  did  not  consider  it  of  sufficient  im- 

eirtanoe  to  look  the  bundle  through, 
ut  Mr.  Soames  informs  me,  quite  inde- 
pendently of  my  own  statement,  that 
his  recollection  is  distinct  that  the  bundle 
was  handed  to  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  Have  the  papers  been  looked 
through  to  see  wheuier  that  bundle  is 
in  existence  or  not?  It  is  perfectly 
clear  from  Mr.  Soames's  examination  of 
February  20  that  I  handed  some  docu- 
ment to  my  hon  and  learned  Friend,  and 
Sir  £.  Webtttr 


Derby  was  that  I  had  kept  these  mat- 
ters back  from  the  Court ;  that  I  had 
vouched  Figott  as  a  witness  of  truth, 
and  had  not  told  tbe  Court  that  there 
was  this  letter  in  my  possession.  That 
letter  would  have  been  read  just  before 
Figott  waa  produced,  but  that  my  hoD> 
and  learned  Friend  elected  that  the  oor- 
respondence  should  not  be  read  until 
Figott  waa  in  the  box.  I  do  not  believe 
that  any  one  will  deny  that  after  reading 
the  leUer  of  the  Idth,  tbe  letter  of  the 
nth  of  November  must  have  come  out, 
and,  of  course,  I  intended  that  it  should 
come  out.  May  I  remind  the  House 
that  on  the  26th  of  Februaiy  I  actually 
mentioned  the  letter  of  the  Uth  of 
November  as  one  which  bad  been  called 
for  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  F' 
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AooordinKl^i  this  is  the  porition.  The 
charge  of  ttie  right  hon.  Qentleman  was 
this — that  I  had  kept  back  those  letters 
and  put  Pigott  into  the  box  without  dis- 
olooD^  them.  I  state  again  that  I 
wished  that  oorraspondenoe  to  be  read 
before  Pieott  went  into  the  box.  I  state 
again,  as  I  stated  on  X^day  with  warmtfa 
—I  do  not  apologize  for  uiat  warmth — 
that  when  I  tendered  that  letter  of  the 
15th  oi  November  I  tendered  it  as  part 
of  the  correspondence,  and  I  meant  to 
produce  the  fetter  of  the  Uth.  The 
whole  of  this  debate  has  been  raised 
for  the  purpose  of  justifying  the  oonduot 
of  m;  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  becanse 
be  thought  fit  not  to  put  in  these  letters 
before  Pigott  was  called.  ["Oh!"]  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ifember  for 
Derby  may  say  "Oh£"  asmnohashe 
likes.  How  is  the  position  of  Frid^ 
night  altered  from  that  of  to-night  7  Is 
there  any  honest  penon  who  wiil  sug- 
gest that  I  kept  back  the  letter  of  the 
I6th  of  November?  ["Yes."]  Is 
there  any  one  to  suggest  that  I  tried  to 
keep  back  the  letter  of  the  15th  of  No- 
vember? ["Yes."]  I  repeat  again  if 
my  hon.  and  teamed  Friend  says  he 
never  saw  these  letters,  I  believe  that 
he  never  did  see  them,  or  has  no  recol- 
leotion  of  it.  But  I  ask  him  to  reepeot 
my  reoolleotion,  which  is,  that  when  I 
handed  him  the  bundle,  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  did  not  wish  the  letter 
read  until  Pigott  was  in  the  box. 
Thfl  charge  against  me  on  Friday 
night  is  without  foundation.  I  dis- 
oiosed,  and  ordered  to  be  prepared 
and  put  in,  all  the  letters  that  passed 
on  Tuesday  morning,  the  19tb.  I  re- 
peat my  recoUectiona  and  strong  belief 
that  if  the  papers  are  Bearohed  it 
will  be  found,  and  that  the  ouly 
reason  they  were  not  put  in  when  prO' 
duced  was  because  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  desired  to  keep  thsm  back.  I  do 
not  think  the  attempt  to  prove  me  in  the 
wrong  is  worth  the  amount  of  disoassion 
which  has  taken  place.  It  has  neceaei- 
tated  my  going  into  the  matter  at  some 
length.  I  have  shown  no  warmth,  I 
have  simply  dealt  with  the  question  as 
one  of  fact.  It  is  only  one  of  the  many 
charges,  and  one  part  of  many  charges, 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Uember  tor  Derby  thought  it  right  to 
bring  against  me,  and  it  is  some  aatis- 
faotion  that  it  is  upon  this  point  only 
that  the  Party  opposite  have  been  able 


to  find  the  slightest  rift  in  the  joints  of 
my  armour. 

«Ub.  ASQUITH  (Fife,  E.);  I  can- 
assnre  the  House  it  is  with  reluetaooe- 
that  I  rise  to  intervene  in  this  debate. 
Like  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Sir 
C.  Buesell)  I  took  no  part  in  the  disoas- 
sion or  the  division  on  Friday  night.  I 
abstained  for  reasons  which  I  shonld 
have  thought  would  have  been  free  from 
the  misconception  of  the  most  unBompa- 
lous  partisans,  but  the  matter  has  now 
reached  a  stage  when,  in  the  interest  of 
historical  accuracy,  if  upon  no  other 
grounds,  I  must  endeavour  to  make  per- 
fectly clear  the  actual  state  of  the  case. 
The  Attorney  General  saye  this  point  is 
of  very  minor  importance.  That  is  a 
matter  of  opinion.  I  was  not  present 
in  the  House  during  the  debate  on  Fri- 
day,  but  we  read  in  the  papers  that  no 
part  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's speech  was  received  with  such 
tumultuous  applause  as  the  declaration 
that  be  had  spontaneously  votnnteered, 
five  days  before  Pigott  went  into  the 
box,  to  furnish  to  the  other  side  mate> 
rials  for  testing  this  witness  of  truth 
whom  he  was  about  to  produce. 

•SiH  H.  WEBSTER:  I  have  cor- 
reoted  five  days.  I  said  t  was  wrong 
about  that. 

*Ub.  ABQTTITH  :  Quite  so ;  but  I  am 
dealing  with  the  importance  of  the  point. 
Now,  what  are  the  facts  as  they  have 
been  elucidated  from  the  shorthand 
notes,  and  the  statement  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Sir  CBusaell)?  Instead 
of  this  letter  of  the  11th  of  November 
being  produced  voluntarily — if  it  ever 
was  produced  at  all — it  was  produced  in 
response  to  a  call  in  cross-examination, 
which  had  to  be  responded  to.  Instead 
of  the  letter  being  produced,  upon  the 
Attorney  General's  own  admission,  five 
days  before,  it  was  tendered  on  the  20th 
of  February,  just  as  Pigott  was  about  to 
enter  the  box.  Now,  that  is  common 
ground  between  us.  As  tothe  letter  itself, 
I  assert— and  I  have  as  clear  a  recollec- 
tion of  the  matter  as  I  have  of  anything 
that  ever  took  place  in  my  life — I  assert 
that  neither  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
nor  myself — and  I  need  not  say  we  were 
in  the  closest  communication  in  this 
matter— had  the  ghost  of  a  glimmering 
of  a  notion  that  there  was  a  letter  from 
Pigott  in  which  he  announced  that  his 
testimony  could  not  be  relied  upon. 
When   Pigott  went  into  the  box,  al- 
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thongh  we  knsw  ■om«thmg  about  his 
AotocedentB,  we  believed  t^At  he  was 
being'  pat  forward  as  a  witaees  o£  truth, 
Jiut  as  informar  after  informer  had  been 
put  forward  in  the  earlier  stogea  of  the 
oau.  That  being  so,  let  me  oall  attention 
to  one  remarkable  statement  made  by 
the  Attorney  Genera].  Hit  statement  the 
other  night  was  that  he  had  oommuni- 
oated  to  us  the  incriminating  letters  in 
vhioh  Pigott  admits  he  would  be  dis- 
credited on  oroes-eiamination.  What 
is  Ms  statement  to-day  f  That  he  had 
tendered  in  eTidenoe  the  letter  of  the 
Idth  of  NoTombflT,  not  from  Pigott  to 
Boames,  but  from  Soames  to  Pigott, 
whiah  oontained  a  reference  to  the 
letter  of  the  11th  of  November  from 
Pigott  to  t^oamee,  and  that  if  that  letter 
had  been  put  in  then  there  would  have 
been  on  opportunity  of  oatling  for  the 
letter  of  the  II  th  of  November.  Does 
be  really  mean  to  say  that  these  two 
etatements  amount  to  the  same  thing  t 
t  will  not  oomment  upon  that  statement; 
the  facts  are  before  the  House.  The 
ehorthaod  notes  bear  out  in  every  par- 
tionlar  thereoollection  of  my  hon.  Fnend 
whtoh  tallies  with  my  own  ;  and  I  leave 
the  matterto  the  honest  judgment  of  any 
fur- minded  and  impartialman  who  reads 
the  statements  on  both  sides. 

8«  W.  HAROOUST  (Derby) : 
have  no  desire  to  aggravate  the  pOBiti< 
of  the  Attorney  Oeneral,  whieh  must  be 
somewhat  painful  to  him.  He  has  said 
that  this  is  a  matter  of  no  importance. 
It  is  wonderful  how  the  importance  of 
things  varies  according  to  their  issues. 
We  are  told  now  that  the  forged  letter 
is  a  matter  of  no  importance.  It  was 
not  oonsidered  a  matter  of  no  import- 
anee  when  it  was  published  in  the  ZVmm 
on  the  morning  of  the  Second  Beadii 
of  the  Ooarcion  Bill.  Now,  we  are  tc 
that  tbia  point  is  of  no  importance ;  but 
the  House  on  Friday  night  tbonght  it 
was  of  importance,  as  every  one  will 
remember.  Tbe  Attorney  General  said 
that  he  had  no  notice  that  he  was  ex- 
pected to  refer  to  this  matter.  I  am 
surprised  at  that,  as  I  referred  to  it  at 
Derby  and  Lambetb,  and  warned  him 
that  he  would  be  asked  in  this  House 
as  to  the  letter  of  the  11th  of  Novem- 
ber. 
*Rni  B.  WEBSTER  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  say  a  wora  in  his 
speeohes  about  my  keying  the  letters 
back. 

Mf.Aijuith 


Sis  W.  HAROOITfiT  :  That  was  my 
objaot  in  challenging  him.  I  asked  him 
when  he  knew  of  them.  I  never  mp- 
poeed  ha  oould  have  known  of 
them  and  not  oommunioata  them. 
The  Attorney  General  has  spoken  of  my 
charge  against  him.'  What  was  my 
charge  against  him  f  I  said  before,  end 
I  repeat  now,  that  the  Attorney  General 
two  mouths  and  a  half  before  Pigott 
came  into  the  box  knew  that  he  was  a 
dieoreditable  and  discredited  witueas. 
I  say  upon  that  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
any  public  prosecutor  to  make  inquiry— ~ 
I  do  not  mean  personally,  but  to  instmet 
his  solicitor  to  inquire  into  the  character 
of  that  man.  I  said  that  he  ought  not 
in  a  criminal  prosecution  to  prodnoe  a 
man  of  that  character  without  giving 
some  notice  to  the  aocused.  This  is 
altogether  a  foolish  attempt  to  raise  a 
aide  issue.  The  real  issue  is  whetlier 
Pigott  should  have  been  called  or  not. 
What  I  s^d  was  that  a  man  who  knew 
what  the  Attorney  General  knew  in 
December  aught  not  to  lie  by  and  endea- 
vour to  keep  alive  until  the  last  moment 
the  charge  involved  in  tbe  forged  letters 
against  the  hon.  Uember  for  Oork,  and 
to  encourage  the  TVmm,  knowing  what 
he  knew,  to  publish  what  it  did  publish 
every  morning.  The  Attorney  General, 
I  said,  had  kept  bach  his  knowledge 
until  the  lost  moment,  and  only  revealed 
it  when  driven  to  the  laat  extremity.  It 
ia  quite  certain  that  to  the  defenoe  that 
letter  was  never  known  until  the  26th 
of  February,  when  Pigott  had  left  the 
country,  and  if  he  had  not  left  it  wonld 
have  only  postponed  tbe  knowledge  for 
another  week  in  order  to  keep  the 
calumny  alive.  What  answer  is  there 
to  that  ?  There  is  no  answer ;  it  is 
confirmed  like  the  rest  —  like  the 
apology — out  of  the  mouth  of  the 
Attorney  General.  There  is  one  dr- 
oumatance  which  ia  conclusive  against 
the  version  which  the  Attorney  General 
has  offered  to  the  House.  He  says 
that  he  gave  the  letters 

•Sir  B.  WEBSTER  :  I  did  give  them. 
Sra  W.  HAROOTJET :  It  is  an  extra- 
ordinary thing,  if  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  H&okney  and 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  for  Dum- 
barton received  letters  of  that  kind,  that 
they  did  not  uoderatand  them.  Does 
anybody  believe  that  for  a  single  mo- 
ment ?  I  say  they  were  not  given. 
There  is  another  oiroumstanoe  deserving 
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'oi  observation.  Mj  hon.  aai  learned 
Friand  the  Uember  for  Hackaey  re- 
farred  to  the  Gross-ezamiaation  of 
Houston.  That  cross -examination  took 
1^0  in  the  presence  of  the  Attorney 
Oeneral,  the  Attorney  General  kaev 
lliat  Houston  had  been  informed  by 
Figott  that  he  was  a  discredited  and 
'discreditable  witness,  and  yet  the  wit- 
ness said,  "  I  had  complete  oonfidenoe 
~in  Pigott,  and  had  no  reason  to  doubt 
Mm."  The  Attorney  General  knew  that 
was  a  false  statement,  and  yet  he  sat 
by  while  he  heard  a  statement  made 
to  the  Court  which  he  knew  to  be 
false.  The  hoa.  and  leuned  Gentleman 
-sits  by  and  allows  that  flvidenoe  to  be 
.presented  as  truth.  I  think  that  such 
a  thing  is  altogether  unknown  in  the 
criminal  iarisprudence  of  this  country, 
P'OhP'Trom  the  Uinisterial  Benches.^ 
Then  jou  approve  of  it.  That  is  worthy 
of  you.  When  documents  have  been 
'proved  to  be  forgeries  you  assert  they 
-are  true;  when  such  proceedings  as  this 
in  a  criminal  proseoution  are  brought  be- 
fore you  you  say  that  is  what  you  wished 
your  Attorney  General  to  do,  and  you 
admire  him  for  having  done  it.  Here 
this  witness  states  in  the  preaence  of 
the  Attorney  General  that  which  the 
Attorney  General  knows  to  be  false. 
P'Oh,  oh!"]  Yes,  he  did  know  it. 
Houston  had  stated  to  him  that  he  had 
no  oonGdence  in  Figott's  evidence. 
*8iR  B.  WEB8TEB:  I  am  most 
unwilling  to  interpose,  but  I  say  dis- 
tinctly tnat  there  is  not  the  slightest 
shadow  of  foundation  for  the  statement 
that  I  either  knew  or  had  any  reason  to 
know  that  the  answer  of  Mr.  Houston 
was  not  true. 

8iK  W.  HARCOURT  :  Houston 
was  called  in  February.  On 
17th  of  February  Figott  had  written 
a  letter.  There  were  two  letters, 
one  on  the  Itth  of  November  by 
Figott  to  Houston,  the  other  on  the 
17th  of  November  by  Figott  to  Soames. 
The  purport  of  both  was  exactly  the 
-same,  though  the  expressions  are  dif- 
ferent.    The  letter  to  Soames  said  : — 
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"  I  am  bound  agiun  to  waxa  ;oq  that  my 
teatimony  will  b«  certain  to  be  so  aeagiblf 
weakeDsd  ia  croBS-examintttioa  as  to  be  Berioualy 
injnred." 

Yet  the  Attorney  General  considers 
that  consistent  with  Huuiiton  sweartog 
that  he  had  oonfidenee  in  Figott  Does 
Jie  think  it  worth  while  to  let  that 
VOL.  OCOXXXIV.  [thied  sbbies.] 


statement  go  to  the  House;  aye,  and  to 
the  country  ?  Look  how  this  case  haa 
been  dealt  with.  Soames  knew  ths  case 
of  the  T^nut  to  be  rotten.  Oettainly  in 
November  when  he  received  that  letter,  . 
he  knew  that  Figott  was  not  to  be . 
trusted ;  the  Attorney  General  knew 
about  the  letter  on  the  12th  of  Decem- 
ber, and  he,  therefore,  also  knew  the 
case  to  be  rotten  ;  and  yet  we  have  all 
these  combined  to  keep  alive  the  charge 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 
They  called  the  experts  first,  and  this  ia 
the  on  It  explanation  the  Attorney 
General  has  to  give.  If  there  was  any 
doubt  about  the  matter,  they  ought  to 
have  brought  it  forward  and  disposed  of 
it  at  the  earliest  moment.  If  they  had 
any  reason  to  doubt  the  evidence  of 
Figott,  they  ought  to  have  called  him  in 
November  or  December,  so  that  the 
matter  might  have  been  investigated 
and  dealt  with,  and  if  the  evidence,  as 
they  had  every  reason  to  believe,  was 
not  to  be  depended  upon,  then  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  would  at 
least  have  been  discharged  from 
this  odious  imputation.  You  may  spin 
cohweha  of  miserable  professional 
etiquette.  The  common  sense  of  the 
country  will  see  that  they  are  a  pre- 
tence. It  will  see  that  a  number  of 
men  having  reason  to  suspect  that  the 
charges  were  false  and  the  evidence  io- 
sui&cient  combined  to  keep  those 
charges  alive  until  the  very  last  moment. 
And  why?  Because  they  knew  the 
moment  they  were  brought  forward, 
they  would  break  down  and  their  false- 
hood would  be  detected,  that  was  the 
reason  they  kept  them  alive.  It  was 
one  of  the  moat  deliberate  acts  of  profes- 
sional cruelty  and  injustice  which  could 
be  inflicted  by  an  Attorney  General  or 
a  Public  Prosecutor.  That  is  the  reason 
why  I  thought  it  my  duty,  knowing  the 
opinion  of  counsel  in  the  case,  to  use 
the  words  "deliberate  unfairness"  or 
the  word  "  unfairness  "  which  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hackney  has  used.  The  Attorney 
General  has  imputed  to  me  that  I 
charged  him  with  dishonourable  oon- 
duct.  I  never  used  the  word.  People's 
ideas  of  honour  differ.  Your  ideas  of 
honour  may  be  that  unfairness  is 
honourable.  That  is  the  charge,  mark 
you — uufairoe^s  to  the  accused  under 
such  an  accusation  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  laboured  under,  unfairness  by 
2D  ,  , 
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a  man  in  the  poBition  of  the  Qneen'a 
Attorney  General  commanding  sll  the 
influence  and  all  the  power  of  the  GrowD. 
Unfaimese  is  charged  against  him  by 
the  counsel  to  whom  he  was  opposed, 
and  he  aaya,  "  Oh,  that  is  a  very  dif- 
■ferentthinKfromachatgeof  dishonour." 
That  I  vilT  not  enter  into.  Hy  charge 
against  the  Attorney  Gteneral  was  and 
is  in  this  House,  and  shall  be  out  of  this 

House [^Mtnitttrial    lauffhUr.'] 

yes,  you  are  not  going  to  determine 
this  question  now.  You  are  very  much 
mistaken  if  yoi^  think  so.  This  ease, 
which  lias  at  the  very  root  of  the  adrr>in- 
istration  of  justice,  and  which  shows 
how  the  principles  you  have  introduced 
into  Irish  Justice  ate  poisoning '  the  ad- 
min iatration,  will  go  Defore  tiie  judg- 
ment of  the  country.  I  say  that  a  more 
lamentable  example  of  the  degradation 
of  the  principles  which  have  hitherto 
governed  and  distinguished  the  Bar  was 
never  brought  under  the  final  judgment 
of  the  oouotry. 

rEBB  SOLIOITOE  GENERAL  (Sir  E. 
Olarex,  Plymouth) :  There  is  not  much 
"miserable  etiquette"  about  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  either  professional  or 
otherwise.  With  a  just  admiration  for 
his  own  speeches,  he  has  taken  advan- 
tage of  the  opportunity  of  the  conversa- 
tion which  has  ariwn  this  afternoon  for 
repeating,  with  somewhat  livelier  tones 
and  with  additional  declamation,  the 
speech  which  he  made  last  Friday  even- 
ing. I  am  not  going  to  re-open  the 
whole  controversy.  I  do  not  think  the 
House  wishes  at  length  to  discuss  the 
whole  matter  again.  Uy  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
and  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hackney  have  both  made 
statements  to  the  House  this  evening 
with  regard  to  a  matter  of  fact  upon 
which    their    memories  do  not  agree. 

t"Oh,"andi»uy*(«r,'|  Ishoulddeserveto 
e  smiled  at  if  I  saia  their  memories  did 
agree.  Each  has  appealed  to  the  short- 
hand notes.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said  that  be  did  not  charge  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  with  dishonourable 
conduct.  Does  he  charge  him  with  dis- 
honourable conduct  now? 

Sib  W.  HAECOURT  :  I  will  tell  the 
Solicitor  General  what  I  obargfe  the 
Attorney  General  with.  I  charge  him 
with  what  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Uember  for  South  Hackney 
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— the  unftur  oonduot  of  a  criminal  pro- 
aeon  tion. 
•The  solicitor  GENERAL :  Now, 
Ur.  Speaker,  the  House  shall  b«  witness 
and  judge.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not  answer  with  a  "  yes "  my 
question  whether  he  charges  my  hon. 
Friend  with  dishonourable  condnct  or 
not.  He  says  that  standards  of  hononr 
are  different.  I  hope  there  is  no  one  in 
the  House  who  will  listen  to  th«  words 
I  am  about  to  read,  taken  down  from 
the  mouth  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
this  afternoon,  and  then  doubt  whether 
he  has  made  a  charge  of  dishonourable 
conduct  against  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  He  said  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  that  "  on  Friday  night  he 
thought  it  worth  while  to  make  this 
statement  to  infiuence  the  judgment  of 
the  House."  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man knows  perfectly  well  that  in  saying 
that  a  man  has  thought  it  worth  while  to 
make  a  statement,  the  accuracy  and 
truthfulness  of  which  he  knew  could  not 
be  sustained,  yon  are  charging  him  with 
as  clear  an  act  of  dishonour  as  it  is 
passible  to  conceive. 

8iK  W.  HARCOURT:  The  worda 
"  worth  while  "  were  used  in  relation  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  state- 
ment that  it  was  not  a  matter  of  im- 
portance. 

•Tot  solicitor  GENERAL:  No, 
Sir,  I  cannot  accept  that  statement. 
The  right  boa.  Gentleman  said  that 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  thought 
it  worth  while  to  make  the  statement 
in  order  to  influence  the  judgment  of 
the  House.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
moans  to  say  that  w  gentleman  of  honour 
can  have  such  an  accusation  made  against 
him  without  repellingit  with  indignation, 
then  certainly  the  canons  of  honourable 
conduct  with  which  he  is  acquainted  are 
hardly  those  which  will  be  accepted  by 
the  majority  of  this  House.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  mad^  another 
charge  against  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  and  it  is  one  of  a  very  serious 
character— that  be  sat  silent  while 
Houston  gave  evidence  which  ha  knew 
to  he  false,  and  that  it  was  his  duty  to 
have  interposed.  Now,  in  the  evidence 
of  Houston,  in  the  passage  to  which  my 
hon,  and  learned  Friend  the  Uember 
for  South  Hackney  referred,  there  was 
no  duty  whatever  on  the  part  of  Counsel 
to  interpose.     There  was  no  statement 


Charles  Russell)  has  charged  him  with )  there  made  by  Houston  as  to  a  matter 
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of  fact  upon  whioh  aay  oounsel  in  the 
case  knew  he  was  telling  an  untruth. 
What  Hoiuton  eaid  wae  that  uatil 
Pigott  had  made  a  declaration  on 
oau  his  mind  was  not  easy,  as  be  knew 
that  a  large  bribe  had  been  oGTered  to 
him.  On  November  II,  Pi^^ct  wrote 
his  letter  expressing  his  uawillingness 
to  oome  forward,  aad  warning  those 
aoting  for  the  Tl'mM  that  hia  cross- 
examination  would  most  certainly  tend 
to  discredit  his  eTideace  in  chief.  There 
was  a  perfectly  obvious  reason  for 
which  Figott  was  then  trying  to  escape 
the  necessity  of  going  into  the  witness 
box,  and  he  states  that  reason  quite 
clearly  in  his  letter  of  ^e  17th.  He 
says:  "  May  I  suggest  as  an  alterna- 
tive that  I  should  not  be  asked  to  oome 
forward,  but  bs  provided  with  means  to 
leave  the  country — at  least,  for  a  long 
period."  He  goes  on  to  add  that  the 
effect  of  his  evidencemight  be  neutralized 
by  cross-examination.  ["  Hear,  hear !  " 
from  the  front  Oopoiition  Bench'].  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  sits  open- 
mouthed  to  oheer  every  oomma  is  not  a 
Uember  of  the  Bar.  Does  he  mean  to 
suggest  that  because  a  witness  fears 
that  hie  evidence  may  be  neutralized  by 
cn>ss-examination,  that  that  makes  him 
a  discreditable  witness.  As  I  have  said 
already  there  was  an  obvious  reason 
wby  Pigott  should  try  to  escape  the 
necessity  of  going  into  the  witness-box. 
I  am  not  going  to  break  through  the 
rule  which  I  observed  on  Friday,  and 
which  I  intend  to  observe,  namely,  that, 
until  the  Commissioners  have  pro- 
aouaced  a  judgment  on  this  part  of  the 
ease  I  will  not  discuss  the  conduct  of  the 
case  or  what  has  taken  place  before  the 
Commissioners  except  so  far  as  may  be 
absolutely  necessary  in  regard  to  debate 
in  this  House  ;  but  I  say,  after  reading 
the  passages  in  the  letters  I  have  re- 
ferred to,  and  seeing  the  statements 
which  were  made  by  Houston  in  cross- 
examination,  it  is  idle  to  suggest  that 
any  sort  of  duty  called  ou  the  counsel 
appearing  for  the  Tim«»  at  that  investi- 
gatiou  to  interfere  and  make  any  state- 
ment with  regard  to  Houstoa.  I  spoke 
of  this  incident  as  a  converaation.  It 
really  is.  lexpected  it  to  be  a  personal 
statement  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Hackney,  who  de- 
sired to  clear  up  his  relation  to  the 
debate  on  Friday,  and  on  the  part  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  whose  re- 
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collection  as  expressed  on  Friday  had 
been  challenged  in  the  public  papers. 
There  was  not,  I  think,  any  necessity 
for  the  area  of  the  debate  being  widened 
by  the  recurrence  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  his  attack  on  Friday.  I 
do  not  understand  bow  there  can  be  a 
doubt  in  his  own  mind  as  to  the  tenour 
and  purport  of  the  laagua^  which  he 
used  in  this  House.  At  all  events,  I 
hold  that  here  again  there  has  been  an 
absolute  and  entire  failure  to  attach  to 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  that  stigma 
which,  in  the  heat  and  vigour'of  Party 
antagonism,  it  was  attempted  to  throw 
upon  him  on  Friday. 

Ma.  L4B0U0HERB(Northampton): 
I  think  that  if  the  wishes  of  Qentlemen 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  were  consulted 
the  area  of  the  debate  would  be  exceed- 
ingly small.  Let  me  tell  the  House 
the  reason  Pigott  gave  me  why  be  did 
not  wish  to  appear  in  the  witness  box. 
It  was  because  he  had  forged  the  letters. 
The  Solicitor  General  has  asked  whether 
we  charge  the  Attorney  General  with 
dishonourable  conduct.  We  have  speci- 
fied and  proved  what  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  done,  and  we 
leave  it  to  others  outside  this  House  to 
decide  whether  be  has  acted  honourably 
or  dishonourably.  We  do  not  assert 
the  one  or  the  other,  but  we  leave  it  to 
the  oonstitueacies  of  right  hon.  Gentle* 
men  opposite,  and  the  constituencies  of 
all  of  us,  to  decide.  One  point  with 
which  the  Solicitor  General  was  exceed- 
ingly indignant  was  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  should  have  said 
that  the  Attorney  General  sat  still  while 
Houston  made  statements  in  the  witness 
box  which  he  must  have  known  to  bo 
false.  Why,  Houston  must  have  known 
hie  statement  to  be  false  when  he  said 
he  still  believed  in  Pigott.  It  did  not 
depend  on  any  interview  Pigott  had 
with  me,  although  that  might  have 
shaken  Houston's  confidence  in  his  own 
witness.  It  depended  on  his  statement 
made,  not  on  November  II,  but  in  a 
letter  referred  to  in  the  letter  of 
November  11.  which  was  written  by 
Pigott  to  Houston  in  May,  1887. 
I  say  no  one  could  have  received 
a  letter  like  that,  in  regard  to  a  wit- 
ness of  the  importance  of  Pigott,  with- 
out having  grave  doubts  about  him. 
What  did  Houston  do  ?  Why,  when 
he  was  over  in  Dublin,  where  the  repu- 
tation of  PigoU  was  notorious,  he  abso- 
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that  the^  must  have  fallen  down  and 
disappefued  somewhere.  No,  Sir;  tha 
Attorney  Qeneral  oan  hardly  hope  to 
better  the  most  aofortanate  posidonin 
which,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  he  ia 
at  present  in  regard  to  pablio  opinion 
in  this  Houae  and  out  of  it,  by 
Buoh  utter  and  eross  special  plead- 
ing aa  we  hare  beard  from  him  this 
evening.  The  Attorney  General  observed 
that  had  the  Uember  for  3outh  Hack- 
ney bean  in  his  place  on  Friday  night, 
he  would  have  been  indignant  at  the 
charges  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gl«ntle- 
man  the  Member  of  Derby.  Sir,  it  is 
time  that  we  should  have  a  clear  and 
distinct  understanding  whether  lawyers 
in  thia  .House  are  to  be  lawyers  first 
and  representatives  afterwards,  or 
Members  first  and  lawyers  afterwarda. 
I  do  not  complain  of  the  Gentlemen 
who  are  eng^ed  in  this  case  on  thia 
side  of  the  House,  that  they  did  not 
vote.  I  think  it  would  have  been  far 
more  deoorouj  had  the  Attorney  Qeneral 
not  voted  that  he  was  an  honourable 
man.  The  right  hon.  O^ntteman  the 
Member  for  Bury  distinguished  himself 


lately  did  not  ask  anybody  what  they 
knew  of  him.  Why,  Sir,  it  is  clear  that 
Houston  knew  perfectly  well  that  Pigott 
was  a  notorious  sooundrel  at  that  time. 
But  he  took  uncommon  good  care  not  to 
«sk  anyone ;  Mr.  Soamea  took  very  good 
care  not  to  aak  HouHton,  and  the  Attor- 
ney General  took  very  good  care  not  to 
«sk  Soames  or  anybody  else.  That  is 
the  real  truth  of  the  matter.  But,  Sir, 
J  was  really  asking  myself  just  now 
what  it  is  that  hon.  Oendemen  opposite 
4Ue  not  prepared  to  cheer  f  I  was  com- 
plaining that  certain  letters  written  by 
Pigott  to  Mr.  Soamea,  the  solicitor,  were 
not  produced  in  Court.  Oa  Friday  night 
the  Attomev  General  said,  "I  £d  dis- 
olose  tbem,  and  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  cheered  raptu- 
rously. To-day  he  gets  up  and  says, 
"  I  did  not  disclose  them,  and  hon. 
Oentlemen  opposite  still  cheer.  No 
matter  what  the  Attorney  General 
may  assert  —  he  may  eay  to-day 
black  is  white,  and  to-morrow  white 
is  black  —  he  will  still  command  the 
subservient  cheers  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  tlie  other  side.  The  Attorney 
Oeneral  asserts  that  he  gave  these 
letters  in  a  bundle  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Uember  for  South 
Hackney ;  but  of  that  there  is  not  one 
vestige  or  tittle  of  confirmation  in  the 
ahorthand  notes,  which  are  taken  ver- 
batim. He  says  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Sir  CfharlesEusoeU),  "Look 
among  your  papers;  you  must  surely 
find  thoae  letters  in  your  papers.  It 
may  be,"  ha  says — and  I  point  out  this 
sort  of  spei.ial  pleading,  which  we  are 
becoming  accustomed  to — "that  you 
did  not  read  them,  and  that  you  gave 
them  back  to  Mr.  Soames."  Has  Mr. 
Soames  looked  among  his  papers  ?  Are 
they  in  Mr.  Soamea'  papers  ?  Of  course, 
they  are  not ;  how,  then,  ooidd  my 
learned  Frio  '  possibly  have  given 
them  back  to  him?  The  Attorney 
Qeneral  further  told  us  that  he  had  no 
copies  in  Oourt  of  the  letters.  Were 
these  originals  thrown  about,  and  no 
copi^  made  of  them?  Tet  we  are 
asked  to  believe  that  these  original 
letters,  which  were  about  the  moat  im- 
portant matters,  were  thrown  to  gentle- 
men who  were  conducting  the  defence, 
that  they  did  not  pick  them  up,  that 
Mr.  Soames  migbt  have  got  them,  but 
that  he  has  not  got  them,  that  he  does 
not  know  whether  he  got  them,  and 
Mr.  Labttuitrt 


not  vote.  But  I  want  to  know  what 
became  of  the  other  lawyers  who  were 
not  in  the  case  F  What  became  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  sitting  on 
that  Bench  (the  front  Opposition  Bench). 
We  have  bad  trouble  enough  to  get 
that  Gentleman  into  the  Houae,  and  be 
does  not  add  very  much  to  our  strength 
in  debate.  If  he  is  not  going  to  vote 
for  us,  what  does  he  come  here  for  ?  I 
find  the  Tima  defiant  and  boastful  this 
morning  because  our  lawyers  did  not 
vote  against  the  Attorney  General, 
whereas  the  lawyers  on  tbe  other  side 
voted  rapturously  in  favour  of  him. 
The  Timat  tolls  us  that  the  action  of 
these  lawyers  was  a  silent  protest 
against  the  action  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Derby.  "This 
demonstration  was  not  less  significant 
because  it  was  for  the  most  part  silent," 
but  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan  and  Mr.  Bryoe 
"sank  their  professional  character  in 
that  of  partizaus."  Did  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  sink  their  professional 
character  in  that  of  partizans  when  they 
voted  for  the  Attorney  General?  AU 
I  say  is  this,  ate  we  to  have  thia 
understanding  in  the  House,  that  when 
a  lawyer  is  accused  of  doing  anything 
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out  of  the  Hoiue,  alt  the  lawyers  on  one 
side  are  to  Tota  for  him  and  all  the 
lawyers  on  the  other  side  are  to  walk 
ont?  Let  us  understand.  There  is  a 
letter  in  the  Timet  horn  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cambridgeshire, 
who  says  there  is  but  one  feeliog  among 
practising  barristers  holding  the  opinions 
of  the  hon.  (Jendeman  himaelf — one  of 
regret  and  shame  that  such  charges 
should  have  been  brought  by  a  once  law 
officer  of  the  Grown.  Is  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  because  he  was  once  a  law 
officer  of  the  Crown,  never  to  bring  an 
accusation  against  a  lawyer?  Those 
ideas  are  degradiag^  and  derogatory  to 
the  honour  of  (his  House,  and  they  are 
entirely  contrary  to  any  sort  of  principle 
upon  which  representative  Qovernment 
is  based.  The  Attorney  General  got  up 
to-night  and  said  perhaps  he  had  made 
a  little  mistake,  very  trifling  and 
portant.  But,  Sir,  he  did  not  answer 
one  of  the  charges  brought  by  my  right 
hoD.  Friend.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
asked  him  whether  he  had  been  con 
suited  by  the  Qovernment  as  to  tht 
Special  Conimission.  Hie  answer  was 
"  I  cannot  diaotose."  He  was  then  asked 
if  the  Government  had  given  their 
assent.  As  I  understood,  the  Qovera- 
ment  hod  given  their  assent,  though  I 
believe,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they  are 
obliged  to  give  their  assent,  or  certify, 
when  a  Queen's  Counsel  is  engaged  in  a 
criminal  matter.  Then  he  was  accused 
of  nving  no  names  of  witnesses,  and  he 
replied,  ''I  was  not  going  to  give  the 
names,  because  of  the  fear  of  their 
bein^  intimidated."  But  this  is  a 
public  cose,  in  which  certain  gentleman 
are  charged  with  being  the  aiders  and 
abettors  of  asBasiuatioa.  Lord  Justice 
Cockburn  is  precisely  such  an  authority 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  reverence.  Many  are  old  enough 
to  remember  what  took  place  in  1856. 
Sir  Alexander  Cockburn,  then  Attorney 
General,  prosecuted  Palmer  for  murder. 
He  not  only  gave  the  names  of  the 
witnesses,  but  he  furnished  pieces  of  the 
evidence  which  they  were  going  to  give, 
80  anxious  was  he  that  justice  should  be 
done.  But  in  these  proceedings  the 
Attorney  General  declined  to  give  the 
proofs  of  witness  after  witness  to  those 
who  were  engaged  for  the  defence.  He 
made  it  doubly  difficult  for  the  defence. 
Sir,  every  resource  in  the  category  of 
chicanery  has  been  exhausted  in  order 


to  blacken  and  defame  gentlemen  who 
are  Members  of  this  House.  I  say  I 
am  glad  that  this  debate  has  taken, 
plaoe.  I  trust  that  again  and  again  we- 
shall  reonr  to  this  point,  until  th» 
country  thoroughly  and  distinctly  under* 
stands  that  we,  at  least,  on  this  aide  of 
the  House  proteet  against  this  conduct, 
and  openly  and  frankly  expreae  our 
opinion  that  it  ie  base  and  scandalous. 

Mb.  WHITBEEAD  (Bedford):  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  be^  to  ha  allonred  ta  say  a 
few  words,  1  must  revert  to  the  speech 
of  the  Solicitor  General,  who  read  a 
portion  of  the  letters  of  the  1 1th  and 
17th    November.      Does   the    Solicitor 


nothing  which  would  rouse  the  su8> 
picion  of  any  solicitor  or  any  barrister 
that  the  man  who  wrote  them  was  not  a 
witness  of  truth,  and  could  not  stand  to 
the  testimony  that  he  had  uodertaken. 
to  give  P  I  do  not  think  the  Solicitor 
General  would  assert  any  such  thing. 
The  Prosecution  were  not  satisSed  even 
then  that  Pigott  would  do  as  Houston  had 
said — fulfil  his  promises — until  they  had 
got  from  him  a  sworn  undertaking. 
They  thought  tbey  had  him  in  the  vice 
then.  The  Solicitor  General  has  read 
almost  all  the  passages  referring  to 
Houston's  evidence.  What  did  Houston^ 
say?  That  his  faith  in  Pigott  was 
shaken,  not,  mark,  by  the  letter  of  the 
17th  November,  vhich  he  had  in  bis 
pocket,  or  in  his  possession,  but  simply 
because  Pigott  paid  a  visit  to  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Labouohere) ;  so  that  all 
the  while  the  Attorney  General  must 
have  known  that  the  reason  which. 
Bouston  gave  for  doubting  the  truth- 
fulueea  of  the  witness  was  not  the  two 
letters  in  which  Pigott  admitted  that  he 
would  be  sbahen  in  cross-examination, 
but  the  fact  that  Hgott  had  paid  a  visit 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton. 
There  is,  however,  a  graver  question 
than  this  to  which  no  answer  has  been 
given.  How  cornea  it  that,  knowing  as 
they  must  haveknown,  and  as  they  would 
admit  that  they  knew,  that  Pigutt  was 
a  doubtful  witness  to  say  the  least  of  it 
—how  came  it,  in  Heaven's  name,  that 
they  still  kept  the  charge  alive,  ever 
since  the  day  that  they  heoame  possesaed 
of  that  letter  up  to  the  time  they  put 
Pigott  into  the  box  ?  Not  one  wonf  of 
justiGcation  has  been  urged  for  this 
course.     This  seems  to  me  to  be  thft 
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gravamen  of  the  charge.  The  Attorney 
Oeneral  allowed  hie  client  the  TVmm, 
with  its  enormous  droulation,  to  go  on 
parading  in  the  forefront  of  its  broad 
sheet  these  charges  and  fiui-»im%le»  and 
all  the  reat  of  it,  and  tor  two  and  a-half 
months  he  kept  the  hon.  Hember  for 
Oork  with  this  dreadful  oha^e  hanging 
over  him,  when  he  must  have  known  that, 
not  in  generosity,  but  \a  the  simplest 
and  most  elementary  justice,  he  ought 
to  have  brought  that«  charge  to 
an  issue.  There  has  Imsd  no  justifio&' 
tion  offered  for  this.  We  must  draw 
our  own  oondueioDS,  and  the  oonolusion 
to  which  I  am  driven  is  that  it  was 
hoped  thftt  tlie  tar  of  all  the  rest  of  the 
aocueations  might  possibly  stick  to  the 
surface,  even  if  it  were  brightened 
and  cleaned  by  this  other  dreadful 
charge.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
connection  of  the  Attorney  General 
with  this  case  has  been  most  un- 
fortunate from  beginniog  to  end.  It 
was  the  Attorney  QenerM's  connection 
with  the  case  that  really  led  to  the 
creation  of  the  Oommission.  When 
the  Attorney  QsDeral,  sitting  face  to  face 
with  hon.  (Gentlemen  from  Ireland 
opposite,  said  that  in  open  Court  he 
would  prove  these  charges,  and  espedally 
the  letters,  I  felt  that  the  position  of 
hoD.  Gentlemen  sitting  for  Ireland  on 
that  side  of  tbe  House  was  an  intolerable 
one,  and  that  they  must  accept  almost  any 
tribunal  that  was  offered.  If  I  had  had 
a  Bar  training  I  might  have  drawn  a 
distinction  between  what  the  Attorney 
General  said  as  counsel  and  what  he 
said  as  a  Member  of  this  House.  What 
moved  me  was.  that  I  thought,  not  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
pledged  his  personal  word  as  to  the 
truth  of  tbe  charges,  bat  that  he  did 
think  that  virtually  they  were  true  and 
that  he  could  prove  them.  The  Attorney 
General  shakes  his  head,  and  in  future  I 
shall  understand,  when  I  am  listening 
to  counsel  in  this  House,  that  I  am  to 
regard  him  as  only  speaking  from  in- 
structions, even  on  such  grave  oocasioas 
as  this.  We  were  told  when  the  Com- 
mission was  formed  that  the  Govem- 
mend  desired  to  act  with  the  strictest 
impartiality,  and  to  give  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Curk  an  opportunity  of  clearing 
his  charactor.  I  want  to  know  whether 
that  desire  was  accompanied  by  an 
earnest  wish  that  tbe  hon.  Hember 
should  snooeed  in  clearing  his  character, 
Mr.   Whithrtad 


or  was  there  a  covert  hope  that  he  might 
fail  in  doing  so?  I  must  again  draw 
my  conclusions  from  events ;  and  I  ask 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  whether  in  all 
this  long  controversy,  step  by  stop  as 
they  have  walked  with  the  Timtt  and  the 
accuser  in  this  matter,  they  can  point  to 
one,  even  the  most  halting,  step  that 
they  have  taken  to  help  to  vindicate  the 
character  of  their  Irish  colleagues  in 
this  House? 

*AIb.  0.  HALL :  I  regret  I  was  not  in 
my  place  when  the  bon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouohere)  com- 
menced the  remarks  in  which  he 
did  me  the  honour  to  refer  to  me; 
but  I  understood  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say,  as  I  entered  the  House  just 
now,  that  the  letter  I  have  written  to 
one  of  the  daily  papers  was  a  proceeding 
derc^atory  to  the  privileges  of  the 
House.  Although  I  did  not  hear  the 
whole  of  his  speech,  I  make  bold  to  say 
that,  with  the  greatnet  respect  to  this 
Huu^e,  I  decline  to  withdraw  a  single 
word  Z  wrote  in  that  letter,  and  I  am 
the  more  justified  in  so  saying,  as  I  have 
been  fortified  by  the  opinions  of 
many  of  my  professional  brethren 
since  I  wrote  it,  I  do  not  in- 
tend to  follow  the  example  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tha  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread)  whose  speech 
would  have  been  more  appropriate  to 
the  debate  of  last  Friday.  He  has  dealt 
with  topics  that  have  not  been  referred 
to  hy  any  other  Member  to-day,  and  I 
will  not  be  a  party  to  enlarging  the  area 
of  this  discussion.  I  only  wish  to  refer 
to  one  point  which  has  been  touched 
upon  by  most  of  the  speakers  this 
afternoon,  and  that  is  as  to  how  far  it 
was  the  duty  of  those  wbo  represented 
the  TVnM,  when  they  received  the 
letters  of  the  llth  and  t7th  of  Novem- 
ber, to  immediately,  or  at  any  time 
before  calling  Pigott,  communicate  them 
to  the  other  side.  It  seemed  to  be  the 
opinion  of  the  right  hon  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Harcourt), 
on  Friday  last,  that  there  are  different 
standards  of  honourable  conduct  in 
civil  and  criminal  oases.  Sir,  I  can 
admit  of  no  such  distinction.  Of  course, 
in  ordinary  criminal  cases,  where  the 
mouth  of  the  prisoner  is  closed, 
those  who  represent  tbe  Crown  do 
not  heavily  press  the  esse  against 
him,  but  where  both  parties  are  re- 
presented,   whether  you  choose  to  call 
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"hear,  hear."  But  if  lie  approved  of 
th«  hon.  and  Uarned  Uentleman  for 
aaymg  this,  what  excuse  is  there  for 
the  rif^ht  lion.  Gentle  man' a  oonduot 
on  Friday  evening  ?  Why,  be  cheered 
the  hon.  Hemoer  for  South  Kil- 
kenny to  the  eoho  when  he  spoke  of 
the  dishonourable,  heartless,  and  shabby 
tactics  of  the  Attorney  General.  Sir,  it 
appears  to  me  that  the  right  boa. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Detbr  meant 
to  bring  a  charge  of  dishonourable  ooa- 
duct,  which  he  now  attempts  to  with- 
draw, under  cover  of  the-  explanation 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  tha 
Member  for  Hackney.  Such  conduct 
will  commend  itself  neither  to  those  who 
are  outside.nor  inside  this  House.  I  may 
add  that  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
fur  Newcastle  (Mr.  Morler),  after 
having  heard  the  statement  of  my  boo. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hackney,  will  see  fit  to  modify  some- 
what the  language  he  used  on  Friday 
tivening,  when  he  said  he  had  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend's  permission  to  state 
that  he  approved  of  the  action  taken  by 
(he  Opposition,  and  I  trust  that  in  com- 
mon fairness  he  will  do  so.  It  ia  clear 
that  my  hon,  and  learned  Friend  did 
not  approve  of  the  changes  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby,  for  he  has  ao  stated  ia 
explicit  terms  to  the  House  this  evea- 
ing. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOKLEY  (Newcastle) : 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite 
has  referred  to  me  without,  I  think,  any 
great  necessity.  I  wish  to  tell  the 
House,  in  reply  to  the  challenge  of  tha 
hoD.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that  I  see 
no  necessity  whatever  for  modifving 
one  wordlsaidoB  Friday  night,  f  wiU 
not  now  detain  the  House  for  more  than 
half  a  moment.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Hackney  has  told  the 
House  to-night  be  made  a  communica- 
tion to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Nottingham  (Mr.  A.  J.  Morley).  That 
hon.  Member  caoie  to  me  just  before  I 
rose,  and  said  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Hackney  authorized  him  to 
say  that  he  concurred  in  our  line  of 
action.  I  took  the  words  down  from 
the  lips  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  read 
them  to  him,   and  I  said,  "Are   you 

S|uite  sure  that  ia  what  Uie  hon.  and 
earned  Member  for  Hackney  authorized 
yon     to     say  ?"     The     hon.     Member 


^  a  State  proswution,  or  a  oriminal 
'proseontion,  or  a  Special  Ootumission, 
and  where  the  accused  can  give  evidence, 
DO  comparison  can  be  made  with  an 
-ordinary oriminal proaeoution.  There  is 
not  a  single  hon.  Member  who  practises 
at  the  bar  who  does  not  know  that  it  ia 
a  oommoa  thing  for  counsel  to  find  that 
witnesses  in  their  brief  -have  been  tam- 
.pered  with  by  the  other  side,  and  have 
-■ai^Dod  statements  diametrically  opposed 
to  tiie  former  statements  which  they 
ba¥e  given  to  the  other  side;  but  I  am 
happy  to  say  that  it  is  not  often  the  case 
that  they  ore  ofi'ered  bribes  of  £1,000.  It 
frequently  happens  that  there  are  wit- 
nesses who,  from  the  very  nature  of  their 
occupation  or  employment,  even  if  they 
are  called,  must  be  known  to  be  hostile 
^vitnessee.  Examples  of  this  are  fre- 
quent, for  instance,  in  caaes  of  collision 
«t  sea.  A  look  out  is  a  witness  who 
muBt  almost  of  necessity  he  called  by 
those  who  reprebent  the  ship.  He  may 
have  been  tampered  with  by  the  other 
aide,  and  frequently  is,  and  the 
other  aide  obtains  a  contradictory  state- 
ment irom  him,  a  fact  which  comes  to 
~the  knowledge  of  the  opposing  counsel. 
Does  oounsel,  on  learoiog  this,  with- 
hold that  witnesB  P  Certainly  not. 
Does  he  do  anything  so  ridiculous  as  to 
go  to  counsel  on  the  other  side  and  aay 
"  I  find  that  one  of  my  witnesses  baa 
given  you  a  different  statement  from 
"that  which  he  has  given  me,  and, 
therefore,  I  am  bound  to  tell  you  what 
he  has  said "  ?  The  propoMtiun  has 
-only  to  be  stated  to  show  its  inherent 
'  absurdity.  Z  have  only  one  other  obser- 
Tation  tb  make.  I  wish  to  express  the 
pleasure  with  which  I  heard  my  hon. 
-aud  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hackney  (Sir  C.  Bnssell)  repudiate 
all  participation  iu  the  charge  of 
-dishonourable  conduct  against  the 
Attorney  General.  It  is  true  that  he 
says  ha  has  made  complaints,  and 
■querulous  complaints  are  frequently 
made  by  oounsel  as  to  the  conduct  of 
opponents  during  the  progress  and  in 
the  heat  of  a  case ;  but  that  is  far  dif- 
.  ferent  to  auoh  charges  as  those  brought 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby.  Sir,  when  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  said  that  he  did  not  in- 
tend to  bring  any  charge  of  dishonour- 
able conduct  against  the  Attorney 
Xleneral,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  gave  an  approving 
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replied,  "That  is  exactly  the  oaee." 
Wtiat  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Hackney  has  said  to-night  exactly 
tallies  with  that  deoliratioii,  and  I  have 
no  word  to  withdraw. 

*Ub.  BBADLAUOH  (Northampton) : 
I  desire  to  addreea  myself  to  one  polat, 
and  one  point  only,  and  perhaps,  as 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  is  unable  to  reply 
himself,  he  will  inetruct  some  other  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  to  do  bo  for  him. 
As  the  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  very  oorreotly  put  it, 
there  is  a  oonfiiot  of  statement  on  which 
the  memories  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General,  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Hackney  disagree ; 
and  the  Solicitor  General  further  put  it 
— and  I  entirely  agree  with  him — that 
the  shorthand  notes  are  the  only  thingH 
we  hare  to  help  us  in  reference  to  this 
disagreement.  Now,  I  think  I  under- 
stood the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  to  say,  some  time 
prior  to  the  examination  of  Pigott,  he 
huided  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South  Backney  a 
bundle  of  printed  copies,  which  included 
the  letter  from  Soames  to  Pigott  of  the 

Idth  November,  and  the  letters  of  lltb 
November  and  I7tb  November. 

»8iB  R.  WEBSTER  :  Not  of  the  llth 
November. 

*Mit.  BBADLAUGH:  At  any  rate 
the  letter  of  the  nth  November  from 
Pigott  to  Soames.  Now,  I  listened  with 
attention  to  the  readiog  of  the  short- 
hand notes  of  what  happened  on  the 
26th  February,  and  it  is  to  that  I  would 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Attorney 
General.  If  I  am  right,  it  was  at  the 
time  Mr.  Soames  was  in  the  box,  and 
one  of  the  two  letters  which  has  just 
been  referred  to  was  about  to  be  pro- 
duced in  evidence  through  Mr.  Soames. 
The  Attorney  General  asked  Mr.  Soames 
to  read  the  letter  of  November  15  from 
Pigott,  enoloaing  the  letter  of  November  1 1 
from  Pigott  to  Houston.  The  hon.  and 
learned  lUember  for  Hackney  asked  for 
a  copy  of  the  tetter,  and  the  Attorney 
General  did  not  say,  "  I  handed  it  to 
you  in  a  bundle  some  days  ago,"  but  be 
replied,  "  I  have  not  got  a  copy." 

*SiB  K.  WEBSTER  i  The  letter  of 
the  llth  November  had  not  been  copied. 

*Mn.  BRADI^AUGH :  But  some  letters 
had  been  copied,  and  some  copies  bad 
Kr.  John  Jlorltj/ 


been,  according  to  the  memory  of  the- 
Attorney  General,  handed  to  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Hackney.  It  ooonrs  to- 
me that  it  requires  some  explanatioif 
why  the  Attorney  General  did  not  eay  bx 
the  Member  for  South  Hackney,  "  £ 
bandedyou  a  bundleof  printed  letters th»- 
other  day,  in  which  you  will  find  copies- 
of  this  and  the  other  letters,  as  to  which 
Mr.  Soames  is  going  to  give  evidence?"' 
1  understood  the  Attorney  General  to- 
say  that  the  Utters  erf  November  1 1  and 
17  from  Pigott  to  Soames  were  in  th» 
bundle  of  printed  letters  which,  some- 
time prior  to  the  examination  of  Pigott, 
had  been  handed  over  by  Mr.  Soames  to- 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member^  but  it 
now  appears  that  the  letter  of  the  1  Itlb 
of  November  had  not  been  printed,, 
although  the  Attorney  General  stated 
that  he  knew  of  it  in  the  middle  of  De- 
cember. How  did  it  happen  that  this- 
letter  was  not  printed  with  the  rest?^ 
How  could  it  have  been  excluded  unless- 
it  had  been  omitted  by  Mr.  Soames? 
If  the  Attorney  General  bad  been  aware- 
of  the  absence  of  the  letter  of  the  llth 
of  November  from  the  bundle  of  printed, 
letters  alleged  to  have  been  ^v^  to  Sir 
Charles  Russell,  he  should  have  called- 
the  attention  of  Sir  Charles  Busselt  to  it.. 
The  incident  as  to  this  letter  certainly 
eeeu.B  to  support  the  memory  of  the  hon.. 
and  learned  Member  for  Hackney  when 
he  is  in  conflict  with  the  Attorney 
General. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh,. 
N.) :  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General,  as  well  as  other- 
hon.  Members  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House,  have,  since  the  debate  took  place 
about  this  matter,  found  fault  with 
Members  sitting  on  these  Benches  for 
the  attitude  they  have  adopted.  Well,. 
I  think  if  hon.  Members  will  consider- 
for  a  moment  the  position  we  have  been 
placed  in  in  this  matter,  they  will  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  instead  of  showing 
great  excitement,  or  a  warrantable 
amount  of  excitement,  under  all  the  oir- 
oumstences  we  have  been  extremely 
and  excessively  calm.  The  whole  Party 
representing  the  overwhelming  bulk  of ' 
the  Irish  nation  have  been  charged  with 
complicity  with  murder,  Letters  attri- 
buted to  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork 
appeared  in  the  2%in«t ;  and  when,  for- 
vety  sufficient  reasons,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  did  not  go  before  a  jury,  over 
and  over  again  upon  the  other  side  of: 
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the  HguBe  he  was  twitted  with  not  doiog 
bo;  and  wheo  the  Special  Gommisdon 
waa  appointed,  we  were  told  that  it  waa 
ap^inted  for  the  express   purpose  of 

Sving  the  ton.  Member  for  Cork  and 
i  Party  an  opportunity  of  cleariuf; 
their  character  from  the  aharge  of  com- 
plicity with  murder.  And,  though  we 
found  fault  more  than  onoe  with  the 
compositiun  of  the  Commissioa,  wh«a 
the  Bill  was  rushed  through  we  were 
told  that  it  was  forced  on  because  the 
OoTernmeat  were  moat  anxious,  whether 
the  bon.  Member  for  Cork  liked  it  or 
not,  that  that  hon.  Member  should 
hare  an  opportnnity  of  clearing  his 
character  mim  these  letters.  Well, 
the  GommiBsion  began  to  eit,  and 
nobody  can  possibly  dauht  that  the  let- 
ters were  the  chief  charge  gainst  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  aod  his  Party. 
But  for  those  letters  the  Oommiseion 
would  never  have  been  appointed. 
Might  we  not  have  expected,  under  the 
oiroumBtanoes,  in  view  of  the  protests 
from  the  other  side  of  the  Honse,  that 
they  would  have  given  us  every  oppor- 
tunity of  clearing  our  characters  ?  In- 
stead of  that,  however,  what  was  our 
surprise  to  dud  that  nothing  whatever 
waa  said  of  the  letters — the  chief  charges 
against  us.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
waited  in  vain  for  asingle  thing  to  be  ten- 
dered insupport  of  the  monstrous  chaises 
made  in  those  letters.  What  we  have 
tu  uomplain  of  as  the  Representatives  of 
the  Irish  nation  is  not  so  much  that  the 
Attorney  General  has  failed  to  give  this 
letter  or  that,  but  that  the  Attorney 
General  and  Mr.  Soames  and  alt  con- 
nected with  the  Timet'  case  must  have 
known  from  the  first  mention  of  Figott's 
name  that  they  had  no  case.  In  the 
very  ezceptioaal  ciroumstances,  it  was 
the  primary  duty  of  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral to  say  to  Mr.  Soames,  "  But  wiio  is 
this  Pigott?"  and  to  insist  on  reason- 
able steps  being  taken  to  test  his  credi- 
bility, itiohard  Pigutt  was  the  one 
witness  upon  whose  testimony  the  letters 
rested;  and  is  it  to  be  believed  tor  a 
moment  that  the  Attorney  General  did 
not  ask  Mr.  Soames  what  manner  of 
man  he  wast  When  the  Attorney 
General  asoertained  the  charaoter  uf 
Pigott,  it  was  his  duty  as  an  honourable 
man  to  have  at  once  put  Pigott  into  the 
box,  and  thus  have  relieved  85  hon. 
Members  of  this  House  from  the 
frightful     charge    that      had      been 


BO  long  hanging  over  their  heads.. 
Instead  of  doing  that,  the  hon.  and: 
learned  Gentleman  allowed  the  Oim mis- 
sion to  dr^  on  for  week  after  week,  and- 
only  put  Pigott  into  the  box  when  he 
was  absolutely  compelled  to  do  so  by 
coming  to  the  end  of  his  case.  Houston 
has  been  continually  referred  to  as 
though  beisa  man  of  substance,  whereas, 
in  fact,  he  is,  or  was,  nothing  mors  than 
a  reporter  at  so  many  shillings  a  week, 
on  a  Dublin  Tory  newspaper.     In  his 

Eosition,  however,  as  a  reporter,  he  must 
ave  known  all  abont  Pigott.  Hemnst 
have  known  that  Pigott  was  a  man  who 
lived  by  his  wits.  When  the  name  of 
"  Dick  Pigott"  was  mentioned  in  such 
circles  as  those  Houston  moved  in,  every 
one  knew  "  Oh,  that  is  Pigott,  the  black- 
guard, the  ruffian,"  and  so  on.  And 
yet  we  are  told  that  tbeAttorney  General, 
in  all  the  sweet  simplicity  of  his 
oharaoter,  knew  nothing  about  the  sort 
of  man  this  Pigott  waa,  and  that 
Houston  knew  nothing  about  him.  Sir, 
that  will  not  go  down  with  the  Irish 
people,  no,  nor  with  the  English  people 
either.  People  when  they  hear  this  will 
say—"  It  was  the  business  of  the  Attor- 
ney General,  seeing  the  evidence  was  so 
slight,  to  at  once  bring  the  letters  into 
Court  and  give  the  Irish  Members  an 
opportunity  of  proving  them  to  be  false 
and  of  vindicating  their  characters." 
I  do  not  want  to  use  un- Parliamentary 
language,  but  I  say  that  such  a  con- 
spiracy to  keep  alive  a  slander  upon  aa 
honourable  people  and  their  Represen-- 
tativea  the  world  has  never  before  seen. 
A  more  cruel  and  unjust  conspiracy  was 
never  entered  into,  and  it  is  all  the  mora 
cruel  that  the  counsel  engaged  against 
us  is  not  a  private  counsel,  but  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  by  whom  the 
country  is  unfortunately  ruled  at 
the  present  time.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
say  that  a  great  deal  of  the  infamy  of 
the  proceedings  does  not  attach  to  Mr. 
Soames,  because  it  is  impossible  ta 
suppose  that  neither  he,  nor  Houston, 
nor  Shannon  knew  the  character  of 
Pigott.  Will  the  Attorney  General  get 
up  in  the  House  and  say  that  he  never- 
heard  a  whisper  a)caiast  Pigott's  cha- 
racter until  he  saw  the  letter  of  the  17th. 
of  November?  Nothing  that  tbe- 
Attorney General  has  yet  said  will  re- 
lieve his  name  in  history  from  the  charge 
of  having  conducted  this  inquiry  against 
8d  of  his  Parliamentary  coUeaguea  with. 
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this  foul  conspiracy  until  the  Attomej 
General  resi^DB,  which  publio  opinion 
will  soon  force  him  to  do. 

•Mr.  lane  (Cork  Co.,  E.):  As  we 
have  been  debarred  up  to  the  present 
from  an  opportunity  of  dieouBsing  a 
single  matter  relating  to  Ireland  locally, 
in  consequence  of  the  general  wish  that 
these  charges  against  the  Attorney 
General  shouldoocupy  the  attention  of 
"the  House,  I  now  wish  to  call  to  the 
notice  of  hon.  Uembers  a  matter  of 
grave  importance  to  my  division  aud 
also  to  the  whole  of  the  people  of  the 
South  of  Ireland.  I  have  to  make  a 
complaint  against  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  iu  reference  to  the  manner 
in  which  he  has  treated  me  on  several 
recent  days  at  question  time.  If  the 
Ohief  Secretary  attended  to  his  duties  in 
the  way  he  ought  to  do  it  would  be 
unneoessary  for  me  to  have  to  draw 
attention  to  this  matter,  which  concerns 
a  protracted  struggle  on  one  of  the  most 
noted  ssCatAS  in  the  South  of  Ireland. 
It  appears  that  a  syndicate  of  Kentlemen 
has  been  formed  in  London,  headed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Huntingdon- 
ehire,  to  purchase  a  well-kuowo  estate 
in  Munster,  and  to  prevent  a  settlement 
which  was  almost  ooocluded  with  the 
FoDSonhy  tenants.  I  gave  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Hunts  full  notice  of 
my  intention  to  bring  his  conduct  before 
the  House. 

«Mr.  speaker  :  The  subject  which 
the  hon.  Member  is  bringing  undi 
notice  of  the  House  has  no  connection 
with  the  salary  of  the  Ohief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  which  is  now  under  discussion. 

*Mb.  lane  :  I  wish  to  refer.  Sir,  to 
this  mater 

"Mh.  speaker  :  Order,  order.  The 
remarks  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  making 
have  no  refersnoe  to  the  salary  of  the 
Chief  Secretary, 

•Me.  lane  :  The  question  I  want  to 
.  discuss  is  the  manner  in  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  conducts  the  duties  of  his 
office  in  Ireland.  I  complain  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  refused  to 
appoint  any  official  under  him  in  Ire- 
land to  inquire  into  the  circumstances 
under  which  a  settlement  between  the 
tenants  on  the  Ponsonby  Estate  and 
their  landlord  has  been  prevented  by 
this  London  syndicate.  I  say  that  if  he 
properly  conducted  the  business  of  his 
4>ffioe  he  would  take  steps  to  prevent  this 
Mr.  IF.  Ridmond 


dangerous  rioting  and  disturbanoes  of  a 
serious  nature  in  the  South  of  Ireland. 
Of  course,  if  this  is  not  iu  order  I  will 
to  your  ruling.  Sir;  hut  it  is  in  lus 
official  capacity  as  administrator  and 
guardian  of  the  peace  that  I  charge  the 
Ohief  Secretary  with  neglect  of  his 
duty.  I  think  it  is  quite  pertinent  to 
the  vote  for  his  salary,  and  I  submit 
that  he  ought  to  have  intervened. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order.  The 
bon.  Gentleman  is  dearly  out  of  order. 
It  is  not  a  matter  of  which  the  Ohief 
Secretary  would  be  cogniisant. 

♦Mr.  J.  P.  GILL  (Louth,  S.) :  May  I 
point  out  our  complaint  of  the  Chief 
Secretary 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order.  I 
have  already  said  that  the  debate  origi- 
nated by  the  hon.   Member  ia  out  of 

Mr.  GILL :  What  I  wish  to  do,  Sir, 
is  to  complain  of  what  we  hold  to  be  tiie 
light  and  frivolous  manner  in  which  the 
Chief  Secretary  has  treated  our  warnings 
upon  this  qaestiou. 
•Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  distinctly  out  of  order.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  show  tha 
slightest  connection  between  the  salary 
of  the  Chief  Secretory  and  the  subject 
which  the  hen.  Gentleman  wishes  to 
bring  under  the  notice  of  the  House. 

Mb,  GILL:  Will  you  allow  me,  Sir, 

for  one  moment 

•Thb  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  a.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.):  We 
contend  that  the  Chief  Secretary  hoa 
interfered  with  the  course  of  justice  ia 
Ireland.  Last  January  there  wera  a 
number  of  people  oommttted  for  trial  ia 
the  County  of  Donegal,  and  the  Chief 
Secretary  in  the  beginning  of  February 
met  the  Crown  Prosecutor  for  the 
County  in  Dublin,  and  instructed  him  to 
get  a  change  of  venue. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALPt^UR :  It  is  no  p«trt 
of  my  function  to  be  mixed  up  in 
any  Crown  prosecution,  nor  have  I  ever 
done  as  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member. 
•Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  I 
must  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  is 
not  in  order. 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  rose  in  his  place 
and  claimed  to  move  that  the  Question 
be  now  put. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
NO  :  On  a  point  of  order,  Sir,  I  wish  to 
know    whether    on    the  Report    stage 
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it  ii  not  in  order  to  oall  attentioii.to  the 

oondnot  of  the  Ohief  Seoretarrf 

«Uft.  SPBAEEB :  That  ia  not  a  point 

of  order. 

QaestioB  put  "That  the  Question  be 
BOW  put." 

The  House  divided :  Ayes,  142 ;  Noes, 
75.    (DiT.  List,  No.  39). 

Question  put  aooordingly,  "  That  this 
House  doth  agree  with  the  Oommiitee 
in  the  said  Rasolution." 

The  House  divided :  Ayes,  143 ; 
Koes,  76.     (DIt.  List,  No.  40). 

WATS  AND  MEAN8-BEP0BT. 
Attention  oalled   to    the  natnber  of 
Members  in  the  House,  and  40  Hemhers 
being  found  in  their  plaoes, 

Resolution  reported. 

' '  Thst,  toward!  rnkking  good  the  Bupplj 
gTMlt«d  to  Her  Msjeaty  lor  tbe  Serrice  of  the 
yeaT  auling  on  the  3lit  day  of  Manih,  1890, 
the  lam  of  £3,729,203  be  gtsnted  out  of  the 
<yOiuolidated  Fnnd  of  the  United  Kingdom." 

Eeeolution  agreed  to. 

BUI  ordered  to  be  brought  ia  by  Mr.  Court* 
ney,  Mr.  Chanoellor  o(  the  Exchequer,  add  Ur. 

ooirsouDATXD  Finn)  (No.  2)  bill. 

"  To  apply  a  mm  oat  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  t«  the  Mfvice  of  the  year  ending  on  the 
thirty-flnt  day  of  Haioh  one  thouaud  ej^ht 
Iinodnd  and  ninetv." 

Presented  scoordingly,  and  read  the  fint 
time;  to  be  read  a  leoond  time  Tomorrow,  at 
"Two  of  the  clock. 

NAVAL  DEFENCE. 
Con«ider«d  in  Oommittae. 

(In  the  Oommittae.) 
Uotion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  it  ii   expedient  to  authanie  [■)  the 
-Mxpenditoxe  of  *  earn  nateicseding£21,SO0,O00, 
for  the  porpoae  of  building,  BTming.  eqnippiiiff, 
'   and  completing  (or  lea  veeeele  for  Her  Majaat^i 
NaFf  ;  of  this  expenditure  a  eum  not  exceeding 
£10,000,000  to  be  inued  out  of  the  Coosolidated 
Fund  in  the  eeven  yean  ending  on  the  31st  day 
«(   March    189^:  and    a  earn    not    exceeding 
£11,000,000,  to  be  israad  out  of  money*  pro- 
Tided  by  Parliament  for  Naval  Serricea  during 
the  Are  financial  yean  ending  on  the  Slit  day 
«f  Uaioh  lB9i."— (Zdrd  Qttiy«  Bamiiltn.i 

*U&.  OBEUER  (Shoreditoh,  H^er- 
fltoa)  :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  moving 
the  Amendment  of  whion  I  have  given 
ttotioe,  and  I  oanuot  help  expressing  my 
regret  that  this  important  duty  should 
iiave  been  left  to  be  discharged  hy  such 


a  very  humble  Member  of  the  House. 
Some  of  us  had  a  right  to  expect  that 
this  very  important  proposal  of  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  would  have  been 
met  by  sturdy  opposition  from  above  the 
G-angway  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
I  oannot  help  expresang  my  deep 
regret  that  the  Leaders  of  the 
Opposition  have,  as  I  oonoeive, 
negleoted  their  duty  towards  the 
people  of  this  oountry.  On  three  ^T^unds 
this  proposal  might  very  fairly  be 
opposed— That  no  proof  has  been  afforded 
to  the  oountry  that  any  further  expendi- 
ture is  needed  in  this  direction ;  that  the 
country  is  afforded  no  guarantee  that  if 
this  money  is  voted  it  will  not  bo  jobbed 
away  and  wasted  as  previous  sums  have 
been;  and  the  third  objeotion  ia  the 
UDoonetitutioDal  oharacter  of  the  proposal 
that  has  been  submittted  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  On  the  last 
point,  I  do  not  presume  to  be  capable 
of  addressing  the  Committee.  But 
that  aspect  of  the  subject  will,  I 
hope,  be  dealt  with  b;  some  of  oar 
friends  above  the  Qangway.  Nor 
shall  I  ash  the  Committee  to  listen  to 
any  references  from  me  to  the  second 
ground  of  opposition — oamely,  the  waste 
and  jobbery  that  takes  place  in  Oovem- 
ment Departments,  and  the  manner  in 
which  large  sums  have  been  grossly 
misapplied,  instead  of  being  used  as  the 
House  and  the  oountry  intended  they 
should  be.  I  will  oonfine  myself  to  the 
absence  of  any  necessity  being  shown  for 
this  expenditure.  Let  me  briefly  traoe 
the  growth  of  expenditure  upon  the 
Services  for  the  last  30  or  40  years.  Up 
to  1854,  and  for  40  years  previous  to 
that  date,  the  expenditure  upon  the 
Army  and  Navy  averaged  something 
libe  £  1 5,000,000  annually.  Then  we 
were,  unfortunately,  afflicted  with  the 
Crimean  War,  and  I  CRunot  help  think- 
ing that  the  statesmen  who  were 
responsible  for  having  dragged  this 
country  into  that  terrible  war  incurred 
very  heavy  responsibility,  not  merely  on 
account  of  the  immediate  cost,  but  for  the 
terrible  financial  burdens  whiuh  it  has 
since  entailed  on  this  ouuotty.  For  10 
years  previous  to  that  war  the  ex|>endi- 
ture  on  the  Services  was  IS  milliona 
annually,  but  in  1856  the  expenditure 
went  up  from  I  &  milliona  to  52  millioDs, 
and,  unfortunately,  a  great  part  of 
it  remained.  The  expenditure  never 
returned  to  what  1  would  describe  as  ita 
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nonaal  condition.  The  result  of  that 
war  was  to  make  a  permanent  addition 
to  the  expenditure  on  the  Serrioea  of  12 
millions  a-year,  so  that  for  32  years, 
vhioh  is  tlie  period  that  has  elapeed 
since  the  Crimean  War,  we  haye  been 
paying  12  millions  a-year  more  on  the 
Aiiny  and  Navy,  and  if  we  add  those 
amounts  together  we  have  a  round  sum 
of  384  millioDs.  But  beside  that,  the 
war  cost,  I  belieTe  nearly  100  millions ; 
consequently,  the  total  espenditure  in- 
ourred  through  that  war  amounts  to  484 
millions  of  money.  And  still  the  military 
and  naval  cormorants  are  not  satisfied. 
Year  by  year  they  come  down  to  the 
House,  and  I  have  heard  the  same 
words  But  to  the  same  tune  and 
from  the  same  people  three  or  four 
years  in  succession,  with  scarcely  any 
variation  in  the  remarks  which  they 
have  addressed  to  the  House  whenever 
the  Estimates  have  been  under  con- 
sideration. Last  week  the  Gtovern- 
Dient  undertook  to  give  another  sop 
to  Cerberus,  and  the  House  voted 
£600,000  as  an  addition  to  the  expen- 
diture on  the  Army,  although  the 
expenditure  last  year  upon  the  two  Ser- 
vices amounted  to  £30,492,633.  Now  we 
are  asked  to  vote  £21,000,000  more 
to  be  expended  on  tiie  Navy.  In 
1874  the  sum  expended  on  the 
Navy  was  £10,063,361.  In  1888  the 
sum  expended  was  £12,325,357,  or 
aa  increase  during  that  interval  of 
£2,:i62.006.  The  House  has  been  pro- 
fusely liberal  in  granting  all  the  Sup- 
plies demanded  by  the  Oovernment 
for  the  fighting  forces  of  tbe  aountry. 
Last  year,  at  the  bidding  of  the  Oovern- 
ment, we  voted  £850,000  for  fortifying 
our  Australian  Colonies,  though  nobody 
knew  until  Her  Majesty's  Qovernmeut 
discovered  it,  that  there  was  any  danger 
to  be  apprehended  in  that  quarter,  but 
they  told  us  there  was  a  danger,  and  the 
faithful  CSommons  voted  the  sum  asked 
for.  Then  theyoame  down  a  few  neeks 
aftervards  and  asked  for  £2,d()0,000 
more  to  fortify  our  coaling  stations,  and 
that  sum  also  was  granted.  Then  there 
was  the  £  UO.OUO  to  wbiafa  I  have  re- 
ferred voted  last  week,  and  now,  in 
addition,  we  are  asked  to  vote  2 1 
millions  more  for  the  purpose  of  placing 
the  country  in  a  state  of  complete 
defence.  If,  therefore,  the  sum  now 
oded  is  granted  the  Oovernment  will 
within  one  year  have  oomraltted  the 
Mr.  Crtmir 


country  to  an  increased  expenditure 
upon  UieArmy,  tbe  Navy,  and  Fortifica- 
tions  of  £25,050,000.  The  Vote, 
T  have  little  doubt,  will  be  ob- 
tained ;  but  if  I  felt  absolutely  certoiir 
of  it  I  should  still  think  it  my  duty  to 
register  a  solemn  protest  against  it.  It- 
matters  to  me  very  little  whether  the- 
majority  supporting  Her  Majes^s 
Oovernment  is  50  or  500,  as  I  oonoeivs 
it  my  duty,  in  the  interest  of  the  toiling 
millions  of  the  country,  to  register 
my  protest  against  this  expenditure.  If 
hon.  Members  opposite,  and  those  who 
sit  on  this  side  and  so  readily  acquiesce  in 
the  proposals  of  Her  Majesty's  Oovern- 
ment to  waste  the  resources  of  the' 
country  in  this  fashion,  had  to  work  for 
the  money  instead  of  spending  it,  X  think 
they  would  approach  the  ooDsidaratLon 
of  these  demands  in  a  very  different 
spirit  than  they  do  now,  and  we  should 
very  likely  find  them  nith  ua  in  the 
Lobby  protesting  against  this  shameful 
waste  of  the  nation's  resources.  No 
doubt  the  Oovernment  are  hard  up  tor 
a  good  cry.  I  do  not  say  they  have 
raised  this  scare  to  throw  dust  in  the 
eyes  of  the  people,  as  has  been  done 
in  former  times,  so  as  to  divert  attention 
from  domestic,  sooibI,  and  politioal 
reforms,  although  I  notice  that  we  hBv» 
not  had  the  cry  of  Imperial  interests, 
being  jeopardized  and  the  country  beiug^ 
in  danger  trotted  out  on  this  occaeioOr 
I  presume  that  is  because  those  who 
have  raised  this  scare  have  come  to  thfr 
conclusioD  that  the  cry  has  lost  its  forcer 
and  that  the  people  are  beginning  to- 
see  through  the  fallacy  of  being  fright- 
taned  and  led  away  by  it.  £ut  an- 
other cry  has  been  invented — I  suppose- 
it  is  considered  a  better  cry— the  demand 
is  made,  they  say,  to  prevent  danger  to- 
the  food  auppliee  of  this  country.  The 
other  day,  last  year,  and  the  year  beforSp 
when  similar  questions  were  being  con- 
sidered, hon.  Mem  bets  opposite  posed,  a» 
they  are  now  posing,  as  the  ohampioos- 
of  the  best'  interests  of  the  people, 
as  BO  very  regardful  of  the  material 
wants  of  the  nation  and  so  fearful  that- 
the  food  supplies  will  be  interfered  witht 
that  they  ask  for  21  millions  to  prevent 
somebody  from  stealing  the  food  of  the 
people  in  its  transit  across  the  ocean. 
This  new-born  zeal  has  to  me  a  very 
suspiciouB  appearance,  eapeoially  as  the- 
P&rty  opposite  in  the  past  did  their  beat 
not    to   let    in,    but  to    keep  out    the- 
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Ibod  of  the  people  and  make  it  dear. 
Tlut  ie  BO,  if  I  haye  read  the  history  of 
our  countiy  arij^ht,  and  I  knotr  some- 
thiag  &OII1  bitter  personal  ezperi- 
«nos  in  my  young  days  bow  dear 
food  waa  through  the  legislation  of  the 
Party  opposite,  and  it  is  rather  too 
late  ia  the  day  for  that  Party, 
some  of  whom  even  now,  if  we  may 
judge  froni  speeohee  to  their  constitu- 
ents, are  hungering  and  thirsting  for 
-the  opportunity  of  taxing  the  fooid  of 
-the  people,  to  pose  as  their  champions. 
They  do  not  come  forward  boldly  with 
itheir  proposals,  because  they  know  the 
ipeopla  would  not  stand  them,  and 
they  are  restrained  by  their  wiser 
leaders.  I  attach  little  tmportanoe, 
•then,  to  the  statement  that  this 
money  is  to  be  expended  to  in- 
-sure  a  proper  and  cheap  supply  of  food 
for  the  people.  I  do  not  know  that, 
when  this  subjert  has  been  debated,  any 
mprssentatires  of  large  shipowntng  in- 
terests have  regarded  this  proposal  as 
absolutely  necessary  tor  the  protection 
■ot  onr  Commercial  Marine  ;  but  I  do  re- 
'Oolleot  that  two  of  the  largest  ship- 
-ownets  in  the  Kingdom — perbaps  in  the 
world — the  bon.  Members  for  Hull  and 
■Jarrow,  rose  in  their  places  and 
ridiculed  the  proposals  of  tlie  Govern- ' 
ment,  ^though  they  own  a  large  num- 
her  of  ships  traversing  the  ocean  in  all 
parts  of  the  world.  If  there  are  any 
two  men  qualified  to  express  an  opinion 
lupon  the  danger  to  our  Commercial 
Marine,  they  are  these  men  who  have 
millions  of  capital  locked  up  in 
commercial  ventures ;  but  they  cast 
ridicule  and  seorn  on  the  proposal 
-to  expend  this  enormous  sum  on  an 
increase  of  our  Naval  Force  against 
imaginary  dangers.  Sir,  I  do  not 
think  anything  more  need  bo  said 
-to  dispel  the  cry,  or  to  prove  how  abor- 
tive is — this  new-bom  zeal  of  hon. 
^ntlemen  opposite.  I  think  that  ghost 
was  fully  laid  by  the  hon.  Members  for 
Hull  and  Jarrow.  My  Amendment  has 
Tefereace  to  statements  made  last  year 
by  the  Secretary  for  War  and  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and  I  will  quote 
-from  their  speeches  tu  show  what  their 
<view8  then  were.  But  there  is  another 
Member  of  the  Government  whom  I 
will  call  as  a  witness  to  prove  my  case. 
7  presume  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi-  i 
rait^  does  know  something  about  bis 
'businesa  and  the  condition  of  the  British 
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Fleet;  for  he  is  paid  a  good  round  sum 
by  the  nation  to  look  after  it  The  Sec- 
riatary  to  the  Admiralty,  addressing  his 
aonstituenta  in  April,  1887,  said— 

"  That  a  feeling  ot  hopetewnes*.  approaching 
sometimes  to  belplesmeu,  came  over  him  when 
he  saw  lioir  matters  wura  conducted  at  the  Ad- 
miralty, and  how  money  wa*  expended,  not  to 
■ay  wasted." 
The  hon.  Gentleman  also  sud  that — 

"  He  took  pride  to  himself  and  hii  colleagaes 
that  they  bad  placed  the  Naval  EalJmateB  at 
the  lowest  figure  oompatible  with  nfety ;  they 
showed  a  subibuitial  redaction  on  the  previous 
.  year's  expenditure,  and  ycA  this  reduced  aatouat 
was  sufficient  to  keep  the  Navy  in  an  efficient 
state." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  bad  well  considered 
his  words;  for  though  he  was  criticized 
severely  for  his  utterances,  he  did  not 
"  climb  down "  from  his  position  ; 
but  some  time  afterwards,  speaking 
again,  he  went  a  great  deal  further. 
Addressing  the  London  Chamber  of 
Commerce  on  March  22,  1888,  the  bon. 
Qeetleman  said — 

"  He  feared  that  exaggerated  statements  liad 
recently  been  made  wi&  regard  to  the  Navy 
which  might  alami  the  timid,  but  he  beUeved 
that  at  QO  time  was  the  Navy  more  ready  or 
better  organized  for  any  work  which  it  might 
be  called  upon  to  do  than  it  was  to-day." 
The  boa.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say — 

"U  it  were  aakad  whether  the  British  Navy 
was  able  to  cope  wibh  an^  raaeoDBble  combina- 
tion of  Foreign  Poware,  it  could  be  answered 
that  England  wu  more  than  equal  in  strength 
to  two  of  the  gTeatest  nations  in  Europe — 
namely,  France  and  Russia  ;  " 
and  this  statement  the  hon.  Gentleman 
backed  up  by  fiKures. 

The  SECEETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  FoHwooD,  Lancashire, 
Ormskirk) :  Has  the  hon.  Member  any 
objection  to  give  the  figures  ? 
*Uh.  CRKMEB  :  I  have  not  got  them 
here  ;  but  if  I  am  misquoting  the  hon. 
Gentleman  he  will  presently  have  the  op- 
portunity to  correct  me.  Perbaps  be  will 
also  tell  the'  Committee  what  has  induced 
his  present  change  of  front — why,  if  our 
expenditure  was  sufficient  at  that  time  to 
provide  the  country  with  an  efficient 
Fleet,  it  is  not  sufficient  now ;  why,  if  our 
Fleet  was  equal  to  the  naval  strength  of 
two  of  the  greatest  European  Fowurs,  it 
is  insufficient  now?  It  is  amusing  to 
notice  the  remarkable  discrepancies  in 
the  statements  of  Ministers  and  experts 
as  to  the  capabilities  of  the  Army  and 
Navy.  It  will  be  in  the  recotleotion  of 
the  Committee  that  last  year  we  had 
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a  somewhat  singular  spectacle  presented 
to  ua.  Some  of  us  were  exceedingly 
gratiBed  to  find  that  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralt;  displayed  such  an  amount 
of  common  sense  as  to  rebuke  the 
utterances  of  Lord  Wolseley.  who 
tried  to  create  a  scare  in  the 
minds  of  our  countrTmen.  It  will 
be  remembered  that  Lard  Woteeley 
stated  that  100,000  men  could  be  landed 
on  our  shores  with  vessels  of  150,000 
tonnage.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  O. 
Hamilton)  challenged  this  statement; 
and,  after  taking  counsel  with  experts 
experienced  in  the  transportation  of 
troops,  declared  that  reeaels  of  480,000 
tonnage  would  be  required — ^just  a 
trifling  difference  of  320,000  tons  be- 
tween these  two  authorities.  They  dif- 
fered also  as  to  the  amount  of  space 
required  for  thetransportatioDof  horseH. 
The  noble  Lord  said  2)  tons,  while 
lord  Wolseley  said  4  tons  would 
be  necessary.  Lord  Woleeley  said 
100,000  men  could  be  landed  on  our 
shores  in  a  day ;  the  noble  Lord 
(Hamilton)  said  it  would  take  at  least 
a  week.  Well,  I  think  we  are  entitlod 
to  some  clear  and  definite  explanation 
before  we  allow  ourselves  to  be 
frightened  by  statements  so  con- 
tradictory on  the  face  of  them.  Both 
the  statements  of  the  First  Lord  and 
of  Lord  Wolsetey  were  based  on  the 
assumption  that  there  would  be  no 
opposing  force.  Well,  considering  we 
have  been  espending  enormous  sums  of 
money  on  the  Navy,  that  we  have  the 
standing  Army,  a  volunteer  Army,  and 
the  Militia,  it  is  an  envious  assumption 
that  we  should  offer  no  kind  of  opposition 
to  an  invading  force.  If  the  noble 
Lord  is  right,  that  it  would  take  a  week 
to  land  100.000  men  on  our  shores  if  we 
did  not  oppose  them,  it  is  reasonable  to 
suppose  that  with  opposition  it  would 
take  theu)  something  like  a  month,  even 
if  they  succeeded  then.  Then  we  have, 
besides,  the  assurance  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  to  which  I  bare 
referred,  another  statement  from  him 
to  which  we  listened  with  pleasure. 
Personally,  I  felt  thankful  to  the  noble 
Lord  for  the  attitude  he  took  up  in 
rebuking  those  connected  with  the  two 
Services  for  their  continued  clamour  for 
more  men  and  more  money.  The  noble 
'  ^,  for  some  reason  I  hope  he  will 
in,  has  however  entirely  changed 
Ltitude  on  the  matter,  and  I  shall 
Ifr.  Crutur 


await  his  explanation  with  Bome> 
curiosity.  I  will  refer  briefly  to  the' 
speech  made  by  the  noble  Lord  on  July 
5th,  in  which  he  expressed  the  opinion 
that  Lord  Wolseley's  views  were  not  to 
be  sustained.  The  noble  Lord,  uphold- 
ing his  statement  as  to  the  landing  of 
100,000  men  on  our  shores,  said  tSat, 
before  expressing  that  view,  he  had  con- 
sulted the  experts  at  the  Transport 
Department,  so  that  the  statement  was 
based  upon  their  authority  as  well  as 
his  own.  Later  on,  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Leigh 
Division  of  Lancashire,  the  noble  Lord 
declared  that  the  policy  of  the  Admiralty 
was  not  to  indulge  in  spasmodic  ship- 
building, but  to  pursue  a  steady  and 
continuous  course.  I  do  not  know  what 
interpretation  the  noble  Lord  now  puts- 
upon  those  words.  I  only  take  of  them. 
a  plain,  common-sense  view.  The  pro* 
posal  now  before  the  Comoiittee  seems- 
to  me  to  be  an  entire  departure  from, 
the  declaration  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
on  the  occasion  to  which  I  have  referred. 
If  all  these  statements  were  reliable,  and 
Foreign  Ouvernmenta  read  theui— aad  it 
is  only  fair  to  assume  that  they  have 
been  read  by  Foreign  Qovemments — 
what  will  they  say  concerning  the  pro- 
posals that  are  now  before  the  House  ?* 
They  will  naturally  argue,  "If  the 
British  nation  was  in  a  state  of  security- 
six  or  eight  months  ago,  and  now  this 
extraordinary  proposal  is  made  for  an 
expenditure  of  £21,000,000  to  increase 
the  Naval  Forces  of  the  country,  the 
British  Government,  having  already  a 
sufficient  force  for  defence,  must  intend 
to  be  aggressive."  The  result  of  such 
reasoning  will  be,  that  the  Govern- 
ments of  Europe  will  become  alarmed 
at  the  proposal  now  made  to  the  country, 
and  the  evil  will  not  diminish,  but  wilt 
be  continued  and  aggravated.  It  is  some- 
times amusing  to  read  what  foreigners 
and  foreign  journals  think  and  say  of  us. 
Isawtheotherday  in  the  ^niti«-«  a  some- 
what amusing  account  of  Che  noble 
Lord's  Naval  Scheme.    It  said — 

"Every  four  or  five  years  our  eicallent 
neighbours  on  the  other  side  of  the  Channel 
aia  sebeed  with  a.  paoio.  Tbey  wake  cue  day 
vith  a  uotion  that  their  ielaud  is  badly  de- 
feuded,  and  that  a  more  thorough  protection  is 
needed.    Meetiuge  are  organiEeu" — 

almost  exclusively  attended  by  those 
belonging  to  the  Services— 
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"at  which  genemlsniidadmirslg  make  apeechei, 
and  the  GJoTsrnment,  be  it  Liberal  or  Con- 
mrvmUta,  readily  yielda  to  the  pTeuore  and 
brii^  out  gigantic  schemes  that  are  aever 
ouiied  out  in  Toll.  Whan  a  respectable  num- 
ber of  million*  have  been  ipent,  the  Eni^lish 
(eel  Bale— that   ia,  nntil  BDOther  seare  breaki 

Some  hon.  Members  in  this  Houso  know 
bow  those  scares  are  manufactured.  1 
will  aot  say  they  are  got  up  b;  '*  panic 
mongers  "  as  that  is  an  offensive  term, 
but  words  of  equal  force  may  be  applied 
to  those  who  promote  them.  The  journal 
from  which  I  have  quoted  concluded  the 
article  to  which  I  am  drawing  attention 
with  these  words — 

"  England  U  euffering  from  each  a  acare  at 
this  moment,  and  a  grand  scheme  is  before 
Parliament  to  increase  the  nnmber  of  ironclads. 
Somebody  is  safe  to  make  a  profit  out  of  it.' ' 
The  concluding  sentence  is  one  which  I 
hope  our  couotTTmen  will  make  a  note 
of— that  "somebody  is  snreto  make  a 
profit  out  of  it."  Of  course  they  are. 
There  are  contractors  always  ready  to 
olamoar  for  an  increase  of  the  Ai  my  and 
Navy,  and  there  is  a  host  of  officials 
who  are  always  waiting  for  a  crumb 
or  two  from  the  official  table.  No 
one  but  those  in  office  can  for  a  mo- 
ment understand  the  pack  of  howling 
wolves  behind  the  Qovernment,  hound- 
ing tbem  on  to  spend  money  on  the 
Army  and  Navy.  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  have  had  to  yield  to  the 
enormous  pressure  brought  to  bear 
behind  and  all  round  them.  The 
Secretary  for  War,  I  remember,  said, 
in  a  debate  last  year,  he  hod  listened  to 
the  speeches  made  by  navel  and  military 
Members  of  the  House,  all  advocating, 
from  their  different  points  of  view,  but 
ill  the  kindest  manner  to  himself,  an 
enormous  increase  in  the  public  ex- 
penditure of  the  country,  and  he  re- 
buked Members  behind  him  for  their 
continuous  and  enormous  demands  for 
an  increase  of  expenditure  on  the  Army 
and  Navy.  On  March  8th,  last  year,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  another 
speech,  in  tie  course  of  which  he  said 
that  good,  honest  work  was  being  done 
to  increase  the  military  strength  of  the 
country,  and  efficiency  was  being  gra- 
dually secured,  without  undue  extrava- 
gance.    He  said — 

"  The  onl^  danger  we  have  to  apprehend  is 
the  Bnctuation  of  public  opinion,  and  there  is 
no  more  certain  way  of  prodadng  that  Suctua- 


tion  than  to  give  an  exaggerated  account  of  the 
money  required,  in  order  to  put  as  in  a  sa^- 
faotoiy  oondition." 

The  right  hon.  (i^tleman  has  now 
changed  his  opinion,  and  now  sanctions 
this  enormous  expenditure  of  money 
which,  six  months  ago,  he  protested 
against.  In  addition  to  the  testimony 
I  have  quoted  of  Members  of  the 
GKivemment,  we  have  that  of  the 
Com  raander- in- Chief,  who  is  supposed 
to  know  something  about  the  safe^ 
of  the  oountiy.  On  May  llth,  lost 
year,  he  repudiated  there  being  any 
danger  of  toe  kind  to  which  reference 
has  Dsen  so  frequently  made ;  and  the 
Prime  Minister,  on  the  same  date, 
rebuked  Lord  Wolseley  for  inflaming 
the  public  mind,  and  went  on  to  say — 


that 


Bnt  what  I  do  earnestly  protest  agunat 


At  panic-producing  spot 
public  dinners  by  pabli 


leeches  should  be  made 


The  noble  Lord  pointed  out  the  large 
addition  which  had  been  made  to  the 
Army  since  June,  1881,  and,  with 
regard  to  the  Navy,  reminded  th© 
House    of    Lords     that,    whereas    the 
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£6,711,000. 
These  figures  he  quoted  to  prove 
that  there  was  no  ground  for 
alarm,  and  that,  at  any  rate,  nine 
months  ago  the  country  was  perfectly 
safe.  I  Oiink  I  am  justified  in  saying 
that,  if  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
the  Secretory  for  War,  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  the  Commander-in- 
Chief,  and  the  Prime  Minister  were 
satisfied  nine  or  ten  months  ago  that 
the  country  was  in  a  perfect  state  of 
defence,  and  tbat  our  forces  were  then 
sufficient  to  defend  us  from  invasion,  that 
we  are  justified  in  demanding  from  Her 
Majesty's  Qovernment  that  they  shall 
give  us  solid  reasons  for  changing 
their  opinions,  and  for  the  extra- 
ordinary proposals  they  are  now  making 
to  extract  from  the  ptocketa  of  the  Britiu 
taxpayer  £21,000,000  to  increase  the 
Naval  Forces  of  the  country.  I  am 
willing  to  give  Her  Majesty's  Qovern- 
ment every  credit  for  being  honest  in 
their  intentions  in  this  matter.  My  own 
conviction  is  that  the  proposats  they 
have  made  are  against  their  better 
judgment;  that  they  have  been  simply 
overborne  by  the  Kepreaentatives  of  the 
Services ;  that  what  the  Secretary  for 
War  and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty said  in  this  House  last  year 
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'ih»j  udi  beliering  their  statements  to 
be  true,  and  being  honestlj  desirouB  of 
continuing  in  the  peaceful,  economical 
path  which  they  had  marked  out 
lor  themselves,  but  that  since  then 
the  permanent  officials  and  Bepre- 
flentatives  of  the  Services  have  been  too 
«trong  for  the  QoTsmment.  I  do  not 
wish  to  speak  offensively  ;  but  I  oannot 
help  thinkiog  that  the  BepresentatiTes 
of  the  Services  have  no  busiaesa  to  be 
in  this  House  at  all.  Perhaps  the 
British  public  —  the  now  electorate — 
nay,  at  no  distant  day,  have  something 
-to  say  with  regard  to  the  seernhness  of 
men  sitting  in  the  House  and  prac- 
-tioaUy  voting  their  own  salaries.  It  is 
clear  to  mo,  from  the  few  years'  experi- 
-«noe  I  have  had  here,  that  so  long  as 
yte  have  so  large  a  condngent  of 
the  two  Services  here  hounding  on 
th«  Oovernment  against  their  better 
judgment,  and  practically  masters  of  the 
situation,  we  shall  have  to  wait  in  vain 
for  ecoonmies  in  either  of  the  Sen 
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but  I  know  the  permanent  officials  offer 
such  a  sturdy  oppoeitiDn  to  the  attempts 
of  the  Heads  of  Departments  to  bring 
about  a  retrenchment  that,  however 
desirous  a  Member  of  the  Government 
may  be  to  effect  economy,  in  the  end  he 
becomes  worn  out  in  his  efforts,  and,  at 
last,  sits  down  and  enjoys  himself,  as 
his  predecessors  have  done  before  him, 
and  allows  the  permanent  officials  to 
have  their  own  way.  No  doubt  the 
votes  of  the  gentlemen  connected  with 
the  Services  are  very  important  to  the 
Oovernment,  and  the  influence  of  these 
persons,  together  wjth  that  brought  to 
bear  by  the  permanent  officials,  have,  no 
doubt,  weighed  with  the  Qovemmentin 
theooarse  they  have  adopted.  I  think 
I  am  justified  in  repeating  a  question 
which  I  have  asked  before,  and  which, 
if  I  have  the  honour  to  continue  a 
Member  of  this  House,  I  shall  probably 
ask  again.  Last  year  when  a  proposu 
was  made  to  increase  the  expenditure — 
which  I  cannot  help  thinking  increases 


And,  with   regard    to    the    permanent  \  the  danger— I  asked    a  common   sense 


officials,  I  should  be  prepared  to  apply 
a  very  drastic  remedy.  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  and  the  Sen^ctary  of  titate 
lor  War  form  two  very  good  figure 
heads,  but  I  very  much  doubt  whether 
they  are  really  much  more  than 
fi^re  heads.  It  is  the  permanent 
officials  who  practically  govern  the 
country,  and  the  only  way  to  ramedj 
this  is  to  make  a  clean  sweep  of  them, 
and  to  continue  the  sweepiug  process 
until  the  heads  of  the  Departments  are 
masters  of  the  situation.  I  think  I  am 
warranted  in  repeating  a  statoment 
made  by  aformer  Member  of  the  House, 
who  some  years  ago  was  connected 
with  the  Admiralty.  The  Government 
of  that  day  made  a  serious  effort  in  the 
direction  of  economy,  and  this  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  earnestly  joined  the 
Gnvemment  in  the  effort  they  were 
making  to  effect  a  retrenchment. 
Well,  he  declared  on  one  occa- 
sion that  be  positively  went  into  hie 
office  in  bodily  fear  ^m  the  permanent 
officials  because  of  the  efforts  he  was 
making  to  efiFect  a  retrenchment. 
["Name!"]  There  are  Members  in 
the  House  who  know  that  statoment 
is  true.  I  do  not  know  that  the  con- 
dition of  things  this  gentleman  found 
in  the  Department  now  obtains  there, 
Mr.  Crtm4r 


question,  which  millions  of  people  out- 
side ask  themselves— namely,  "  Where 
is  the  danger  ?  "  I  want  to  know  where 
the  foe  is  to  be  found  who  is  desirous  of 
invading  our  shores  7  The  only  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  so  far  as  I  know, 
who  has  made  an  effort  to  discover  and 
unearth  the  bogey  is  tbe  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Marylebone  (Lord  C. 
Bereaford),  and  be  says  it  is  General 
Boutanger.  Well,  I  believe  tbe  noble 
Lord  to  be  one  of  the  mally  honest  men 
on  tbe  other  side  of  tbe  House.  I  be- 
lieve him  to  be  mistaken,  but  I  accredit 
him  with  every  sincerity,  and  I  am  told 
that  he  regards  himself  as  the  best 
friend  of  peace  to  be  found  in  this  dis> 
tinguished  Assembly,  although  I  take, 
an  opposito  view  of  his  policy.  The 
noble  Lord  believes  that  Generid 
Boulanger  will  very  likely  undertake 
an  invasion  of  this  country. 

LohdC.  BEEESFOBD  :  No,  no! 
*Mb.  CREMEB  :  I  am  glad  to  hear 
the  noble  Lord  is  not  frightened  by 
General  Boulanger;  but  if  he  fears 
no  danger  in  that  direction,  perhaps  he 
will  be  good  enough  to  tell  us  where  the 
danger  really  is?  I  thought  the  noble 
Lord  was  under  the  impression  that 
there  was  some  danger  of  General 
Boulanger  organizing  on  eipeditioa 
againat  us  in  consequence  of  our  oon- 
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tinaed  ooonptUon  of  Egypt.  Well,  Sir, 
in  regard  to  this  continued  ooonpation, 
I  pointed  out  nearly  three  years  ago 
tfa%t  it  was  a  eource  of  danger  to  ns, 
tbat  it  was  a  sore  point,  if  not  among 
iihe  French  people,  at  any  rate  amongst 
the  governing  olasws  of  France,  and  I 
am  glad  to  see  that  other  people 
in  England  ere  coming  round  to  the 
same  common-sense  view.  If  this  feel- 
ing of  Botenees  does  exist,  the  best  thing 
we  can  do  to  cure  it,  is  to  dear  out  of 
Egypt,  not  because  we  are  threatened 
by  General  Boulanger,  bnt  because  we 
have  no  busineea  there.  The  sooner, 
-therefore,  we  clear  out  of  it  the  sooner 
-ahsll  ve  deprive  Qeneral  Boulanger  of 
anyplea  fonnTading England — if  he  has 
any  idea  of  ioradin^  ns.  In  the  autumn 
-the  Oenetal  Eleobon  will  take  place  in 
France,  and  we  shall  then  know  whether 
Qeneral  Boulanger  is  to  be  in  poweroroot. 
You  cannot  build  new  ships  before 
next  autumn,  nor  in  less  than  three 
years,  and  if  the  danger  be  imminent  we 
ought  to  have  all  the  force  yon  say  is 
needed  at  our  disposal  immediately, 
-while  if  the  danger  be  remote  I  do  not 
see  the  use  of  the  present  proposal. 
The  French  Marine  Department  are 
already  proposing  to  increase  the 
French  Nary,  on  the  ground  that  at 
present  it  Is  inferior  to  the  English 
Navy ;  and  a  few  weeks  ago  a  Spe<»al 
Oommission  reported  to  the  french 
-Chamber  of  Deputies,  reoommending 
the  building  of  more  ironclads,  the 
reason  aawgned  being  that  we  have 
.done  the  same.  They  also  reoommended 
that  a  number  of  cruisers  should  be 
built,  and  that  SO  mote  torpedo  boats 
should  be  oonsttucted,  on  the  ground 
tbat  we  are  also  building  cruisers  and 
-mulliplyiag  oar  torpedo  boats.  It  is 
qaite  dear  that  every  increase  of  our 
fTaval  Force  leads  to  an  increase  of  the 
Naval  Forces  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Channel ;  it  does  not  pnt  an  end  to,  but 
continues  and  magnifes,  the  evil.  And 
in  Germany  the  same  state  of  things  is 
l^ing  on.  Only  a  fortnight  ago  it  was 
said  that  16  ocean-going  torpedo  boats 
were  being  built  for  the  Qerman  Navy, 
to  be  armed  with  all  the  modem 
appliances,  and  to  have  a  speed  of  2S 
niots.  If  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment  are  sgreed  to,  and  this  enormoue 
sum  of  money  is  placed  at  their  dis- 
posal, a  large  proportion  of  it — allowing 
VOL  OOGXXXIV.    Lthibd  bkoks.! 


for  waste  and  extravagance  such  as  we 
know  of  in  the  past— will  be  expended 
in  the  increase  of  our  Fleet,  and  then 
we  shall  find  that  farther  proposals  will 
will  be  made  by  France  and  Genoany 
and  Busnia  in  the  same  direction,  and 
when  they  have  increased  their  forces 
because  we  have  increased  ouia  another 
demand  will  in  a  few  years  be  mad* 
upon  us  for  further  additions  to  our 
Navy.  Lord  Salisbury,  speaking  at 
the  Lord  Mayor's  Dinner  last  Noveni< 
her  in  regard  to  the  armed  condition 
of  Europe,  asked  a  very  pertinent 
question,  which  I  venture  to  repeat 
— namely,  "  When  Is  this  rivalry  to 
end?"  We  are  continually  talking 
about  being  compelled  to  imitate-  the 
example  of  other  nations,  and  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  doing  so  when  the  example 
is  worth  imitating ;  but  I  would 
ask  why  we  do  not  set  a  good  example 
ourselves?  Why  we  do  not  make 
an  effort  to  induce  the  nations  abroad 
not  to  increase,  but  to  reduce  their 
armaments,  and  ao  diminish  the  dan- 
ger? You  may  tell  me  they,  would 
not  acquiesce  in  such  a  proposal. 
How  do  you  know?  Ton  have 
never  invited  them.  It  is  not  worth 
an  effort  to  see  whether  the  time  has  not 
come  when  the  public  opinion  of  the 
world  is  not  snfficientiy  strong  to  induce 
the  Governments  of  Europe  to  join  in  • 
movement  in  this  direction.  I  believe 
that  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
seriously  to  propose  a  Conference  of  the 
nations  of  tne  world,  with  the  view  (A 
bringing  about  a  mutual  and  simultane- 
ous reduction  of  armaments,  a  shout  of 
triumph  wontd  go  .up  on  the  part  of  the 
people  throughout  the  whole  civilized 
world,  and  the  Government  who  would 
undertake  a  task  of  that  kind  would 
cover  themselves  with  everlasting  glory. 
I  hope  Her  Majesty's  Government 
may  see  their  way  to  take  such  a  step. 
I  am  afraid  that  few  Members  of  thia 
House,  particularly  on  the  other  side, 
have  yet  learned  to  understand  that  the 
old  order  of  things  has  greatly 
changed,  and  that  the  democracy,  not 
merdy  here,  but  throughout  the  world, 
or  nearly  so,  has  now  entered  into  the 
possesion  of  political  power,  and  that 
that  democracy  is  peaosful.  The  one 
man  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  who 
seems  to  me  to  understand  the  changed 
order  of  things,  and  the  aspirations  of 
2  E 
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the  democracy,  is  the  noble  Lmd  the 
KTember  for  Sonth  Faddington ;  and,  if 
he  oontinuea  in  the  spirit  that 
has  eharaoterised  his  doings  in 
regard  to  retrenchment  and  reform, 
I  Tentare  to  say  he  will  be  assuring  for 
himself  the  gratitude  of  the  peo[iIe 
and  imperishable  renown.  I  hope 
the  Oovernment  will  remember  that 
monarchs  and  Btateamen,  still  power- 
ttd — too  powerful  for  mischief — have 
already  bad  their  power  eeriooBly 
diminished ;  that  the  power  thev 
wielded  in  the  past  has  been  and 
still  is  being  more  and  more  transferred 
to  the  people ;  and  that  the  people  are 
arerywhere  deeirioaa  of  living  in  peace. 
I  hope  the  Ooventment  will  take  in  a 
kindly  spirit  the  abserTations  I  have 
addreiued  to  them;  and  will  consider 
whether  it  is  not  worth  while,  instead  of 
imitating  a  bad  example,  to  set  a  good 
one,  by  asking  the  nations  of  the  world, 
through  their  respective  Uovemments, 
to  join  in  a  serious  effort  to  reduce 
rather  than  to  increase  their  armaments. 
Sir,  I  beg  to  move  my  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, — 

"Tft  1mv«  oat  all  the  words  sfter  the 
Bnt  word  "  That,"  in  ordar  to  odd  the  >orda 
"  baTing  regard  to  the  Btatemeiita  made  during 
the  laat  Beiaion  of  FarliBinent  br  the  Fint 
Lord  of  the  Adminltf  and  the  SecTetwr?  of 
State  for  War,  m  to  the  effident?  of  the  anns- 
mentt  of  the  Coontrj  for  the  parpose  ol  De- 
feoce,  and  lenng  that  the  Nation  waa  aamisd, 
in  the  recent  Speech  from  the  Throne,  that  Har 
bb^es^'a  relations  Kith  Foreign  Powers,  whidi 
were  of  the  moat  paaoefal  obaiacter  laat  7*»i, 
nmain  in  the  aame  ntiafactorj  oondilion,  this 
Conunittee  deem*  it  expedient  to  autharise  the 
■    "   "irtytl      ~ 


d  thereof. 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

•Tm  lOHANOELLOE  of  the  EX- 
OHEQUER  (Ur.  G.  J.  aoscHur,  St. 
George's,  Hanovsr  Square) :  I  fully 
acknowledge  that  the  observatione  of 
thehon.  ftiember  who  has  just  sat  down 
were  made  in  a  kindly  spirit.  No 
Uember  of  the  House  can  complain 
of  the  manner  in  which  thehon.  Uember 
haa  brought  thia  great  and  important 
questioa  before  the  Committee,  and  I 
leel  perfectly  confident  that  the  hon. 
Hember  has  felt  impelled  to  the  course 
he  has  taken  by  an  imperative  sense  of 
Mr.  Crtvm- 
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duty,  and  that  he  is  impreased  with  tho' 
extreme  iraportanee  of  asking  boa  ths 
Government  explanations  to  wkieb  he 
and  the  rest  of  the  Oommittee  are  moM 
ftilly  entitled.  I  shall  leave  to  my  noble 
Friend  the  Firet  Lord  of  the  Admiral^ 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Admintlty  tho* 
task  of  replying  to  the  personal  alluaiona 
which  have  been  made  to  them,  and  tO' 
the  more  technical  part  of  the  qneattoa' 
which  refere  to  the  Administration  lA' 
the  Admiralty  &nd  to  the  oomparative 
force  of  the  British  Navy.  But  the  hon. 
Member  has  alluded  to  some  general 
oonsiderationB,  with  r^ard  to  which  I 
think  it  right  to  offer  a  few  words  in 
reply,  because,  although  he  has  not  re- 
ferred tome,  he  would  be  fully  entitled  to 
ask  bow,  as  (Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Icould consent  tothagreatbnrden  which 
is  placed  upon  the  people  by  these  pro- 
posals of  the  Goveromeat  onleee  I  was 
absolutely  convinced  of  the  extreme 
necessity  of  voting  these  sums.  The- 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  haa  a 
heavy  responsibility  in  this  matter, 
which  I  do  not  wish  for  one  moment  to- 
disclaim.  The  hon.  Member,  in  his  con- 
eluding  observations,  spoke  of  the 
change  of  attitude  in  Enrope  generally, 
since  the  accession  of  democracy  to  power. 
I  wish  to  agree  with  the  hon.  Gentieman 
as  far  as  I  can  and  I  will  admit  that  the 
desire  of  most  democracies,  not  of  all, 
but  certainly  of  the  British  democracy,  is 
peace.  But  there  is  one  other  demand 
which  the  British  democracy  will  make^ 
and  it  is  that  besides  peace  there  shall 
be  absolute  seouri^.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber spoke  of  the  toiling  milliona 
and  of  their  interest  in  this  qnestion. 
But  I  speak  with  as  sincere  a  oon- 
viotion  as  that  which  animated  him 
when  I  say  that  the  tftiling  milliona 
have  as  deep,  if  not  a  deeper,  interesi 
in  the  security  of  these  islands  and  in 
the  security  of  our  oommerre  and  of  omr 
Colonial  Fosseesious  as  any  other  por> 
t'on  of  Her  Majesty's  subjaota.  I  would 
undertake  to  argue  this  question  before 
any  meeting  of  trade  unionists, or  before 
audiences  compoeed  exclusively  of  toil- 
ing artizans.  I  would  put  it  to  them 
what  their  fate  would  be  if  for  three  or 
four  months  only,  or  even  for  a  shorter 
period,  the  importations  and  exporta- 
tions  of  this  country  were  senonsly 
imperilled?  We  all  remember  the  fate 
of  Lancashire  during  the  ootton  famine. 
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The  hon.  If  ember  aad  his  frienda  will 
mgree  with  me  in  this— that  we  Rre 
pmotioall;  nnuiimous  as  to  the  neoea- 
sity  of  being  aeoun,  and  that,  therelare, 
the  only  point  on  whieh  this  diaeaaeion 
can  fairlTtum  ia  whether  or  not  we  are 
•eoore.  WemajbesurethatanjParlia- 
msnt  whiob,  toreeeeing  the  poeaibiUty  of 
aooh  a  oombination  of  droumstaDoee  as 
might  [daoe  this  country  in  peril,  did  not 
take  meaaur  ea  adequate  toprovide  againat 
anoh  a  oonljnganoy  woold  be  jnatly  held 
np  to  odium,  obloquy,  and  the  re- 
pioaeh  of  the  nation.  I  admit  that  the 
aemooraoy  ia  for  peace.  What  I  say 
here  is  known  to  every  Btateaman  in 
Europe,  and  I  affirm  that  no  Govern- 
mant  in  this  country  —  Conservative, 
Idberal,  or  Badioal — would  venture  on 
a  policy  of  aggreamon.  There  is  no  oor> 
ner  of  the  earth  we  oovet  or  wish  to  take 
ftom  any  other  Power.  We  have  no 
aggresaive  objeot  of  any  kind  in  view. 
Nothing  oould  be  more  remote  from  the 
wish  of  every  Uember  of  the  Adminietra- 
tiOD  than  that  by  our  proposals  we  shoold 
indicate  to  Europe  that  we  have  any 
di£Ferent  policy  from  that  whioh  baa  been 
pursued  oontinnously  by  several  euooes- 
•ive  Governments— namely,  a  policy  of 
continued  peace.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Uember  for  Paddington  aaid  the  other 
day  that  if  it  were  flaahed  throagh 
Eiuope  that  we  had  embarked  on  an 
expenditure  of  £20,000,000  there  would 
be  an  alarm  thronghout  the  Continent ; 
bat  I  am  ooofident  of  the  opposite,  and 
that  nothing  oan  produce  a  more  power- 
ful influence  in  favour  of  peace  th&n  the 
knowledge  that  Great  Britain  is  strong. 
No  doubt  the  nations  of  the  Continent 
are  suffering  under  a  terrible  burden  of 
armaments  whioh  the  hon.  Uember 
properly  denounced ;  but  if  there  ia  one 
thing  they  look  to  as  likely  to  exercise  an 
ioflnsno^or  peace,  it  is  a  strong  Eng- 
land. X  say  here  with  absolute  oonviation 
that  no  statesman  in  Europe  holds  the 
opposite  view.  They  all  hold  that  a 
•bong  England  ia  on  element  of  peace. 
I  wree  mat  if  it  could  be  done  it 
wODld  be  a  work  worthy  of  any  Go- 
vemment  to  bring  nations  into  confer- 
ence and  induce  them  to  disarm  ;  but  I 
am  a&aid  that  in  these  days  it  would  be 
a  Utopian  attempt.  Bat  the  moment 
when  we  should  be  most  able  to  in&a- 
enoe  Europe  in  this  direction  would  be 
the  moment  when  it  was  nnireraally 
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acknowledged  that  by  our  strength  we 
oould  exercise  a  very  considerable  influ- 
ence upon  Powers  that  might  desire  to 
go  to  war.  No  doubt  in  this  eounby 
the  demooraoy  largely  iofluenoee  the 
policy  of  the  Government,  but  I  doubt 
whether  in  some  of  the  most  powerful 
States  of  Europe  the  masses  have  infla- 
enoe  enough  to  affect  the  decisions  ol 
statesmen  and  Emperors.  We  have  to 
look  to  ctroumstanoee  with  regard  to 
which  we  are  obliged  to  be  extremely 
reticent,  but  whion  we  cannot  ignore. 
The  hon.  Member  quoted  the  Uarquesa 
of  Sahabury  as  asking — 

"How  long  iathii  to  lutP    We  may  w«U 
aak  oanalTM  how  long  it  Europe  to  baur  this 

It  is  in  this  feeling  that  danger  lies' 
The  hon.  Ifember  may  think  that  if 
the  cloud  whiob  has  so  long  hung  over 
Europe  were  to  burst,  ue  interests 
of  this  oounby  might  be  unaffected,  and 
we  might  look  on  with  unconcern ;  bat 
a  nation  oannot  always  look  on  when  it 
wishes,  though  it  may  do  so  if  it  has  fleets 
and  armies  to  prevent  its  hand  being 
forced  by  others.  If  we  survey  th» 
whole  situatiou ;  if  we  look  at  the 
changes  that  have  taken  place;  at  the 
combinations  of  the  forces  of  Europe 
that  are  possible ;  at  the  currents  that 
are  still  running,  I  confess  we  do  not 
see  any  such  change  as  should  make  for 
peaoe,  for  permanent  peace.  There  is 
no  immediate  anxiety;  we  are  oo  the 
beet  of  terms  with  other  couatries  ;  but  at 
the  same  time  we  have  no  right  to  depend 
u  pon  the  oontinuanoe  of  these  cordial  re- 
lations. We  shall  all  agree  that  we  must 
run  no  risks.  It  is  true  that  for  a  long 
time  we  have  been  undisturbed,  and, 
when  it  is  asked  where  ia  attack  tocome 
from,  it  cannot  be  expected  that  a  re- 
sponsible Minister  should  in  a  time  of 
peace  point  to  any  particular  nation; 
bat  still  a  desperate  nation  might  gain 
some  oonatderable  advantage  for  itself 
if  it  could  attack,  not  necessarily  thes* 
ialands,  bnt  at  all  events  the  interests 
of  Great  Britain.  We  have  no  business 
to  build  upon  any  immunity  we  have 
enjoyed  in  the  past,  for  changing  oir- 
onmatanoes  may  deprive  ua  of  that  im- 
munity. And  when  it  is  said  that  we 
have  wasted  money  in  the  post,  are  we 
quite  sure  that  we  have  not  had  an 
equivalent  for  our  expenditure  in  the 
secnrify  we  have  enjoyed?  Have  w» 
3  E  2 
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HAt  ««»ped  wus  Bnoh  m  other  ooantriM 
3iaTe  hMn  enifagod  in,  and  hag  not 
our  powerAil  Fleet  been  one  oauH  of 
«ar  immnQit;?  In  spite  of  the  oom- 
plAintB  of  uilon,  who  are  hiatori* 
oally  and  habitually  professional  grum- 
blers, has  it  not  been  dae  to  oar  Fleet 
tiuit  security  has  been  enjoyed  by  our 
Ooaats,  our  commerce,  and  our  Ooloniesf 
But  for  our  Fleet  we  might  hare  offered 
temptatioiis  to  adrentarers  and  invited 
Atfaer  nations  to  embark  upon  dangerona 
entflrprisBB.  I  hope  the  hon.  Uember 
will  aeoept  my  assnranoe  that  our  scheme 
it  in  no  way  duo  to  the  pressure  of  per- 
manent officials  at  the  Admizatty.  The 
Ooremment  were  themselres  invited  to 
look  into  the  matter,  to  review  all  the 
oiTOumstances  of  the  case,  to  marshal  onr 
own  forces,  and  to  calculate  the  forces 
that  might  be  brought  against  ns.  We 
-were  asked,  as  a  Cabinet,  to  ooniddar 
the  matter,  and  the  result  is  the  proposal 
fre  submit.  I  admit  that  many  of  ne, 
myself  included,  have  been  munly  in- 
^uenoed  in  the  view  that  this  expenditure 
«ught  to  be  undertaken  by  our  opinions 
upon  the  position  of  foreign  affairs. 
Hon.  Uembers  ask  what  ohanges  there 
have  taken  plaoe,  but  1  trust  hon.  Uem- 
bers  will  not  presa  na  too  much  on  the 
diplomatio  side  of  the  question.  We  do 
eay  that  the  general  foreign  situation, 
-without  being  acute,  is  such  that  we 
■honld  be  blind  to  our  duties  if  we  did 
not  take  immediate  measures  to  put  our- 
selves in  a  proper  state  of  defence.  I 
iiope  hon.  Uembere  will  agree  with  me 
-when  I  say  that  we  should  run  no  risks, 
and  that  we  ought  not  to  rely  upon  the 
fiiendly  dispnsiti<m  of  other  conntriee. 
If  ve  study  hietoty,  not  only  the  history 
of  the  past,  but  oontemporary  history,  I 
am  sure  we  shall  find  the  fcdly  of  build- 
ing too  much  on  any  each  amiable  hope. 
Under  the  oireumstanoes,  the  Govern- 
ment feel  that  it  is  their  bounden  duty 
to  see  that  there  is  no  possibility  not 
only  of  Bucceesful  invasion  of  onr  jdiores 
but  of  serious  intemiptton  to  our  oom- 
'  merce.  If  it  is  felt  that  the  proposed 
addition  to  the  Navy  is  not  required,  and 
that  the  fMcea  of  the  eeuntry  are  already 
aoffloient  to  effect  these  objects  under  all 
circum stances,  then  let  the  House  reject 
oar  proposals,  bat  da  not  reject  them  on 
Utopian  considerations,  or  beoanse  you 
bdieve  that  this  country  has  been  so 
long  nnattaeked  that  she  will  atutx  be 
Mr.  O.  J',  euohm 
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attacked  again.  Turning  to  the  next 
point,  I  wish  to  remind  the  House  of 
the  fact  that  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  are  con tinnally  urging  the<!h)veni- 
msnt  to  send  out  forcett  to  all  parts  of 
the  globe  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
British  interests.  It  is  not  on  the  Oim- 
servative  side  alone  that  these  demands 
are  made,  for  I  remember  in  the  debato 
on  Samoa  a  very  stout  Badioal,  the  hon. 
Uember  for  6t.  Austell  (Ur.  W. 
U'Arthnr),  urged  that  the  Govemmeut 
ought  to  nave  taken  action  which  might 
have  involved  ns  in  war  with  Qermaay. 
It  has  been  said  that  there  is  no  dangev 
of  invasion,  but  a  conrse  of  action  has 
repeatedly  been  u^«d  upon  the  Go- 
vernment which  might  have  led  to  war, 
and  which  wonld  ouy  have  been  likely 
not  to  lead  to  war  on  account  of  the 
knowladge  that  this  country  was  suffi- 
cien%  powerful  to  make  war  with  her 
a  dangerous  game.  It  is  not,  however, 
in  Samoa  only,  but  elsewhere,  that  ve 
come  into  contact  with  other  European 
Powers.  In  our  Ooloniee,  for  instance,  we 
now  come  much  more  freely  into  oontaot 
with  our  Oontinental  neighbours  than 
used  to  be  the  case.  That  is  so  in 
Africa,  in  Asia,  in  India,  and  in  Poly> 
neeia,  in  all  of  which  oollinons  might 
occur  which  might  very  easily  give  rise 
to  European  conflicts.  Fortunately, 
these  things  are  managed  with  temper, 
and  there  is  a  disposition  on  the  pift 
of  all  European  Fowen  to    act   with 

Srudenee  and  with  friendliness.  It  is, 
ewever,  found  that  the  Powers  whom 
we  now  meet  in  all  parte  of  the  globe 
are  increasing  their  annamente,  and 
that  some  countries  have  fieeta  whioh 
never  had  them  beforo.  It  is,  there- 
fore, not  only  invasion  that  we  have  to 
oonsider,  heoauae  thero  is  an  increase, 
I  will  not  say  of  danger  or  riak,  but 
at  any  rate  of  contact  with  our  Bure- 
pean  neighbours  in  distant  parts  of  the 
world  which  has  made  it  necessary  to 
augment  our  forces  so  as  to  uphold 
OUT  interests  in  those  distant  regions. 
I  think  that  it  will  be  recognized  that  I 
have  not  argued  this  question  in  axty 
narrow  or  aggressive  spirit,  or  with  any 
undue  desire  for  the  augmentation  <u 
the  fighting  forces  of  the  country.  We 
tasy  ne  wrong  in  the  view  we  take. 
{^Chttrt  and  eowtttr-ehawt.']  Tes^  and 
you  may  be  wrong  too.  If  we  are  wrong 
we  may  have  deeply  to  regret  (hat  we 
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have  oiinMWMarilr  placed  oa  extra  bur- 
den of  taxation  upon  the  country  ;  bat  if 
you  are  wrong  you  may  be  the  means  of 
imperilling'  intereets  oompared  with 
whioh  all  we  now  ask  will  be  absolutely 
as  nothing.  In  conclusion,  I  ask  you  to 
look  at  our  proposals  in  a  candid  spirit, 
beo&use,  in  our  judgment,  taking  into 
consideration  the  position  of  Europe  and 
of  the  world,  if  we  wiih  for  peace  and 
the  maintenanoe  of  British  interests,  it 
will  be  found  indiapensable  to  augment 
the  forces  of  the  Empire. 

*Ha.  CALEB  WBIGHT  (Lancashire. 
8.W.,  Leigh):  I  mnst  protest  against 
this  proposal  of  the  Oo7emment  for  a 
la^e  increase  in  the  Naval  Estimates. 
Li  my  opinion  it  is  a  great  mistake.  I 
fear  that  the  Government  have  been  in- 
flneuoed — like  other  Oovemments — by 
panic,  and  I  believe  this  panic  will  end, 
like  others,  in  extravagance  and  waste 
of  public  money.  Had  the  Government 
directed  their  attention  to  the  abnsea, 
the  incompetency  and  extravagance  in 
the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  in  the  Oivil 
Snvioe,  and  had  rooted  out  those  abuses, 
they  would  have  rendered  greater  service 
to  the  State  than  by  increasing  the 
Estimates  for  war  purposee.  Panic  and 
preparatione  for  war  tend  to  bring  on 
war,  which  checks  social  progress,  in- 
terferes disastrously  with  trade  and 
commerce,  piles  ap  enormoos  debts,  in- 
oreases    taxation,  causes  jealousy   and 

11-feeling  between  nations,  and  violates 
one  of  the  fundamental  principles  of 
Ohristianity.  No  class  is  so  interested  in 
this  question  as  the  working  class. 
About  three-quarters  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  are  drawn  from  that  daas,  and 
in  time  of  war  they  suffer  from 
depression  in  trade,  firom  want  of  em- 
ployment, from  reduced  wages,  and  in- 
oreased  taxation.  Since  I  became  a 
Member  of  this  House,  I  have  noticed 
that  when  any  attempt  has  been  made 
to  reduce  the  e^enditure  of  the  Army, 
it  has  always  been  opposed  by  the 
Army  officials,  who  proclaim  that  we 
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have  the  worst  armed  and  the  worst- 
equipped  force  in  Europe,  and  the  Ad- 
mirals and  Naval  Offlners  tell  ue  that 
the  country  is  not  sufficiently  defended, 
and  urge  the  Government  to  provide' 
more  forts,  more  warships,  and  more 
men.  Although  there  has  been  a  larg» 
increase  in  the  naval  expenditure  during 
the  last  few  years,  still  our  shores  ara  in 
danger,  and  the  cry  is  for  more  war 
ships.  Is  the  House  on  this  subject  to 
be  guided  in  legislation  by  the  conflict- 
ing statements  of  the  Government  and 
naval  officials  f  Well,  thehon.  Uembar 
who  introduced  the  Amendment  gav» 
some  quotations  from  Members  of  the 
Government.  Here  is  another.  Oa 
July  10th,  1888  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ormskirk  (Secretary  to  the  Admiralty)^ 
addressing  a  large  meeting  of  the  oom- 
meroial  community  of  Liverpool  on  th» 
subject  of  the  naval  defences  of  th» 
oouDtry,  said  that — 

"  All  ware  agreed  that  we  required  aa  a  mini- 
mutn  a  Vktj  nffideat  in  extent  and  power  t* 
□Tannaloh  the  Naval  Foroea  of  any  oombiiiation 
of  hostile  Foreign  Fowsn  that  oould  b«  reaaon- 
ably  antddpated.  Admiral  Hornby,  odt  fore- 
moat  D^vtX  commander,  bad  givec  details  of  the 
crniten  which,  in  bia  opinion  we  required, 
having  regard  to  our  Herc&ntile  Mavy.  Ha 
HD^geaied  486cnjiaenot  16  bnotaandoTer.and 
aaid  that  as  we  had  only  42  ot  thi*  olasa  %*• 
wtire  144  ibort.  Now  to  build  144  new  croitcn 
would  coat  £33,600,000,  and  addini;  to  thi* 
£4,000,000,  the  ooat  of  five  new  irondada,  which, 
another  digtingoished  naTal  officer  aaid  were 
reqniiad,  our  building  programme  beyond  that 
which  waa  now  before  the  oouotry  would  in- 
volve an  expenditure  of  £37,S00.OOa.  No  one 
now  woold  advooats  laying  down  TeeaelB,  ax- 
o«pt  with  a  view  to  apeedy  complaUon,  and  aa 
oruiaara  oould  be  built  in  about  two  years,  we 
aboold  have  to  proride  from  £13,000.000  to 
£16,000.000  par  annum  to  meet  theaa  demandi, 
in  addition  to  our  present  Naval  Budget,  in. 
each  of  U)e  next  two  or  three  yaara." 

Well,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty^ 
proposes  an  increaae  of  70  war  ships  at 
the  cost  of  £21,600,000,  which  he  says 
is  necessary  for  the  protection  of  our 
shores  and  our  commerce.  Here  are 
the  views  of  the  Secretary  for  War  and 
some  of  our  naval  commanders  as  to  the 
increase  required  in  our  Naval  Forces  j 


ui^.i.cjo^CjOogle 


Y95 


Nmat 


{COMUONSI 


IhM 


796 


oa  Hsrch  22iid,  1888,  the  Seoretaiy  to 
the  Admiralty  assiired  the  country,  in  a 
spMoh  addressed  to  the  London  Ohamber 
of  Oommaroe,  that  at  no  time  was  the 
Navy  more  ready  or  better  organized 
for  any  work  which  it  might  be  called 
npon  to  do  than  it  wae  to  -  day. 
England  was  more  tfaao  eqnal  in  strength 
to  two  of  the  greatest  nations  in  Earope 
— France  and  Enasia.  Again,  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
speaking  of  our  naval  defences  at  a 
public  meeting  held  in  London  on  the 
23rd  of  last  month  is  reported  to  have 
said —  "  Admiral  Symonds  estimates  an 
expenditure  of  £40,000,000,  Admiral 
Hornby  of  £80,000,000,  and  Lord  Al- 
oester  of  £30,000,000,  to  put  the  country 
in  a  state  of  proper  defence."  Another 
military  commander,  speaking  upon  our 
naval  defences,  said — "What  we  seem  to 
require^  for  the  Navy  is  an  organized 
reserve  both  of  ships  and  of  men,  oorre- 
eponding  to  the  system  of  military 
reserves  adopted  on  the  Continent." 
That  would  seem  to  be  the  object  of  the 
Oovemment  in  proposing  an  addition  of 
7U  warships.  We  are  at  peace  with 
Europe,  and  we  are  told  that  the  best 
way  to  secure  and  protect  our  commerce 
is  to  be  prepared  for  war.  Well,  I  think 
we  cannot  too  often  expose  that  unsound 
and  fallacious  argument.  What  are  the 
facts?  Have  not  the  nations  of  Europe 
been  prepared  for  war  for  more  than  50 
years?  And  at  the  present  time  the 
Armies  and  Beserves  —  excluding  the 
Navies — amount  to  over  30,000,000 
men.  And  what  has  been  the  result? 
Has  tbere  been  peace  in  Earope? 
Daring  the  20  years  ending  1873  there 
have  been  5  or  6  of  the  most  destructive 
vara  on  record.  That  has  been  the 
result  of  the  nations  of  Earope  being 
prepared  for  war  to  secure  peace  by  in- 
creasing year  by  year  their  Armies  and 
Navies.  Well,  Sir,  we  have  no  means 
of  ascertaining  the  losses  of  trade  and 
commerce  sustained  by  the  nations  of 
Mr.  C»M  Wright 


Europe  by  those  wars,  but  they  must 
have  been  enormous.  But  the  nambw 
of  lives  sacrificed  in  those  wars  was 
1,140,000,  and  the  ooat  £1,013.000,000. 
Are  there  no  better  means  for  the  safety 
of  our  commerce  than  providing  more 
warships  ?  With  the  vast  amount  of 
commerce  between  this  oountry  and 
America,  does  anybody  believe  that  the 
two  countries  could  be  involved  in  war  ? 
Let  me  give  the  opinion  of  an  eminent 
American  statesman  on  this  point.  The 
Hon.  William  Elliott,  speaking  of  the 
cotton  trade  some  time  ago,  cosoluded 
with  these  words — 

' '  Few  more  aocaptkble  oontributioiu,  it  aeeam 
to  me,  otn  be  made  from  one  country  to  snotber, 
few  strongOT  ties  of  intareet  can  be  interpoMd, 
few  better  securitia*  tor  continued  ^ooil-wQI 
can  be  devised,  thsn  those  which  Amerioa  offers 
to  Europe,  in  the  mutual  beneGU  of  the  ootton 
trade.  It  must  be  ever  inflnentiat  %a  prosrv- 
iuK  that  Btate  which,  while  it  can  be-piMUi  ved 
with  honaqr,  ia  the  true  glory  and  iutere*t  of 
every  nation  to  maintain.  For  it  iijiut  to  be- 
lieve that  Hod  baa  made  the  earth  ample 
enough  for  the  eapport  of  all  Hii  intelUgent 
creatures  ;  that  we  are  nndet  no  obligation  to 
destroy  each  othir  for  self  preeervatioii ;  and 
that  is  the  true  mieaion  of  man— irrespoctiTe 
and  oft«n  arbitrary  divisuma  of 


I  hope  this  House  will  not  allow  the 
Government  to  embark  in  this  reckless 
and  unnecessary  expenditure  to  which 
they  intend  to  bind  future  Oovemmeats. 
Well.  I  will  just  allude  before  I  sit 
down  to  the  Treaty  of  Paris.  At  the 
olose  of  the  Crimean  War  the  Congress 
of  Paris  assembled — in  1856— and  the 
Plenipoteotiariee   recognized    the    ex- 

Sediency  of  submitting  international 
ifferencee  to  arbitration,  and  of  making 
changes  in  the  public  law  of  Europe  as 
to  the  right  of  maritime  capture,  a^  d  to 
make  trade  as  free  in  time  of  war  as  it 
is  in  time  of  peace ;  and  £  understand 
the  Treaty  of  Paris  is  still  binding. 
Are  we  bound  by  that  Treaty  ?  If  not, 
why  not? 

*8utE.  J.BEED(OaTdiff);  Withregard 
to  the  remark  of  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  that  the  Democrat^  desires 
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ipeaoe  and  also  desires  seouritj,  I  would 
'^int  out  the  Demnoracy  desires  peace  by 
means  of  the  efficient  expenditure  of 
public  manef .  I  would  not  discourage 
-^e  oraation  of  a  strong  Navy,  but  I  cer- 
tainly would  not  enoourage  the  waste  of 
public  money  under  the  pretext  of 
tmaking  our  Navy  strong.  Both  the 
Resolution  and  the  Amendment,  stand- 
.ing  as  they  do  at  opposite  extromes  be- 
fore the  Committee,  show  the  necessity 
of  a  oloser  examination  into  the  nature 
-of  the  proposals  of  the  Government. 
The  speech  of  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  makes  this  even  more  re- 
quisite, as  the  whole  of  bis  observations 
■Appeared  to  me  to  be  directed  by  the 
idea  that  we  are  called  upon  to  enter 
upon  an  enormous  expenditure  of  public 
money.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Amend- 
ment of  myhon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
fihoreditch  would  have  the  effect,  if 
carried,  of  practically  closing  the  dock- 
yards, and  putting  an  end  to  ship- 
building after  another  million  has  been 
expended.  I  think  the  fact  of  the 
existence  of  these  extreme  views  indi- 
cates the  Dooesaity  of  some  one  taking  a 
little  trouble  to  make  the  actual  situation 
a  little  clearer.  I  can  understand  why 
the  Qovemment  should  propose  a  scheme 
of  shipbuilding  and  of  finance  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  enabling  them 
to  draw  on  the  Oonsolidated  Fund  for 
-the  cost  of  ships  to  be  built  by  contract. 
I  know  from  my  own  experience  that 
,  great  difficulty  arises  towards  the  end 
of  the  financial  year  in  connection  with 
-its  oontrocts  for  shipbuilding,  because 
'.  the  Government  know  that  if  the  con- 
tractors are  behind  with  their  work,  the 
money  not  earned  will  have  to  be  re-voted. 
I  can,  therefore,  understand  that  the 
'{government  should  desire  to  relieve 
themselves  of  this  difficult.  Neverthe- 
less, taking  all  the  circumstances  into 
account,  I  cannot  support  the  proposi- 
-tion  they  make  on  the  subject.  The 
•«9eot  o(  that  propositiou,  if  agreed  to, 
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will  be  to  throw  great  impediments  in 
the  way  of  getting  ships  built.  Under 
the  present  system,  everyone  concerned 
uses  his  best  endeavours  to  get  the 
money  earned,  and  if  the  existing 
incentives  to  action  are  withdrawn, 
I  am  afraid  that  ships  would 
not  be  built  so  readily  by  contract  in  tJie 
future.  But  I  have  a  far  greater  objeo* 
tion  to  the  proposal.  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
undentand  on  what  grounds  the  Ad- 
miralty, in  a  particular  and  limited  case, 
is  to  be  exempted  irom  conditions  which, 
if  generally  set  aside,  would  produce 
the  graatest  financial  disorder  through- 
out  the  public  service.  I  cannot  think 
that  this  scheme  has  been  well  con- 
sidered by  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. I  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  the 
principle  involved  in  the  Resolution  un- 
settles one  of  the  most  important  condi- 
tions of  onr  national  finance.  Hitherto 
we  have  been  able  to  have  a  strict 
debtor  and  creditor  account  kept  by  the 
State ;  but  if  we  ^^e  to  say  to  a  Depart- 
ment, "Here  is  money  for  you  to  spend 
as  you  please  for  five  years ;  the  House 
of  Oommons  will  not  inquire  whether 
you  have  spent  it  or  not,  whether  the 
contractors  have  kept  time  or  not ;  all 
that  we  shall  ask  at  the  end  of  five 
years  is — Have  you  done  what  we  pro- 
posed?"—we  shall  thereby  give  onr 
BSBSnt  to  a  system  which,  if  it  be  re- 
peated and  become  general,  will  unhinge 
some  of  the  most  important  elements  of 
our  control  over  finance.  I  know  it  im 
the  fashion  in  official  quarters  to  sneer 
and  laugh  at  the  control  of  the  House 
of  OommoDs;  but  the  influence  of  the 
House,  however  it  may  foil  on  certain 
occasions,  does  assert  itself  in  a  general 
manner,  and  exercise  a  wholesome  re- 
straint upon  the  action  of  Government  De- 
partments. And  now  we  are  told  that  we 
are  this  Session  to  vote  £10,000,000 
sterling  for  the  construction  of  ships 
by  contract,  and  we  shall  find  them 
finished  at  the  end  of  five  years;  but  in 
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the  iDtemil  the  Hoom  : 
nothiiig  to  do  with  them,  and  is  not 
eren  to  have  a  knowledge  of  the 
manner  in  which  that  large  anm  of 
public  money  is  heing  expended.  That 
appears  to  be  a  most  extraordinary 
proposal.  Z  am  not  now  offering  anj 
opposition  to  the  scheme  of  shipbuilding, 
bat  merely  referring  to  the  financial 
method  of  dealing  with  the  snbjeot. 
As  to  the  ships  to  be  bnilt  in 
Her  Majesty's  dockyards  we  are  to  be 
called  upon  to  vote  the  money  annually. 
If  we  pass  this  Besolution  and  a  Bill 
founded  upon  it  becomes  an  Act,  the 
House  will  be  biadiog  itself,  and  calling 
in  the  aBsistance  of  the  House  of  Lords 
to  bind  ua,  to  lay  down  two  or  three 
years  bence  ships  and  to  vote  money  for 
them,  whatever  we  may  think  of  the 
•hips,  of  the  necessity  for  them,  or  of  the 
wisdom  of  building  them.    And  we  shall 

be  asked  to  go  through  the  farce  of  -  sums.  In  the  first  plaoa  there  is  a  sum. 
voting  the  sums  naoessary  to  carry  out  |  of  money  requisite  for  the  completion  of" 
the  obligation  we  have  so  iadisoreetly 
and  blindly  undertaken.  He  could 
hardly  imagine  that  so  absurd  a  state  of 
tilings  conld  be  seriously  contemplated 
by  the  Admiralty  ;  but  if  they  could  ex- 
plain the  matter  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  House  it  would  be  an  immense  relief 
to  my  mind.  I  hope  these  various  points 
will  receive  the  consideration  of  the  (Go- 
vernment. I  come  now  to  the  question 
of  the  programme  and  the  figures  it  in- 
volves. As  far  as  I  oan  see  the  figures 
are  in  aocordanoe  with  the  Parliamen- 
tary Paper  sent  round  by  the  Parlia- 
mentary Secretary,  and  with  the 
answers  given  by  the  First  Lord  to 
the  questions  addressed  to  him  in  this 
House.  What  the  Gbremment  have 
done  in  this  matter  is  to  pose  before  the 
oountt;  as  the  originators  of  a 
^feat  scheme  for  adding  lar|^ly 
to  the  numbers  of  Her  Majesty's  ships. 
Now  the  total,  the  startling  total  named 
by  the  E^tLord  of  the  Admiralty,  as 
about  to  be  expended  in  the  construction 
Sir  £.  J.  Ritd 
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to  have  of  70  additional  ships  was  £21,500,000, 
including  the  cx>st  of  armaments.  All 
the  figures  I  am  going  to  give  are  takeU' 
irom  the  speech  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  G.  Hamilton).  The  ag- 
gregate expenditure  was  divided  by  the- 
soble  Lord  into  two  parts — first,  an  ex- 
penditure of  £10,150,000  upon  new 
ships  and  engines;  and,  secondly,  atti. 
expenditure  of  £5,350,000  upon  arma- 
ments. The  latter  figure  I  will  leave  oa 
one  side  for  the  present.  The  aniount  of ' 
£16,150,000  for  new  ships  and  engines- 
was  divided  into  two  portions — namely, 
£8,650,000  to  be  expended  in  the  dock- 
yards, and  £7,500,000  to  be  expended, 
by  contract.  In  response  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington,  the- 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  painted  out 
that  is  addition  to  this  expenditure, 
which  is  purely  expenditure  ander  the 
programme,  there  are  to  be  found  other- 


the  ships  already  in  progress ;  and  I  find- 
that  the  amount  required  for  this  purpose- 
was,  for  1889-90,  £1,285,000,  and  for 
1890-91,  £250,000,  making  a  total  ot 
£1,535,000  required  for  the  completion 
of  ships  in  progress,  in  addition  to  the. 
amount  spoken  of  as  the  new  programme.. 
Taking  the  amount  of  £lfl,150,00» 
allotted  to  new  ships  under  the  pro- 
gramme, and  the  £1,535,000  for  the- 
completion  of  shipe,  the  aggregate' 
amounts  to  £17,685,000.  Then  arisea 
the  question  as  to  the  period  over  which 
this  expenditure  is  to  be  extended.  In. 
his  speech  the  noble  Lord  repeatedly^ 
observed  that  four  years  and  a-half  was 
to  be  the  period  for  carrying  ont  the  pro- ' 
gramme.  But  X  notioed  that  the  noble- 
Lord  spoke  of  tuat  four  and  a-half  years 
as  being  a  period  to  be  estimated  from- 
the  laying  down  of  the  first  ship.  HO' 
also  said  :  — 


anactiD^  that  they  itiall  be  oonqjleted  w 

the  period  I  bsTe  mmtkoaed— namely  bj  ApriL 

1891." 
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I  tiiink  tb«nfon  I  alull  be  juBtified  ia 
taldi^  the  period  oontemplated  for  the 
joll  oonpletKtn  of  the  new  prognunme  as 
fire  T«sn.  The  averse  expenditare  in 
the  five  yean  woold  be  £8,537,000  per 
aimam  tar  the  conatmotion  of  new  ships 
without  armaments,  inelnding  those  now 
npoa  the  atooke.  In  order  to  show  the 
mRRnitade  of  the  proposed  programme  I 
will  take  the  eipenditure  or  the  QoTem- 
ment  dnring  the  laat  five  years  and  oom- 
pare  it  with  the  proposed  expenditure  of 
the  enanine  fire  years.  The  annual  ex- 
penditure daring  the  last  five  years  upon 
ships  built  in  the  dockyards  and  by 
contraot,  I  believe  I  am  right  in  saying, 
excluding  annaments,  instead  of 
£3,637,000  as  it  is  to  be,  has  been 
£3,803,000,  or  a  diftereaoe  of  only 
£234,000.  At  the  end  of  the  ensmng 
five  years  the  state  of  the  Navy,  as 
compared  with  what  it  would  have  been 
if  the  ordinary  expenditure  of  the  laat 
five  years  had  been  continued  through 
the  next  five,  will  be  this: — We  shall 
have  added  about  £1,260,000  in  value 
to  the  Navy,  or,  in  other  words,  the 
price  of  about  one  irondad  and  one 
oruisOT.  I  oommend  this  fact  to  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Uaiylebone 
(Lord  0.  Beresford),  who  at  some  recent 
election  meetings  has  spoken  about  the 
magnitude  of  the  programme. 

Lord  C.  BEBESFOItD  (Harylebone, 
E.) :  No  i  read  the  Papers. 

*8ix  £.  J.  KEED :  WeU,  at  aU  events, 
in  five  years,  if  we  live  as  long,  there 
will  have  been  added  to  the  Navy  one 
line-of-battle-ship  and  one  oritiser  over 
and  above  what  would  have  been  added 
if  we  had  had  no  new  programme  and 
no  great  display  on  the  part  of  the 
Qovamment.  It  is  fair  that  I  should 
Bay  I  have  not  taken  into  aooount  the 
amount  that  will  be  required  to  fill  the 
Dockyards  up  to  the  average  level  when 
the  new  programme  is  working  itself 
out.  I  was  rather  reluctant  to  ac- 
cept the  £3,000,000,  which  the  Sec- 
retary to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Forwood) 
mentioned  the  other  night  as  the  sum 
that  would  be  required  for  the  purpose, 
because  I  fanciecf  that  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admirals  (Lord  Q-.  Hamilton)  had, 
in  hia  speech  on  Maroh  7th,  given  us 
some  ancourogemant  to  hope  that  there 
would  be  a  reduction  of  expeaditure  in 
oonee^ueBce  of  the  production   of  this 


noble  Lord's  speech — 

"Tharflvill  be,  ta  tiia  OommittM  will  re- 
oolloct,  a  dsoraua  in  the  ShipbnildiDg  Vote 
four  or  SvejMrsiianae,!!  theHmuaireretatu- 
fied  «ith  Uie  itrttagth  at  which  the  Navy 
was  msiutained." 

I  do  not  think  it  would  serve  any  useful 
purpose  to  deny  to  the  Admiralty  the 
right  to  retreat  from  their  position  to- 
the  small  extent  it  has  been  necessary 
for  them  to  do  in  asking  us  to  aoomt 
this  £3,000,000.  I  have  tested  the 
matter  by  taking  the  period  as  four  and 
a-half  years,  and  I  nave  obtained  cer- 
tain figures,  but  they  differ  so  little 
&om  those  obtained  by  taking  the 
Admiralty's  own  modu4  eperandi  that  I 
need  notHrouble  the  Oommittee  with 
them.  Using  as  a  basis  the  speech  of 
the  First  Lom  of  the  Admiralty,  I  find 
that  in  1892-98,  if  we  keep  the  expendi- 
ture up  to  the  full  amount  given  in  the 
text  of  the  programme,  an  outlay  of 
£910,000  will  be  required  on  new  ships, 
whilst  in  the  following  year  the  amount 
will  be  £1,820,000,  making  a  total  of 
£3,730,000.  Taking  the  most  favour- 
able view  that  any  fair-minded  person 
can  possibly  take,  we  find  ourselves  in 
this  position.  Adding  together  the 
£17,685,000  to  this  £2,730,000,  we  get  a 
totalof£20,415,000,anddividingthisby 
five  we  find  that  the  annual  expenditure 
for  the  next  five  years  will  be  £4,083, 000, 
This  is  as  I  have  said  upon  jhips  with 
their  expenses,  exclusive  of  armament 
choKes.  If Iamwrong,thereareeomps- 
tent  Gentlemen  apposite  to  correct  me  ;. 
but  tbkO  best  result  I  can  draw  from  the 
figures  is  that,  taking  the  most  enlarged 
and  liberal  view  of  their  programme, 
the  Admiralty  propose  to  spend  three 
quarters  of  a  million  a  year  extra  on 
shipbuilding,  or,  in  the  aggregate, 
about  £3,900,000,  which  would  give  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Marylebono' 
an  addition  of  four  line- of- battle  ships, 
and  if  he  got  these  he  would  get  no  extra 
cruisers  over  and  above  what  would  have 
been  built  under  the  normal  shipbuild- 
ing programme.  I  ask  whether  it  is 
wise,  wnether  it  is  jadioioue,  of  the 
House  to  sanction  this  Besolution  and 
the  Bill  founded  upon  it — to  go  through 
these  elaborate  and,  probably,  onooneti- 
tutional  operations,  for  the  simple  pur- 
pose of  adding  £3,900,000  to  the  Navy 
-~  five  years  7     The  simple  addition,  so 
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&r  u  ship*  and  englDM  are  oonoernod,  of 
three-qnatten  of  a  miUion  to  the  aaoual 
Eatimat«a  would  aeoompliah  all  the  ob- 
ject! whioh  the  QorenuQent  have  in 
view,  with  one  single  exception — 
namely,  that  nnder  their  scheme  they 
might  poanblr  quicken  the  getting  of 
-them ;  Ui^  might  order  all  the  ships  to 
be  bnilt  by  contract  at  onoe.  But  there 
is  thia  set-off,  that  thej  may  also  retard 
the  building  of  the  Tessel;  so,  on  the 
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whole,  we  gain  nothing  whatever  from 
all  this  elaborate  and  questionable 
-machlDery.  Now,  if  I  may  not  be  sns- 
peoted  of  harping  too  mnoh  on  a  favonr- 
ite  string  of  mine,  I  would  say  a  few 
words  on  the  ships  proposed  to  be  built 
I  see  abroad  some  Kind  of  a  desire  on 
thepartof  certain  persons  to  take  their 
revenge  upon  me  £>r  my  persistent  and 
systematic  attempts  to  see  that  safe  ships 
-are  built  for  the  Mavy,  by  trying  to  find 
out  mistakes  oommittod  during  the  time 
I  was  at  the  Admiralty.  It  is  not  a 
subject  to  dwell  upon,  but  I  may  say 
with  confidence  this—that  no  attempt  of 
that  kind  will  succeed  in  the  sligntest 
degree  with  me.  You  will  prove  notlung 
jf  you  prove  that  I  have  made  mistakes  ; 
and  I  am  not  so  certain  but  that,  if  I 
iiad  made  grave  mistakes,  that  would 
the  more  justify  me  in  endeavouring 
to  prevent  a  repetition  of  those  mistakes. 
I  can  understand  perfectly  well  that  a 
man  should  be  annoyed  with  anybody 
who  severely  oritioizes  his  proposals; 
bnt  let  me  put  this  to  right  hon.  and 
Ikon.  Gentlemen — my  complaints  and  my 
intieisms  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  and 
the  building  of  them  have  been  never  of 
.a  navtow,  small,  and  carping  character. 
I  have  never  criticized  as  to  details;  I 
have  never  complained  of  a.  ship  being 
■&  little  too  big,  or  a  little  too  costly,  or 
a  little  too  lofty,  or  anything  of  that 
kind.  My  oompltunt,  and  my  only  oom- 
plaint,  and  which  will  eontinue  to  be 
my  eomplsint  as  long  as  I  am  alive  and 
have  &e  means  of  influencing  the 
matter,  is  that  the  British  sailor  should 
not  be  sent  into  action  in  a  vessel  which, 
under  cover  of  being  an  armoured  ship, 
will  founder  beneath  him  when  attacked 


him  into  battle,  to  have  beneath  him  a 
platform  as  secure  as  modem  knowledge 
and  skill  can  make  it.  Is  it  not  an 
Anomalous  thing — is  it  not  a  very  strange 
fitr  £.  J.  Bfd 


thing  in  the  history  of  this  naval  ooantry 
that  Admiral^  offiocss  should  have  been 
fbr  10  years  past,  without  a  ma^  ex- 
ception— I  am  sorry  to  see  the  Dobia 
Lord  now  repudiates  die  Nik  and  2Va- 
/dtror— that  Admiralty  offioets  should 
have  been  contending  for  what  1  call 
danger,  and  I,  for  what  I,  on  the 
other  hand,  consider  safe^f  I  think 
anyone  interested  in  construction  ought 
to  ask  himself  why  it  is  that  we  are  to 
be  driven  to  the  oonetruotion  of  veasds, 
the  safety  of  which,  for  batUo  purpose*, 
is  called  into  question  b^  competent 
persons.  I  have  sat  in  this  House  tor 
13  years,  and  said,  I  dare  say,  many 
unpleasant  things ;  but,  at  least,  I  think 
I  may  lay  claim  to  impartially,  and  I 
have  had  to  make  great  personal  loori- 
fices  to  call  in  question  the  oonstrootion 
of  vessels.  Now  the  First  Lord  doea 
not  propose  to  construct  one  single  riiip 
of  the  cruiser  doss,  of  all  he  proposes  to 
build,  with  an  armour  belt  to  protect 
her.  Now  this  means  that  for  tiie  saka 
of  a  small  percentage  in  the  cost,  and 
that  but  a  very  small  peroentage,  while 
you  are  going  to  enlarge  tiie  size  of  yonz 
battle  ships  without  rhyme  or  reaaoB 
— while  you  are  lavish  there  with  no 
good  cause— for  the  sake  of  a  trifling 
gain  you  deny  to  all  the  cruisers  of  the 
British  Navy  a  belt  of  armour.  Ton  put 
all  -the  armour  in  a  deck,  and  you  turn 
it  down,  leaving  her  side  expoied  to  the 
enemy.  Without  engaging  in  a  teoh- 
nical  disonssion,  I  may  pomt  out  this — 
that  if  yon  injure  a  ship  above  the 
waterliue,  you  may  repur  her  while  at 
sea  with  the  resources  yon  have  on 
board,  and  keep  her  at  service ;  but 
if  you  make  her  so  weak  and  tender 
that  she  is  liable  to  in  j  ury  between  wind 
and  water,  you  cannot  repair  her  at  eea. 
Yon  must  take  her  away  from  her 
station,  and  send  her,  perhaps,  thou> 
sands  of  miles  before  sne  can  be  re? 
'  paired.  Yet  for  some  reason,  inscru- 
table to  me,  this  wretched  system^  of 
denying  to  the  omisers  the  proteotiDg 
belt  is  pursued,  simply  for  the  sake  of  a 
small  percentage  of  economy  in  the  cost. 
I  do  not  know  what  eiplanation  may  be 
forthcoming  from  the  First  Lord,  but  I 
shall  be  interested  to  see  if  he  can  sug- 
gest any  other  reason.  Observe,  these 
ships  are  all  called  protected ;  bnt,  in 
fact,  they  are  not  protected  at  all. 
They   have  no  more    armour    protee- 
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tion  upon  tham  than  this  book.  But 
iDj  pnooipftl  objeot  to-night  was  to 
nuUfl  dear  what  careful  Twding  brings 
to  my  knowledge  of  the  programme 
of  the  Qovemment.  I  have  said  and 
written,  periisps,  some  strong  words, 
perhaps  too  strong  sometimes ;  but  I 
tkope  the  noble  Lonl  will  rise  abore  all 
personal  feelings,  and  look  only  to  the 
welfare  of  the  Naral  Serrioe  of  the 
nation.  I  oannot  understand — X 
not  b^eve— that  there  is  any  good 
reason  why  we  'should  have  departed, 
in  the  proposed  battle  ships,  from 
the  type  last  Imd  down.  I  believe  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and  it  is 
qaite  likely  that  other  Members  of  the 
Board  too,  do  not  know  what  these  ships 
are,  or  how  they  differ  from  the  JFifa 
and  the  Trafalgar.  The  noble  Lord  said, 
on  March  7th,  that  the  dispositioQ  of 
armour  in  the  new  Admiral  class  re- 
sembled that  of  the  XiU  and  Trafalgar, 
but  really  there  is  no  resemblsuoe  at  all 
between  the  NiU  and  the  Trafalgar  and 
these  new  ships.  The  l/ih  and  the 
Trafalgar  are  of  the  Drtadnought  tnf 
and  their  obaraoteriatic  feature  is  that 
they  are  armoured  throughout,  all  the 
eentral  parte riaing  from  the  waterto  the 
apper  deck.  Id  me  Admiral  class  thi' 
-armour  ia  taken  awsy,  and  all  that  i_ 
left  is  a  narrow  ship  of  armour,  hardly 
to  be  seen  when  the  vessel  ie  half-a  mile 
•off— just  enough  to  swear  by,  if  I  may 
use  that  expression.  In  the  new  battle 
«hipa,  that  great  wall  of  armour  that 
£sea  the  typo  of  the  Ifilt  and  Trafalgar, 
is  absolutely  gone,  and  we  have  gone 
back  to  the  narrow  strip.  As  long  as 
this  is  continued,  I  must  maintain  my 
aritidem  and  my  strenuous  opposition 
io  such  oonatraotion ;  but  go  back 
to  tha  Trafalgar  type  and  all  my 
oritioisma  will  cease.  If,  in  the  exi- 
gencies of  battle  one  of  these  proposed 
vessels  is  inclined  four  degrees  the 
whole  value  of  the  armour  is  gone,  and 
«he  becomes  practically  an  unarmoured 
-reesel.  The  NiU  and  Trafatgar  could  be 
inclined  17  degrees  before  this  would 
occur.  To  show  the  perversity  with 
which  &e  Qovemment  proceed  in  this 
jnatter,  I  may  refer  to  the  terrible 
Reeling  that  exists  throughout  the 
.Navy  about  this  Admiral  class,  and 
if  the  IfixA  Lord  ventures  to 
Gontradiot  that  statement,  I oould  under- 
take to  put  into  affidavits  and  to  produce  | 


writings  &om  many  of  the  Lords  who 
have  been  oonneoted  with  the  Admi- 
ralty, oondemning  these  ships  in  moat 
onqualified  tanns.  When  the  First 
Loni  and  his  colleagues  went  to  tha 
Admiralty,  and  when  they  produced  the 
Nih  and  the  Trafalgar,  there  was  great 
satiafaction  throughout  all  the  Naval 
Service,  and  we  thought  there  was  no 
fear  that  we  should  revert  to  the  doubt- 
ful type  again.  I  approved  the  type,  in 
so  fiu-  as  their  defensive  armour  is  oon- 
oemed,  and  repestedly  defended  these 
two  ships  in  this  House.  It  appears 
to  me  that  to  change  from  them  is  pure, 
unmitigated,  injudicious,  obstinate  per- 
versity, and  I  hope  the  House  will  agrea 
to  submit  the  proposal  to  a  tribunal 
where  the  subject  can  be  threshed  oat 
thoroughly,  before  we  are  held  to  the  ex* 
penditure  of  eight  millions  upon  ships 
with  which  oertainly  I  can  feel  no  satis- 
faction. In  the  Tim4i  to-day  there  is  a 
letter  from  a  gallant  admiral,  and  he  aays 
many  things  of  which  I  do  not  in  the  least 
know  the  meaning — they  are  quite  be- 
yond my  knowledge ;  but  after  arid* 
oisiog  me  somewhat,  he  declares  that  if 
he  had  the  power,  he  would  build  ships 
of  a  totally  different  character,  and  ha 
says  that  a  great  many  officers  in  the 
Service  agree  with  him.  Will  that 
letter  have  any  effect  ou  the  noble 
Lordf  Hitherto,  I  have  evinoed  no 
disposition  to  attack  the  policy  of  tha 
Government ;  I  did  not  make  a  ringle 
complaint  against  the  Nth  and  tiie 
Trafalgar.  My  only  deeire  is  to  see  the 
money  expended  in  the  preservation  of 
our  naval  strength  wiaely  and  properly 
expended,  to  the  satisfaction  of  those 
best  able  to  form  a  judgment  upon  our 
requirements. 

CHABLE8  BEBESFOBD :  I 
beg  to  move,  Sir,  that  you  now  report 
Progress. 
*LoaD  OEORQE  HAMILTON:  The 
noble  Lord  is  aware  we  are  rather 
pressed  for  time.  Better  go  on  until  13 
o'clock. 
[Several  hon.  Mshbxss  :    No,  no  !  ] 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Ohairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  ait  again," — (Zwd  CkarUt 
B»r*tford,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  ait 
again  upon  Thursday. 
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ABUT  (ANNUAL)  BILL. 
aBoons  UADora. 
Order  for  Second  Baading  loftd. 
Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 


"That  the  Bill  be   i 


'  read  a  second 


ICb.  8EXT(iN  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  more  the  adjoammeat  of  the  debate. 
There  was  no  expectation  this  Bill  would 
be  reached  to-night.  Mj  hon.  Friend 
the  If  ember  for  Longford  desires  to  raise 
some  questions  as  to  the  conduct  and 
employment  of  soldiere  in  Irdand.and  I 
wish  to  refer  to  the  action  of  an  officer 
who  disturbed  the  congregation  in 
Olonmel  Oburch  during  Divine  Service. 

*Mb.  speaker  :  The  right  hon. 
Member  would  not  be  in  order  in  making 
a  Motion  to  delay  this — what  is  the  usual 
Army  Bill, to  continue  the  Army  Begula- 
tione  for  another  year — for  the  purpoae 
of  alluding  to  events  of  the  past  jear. 
They  would  not  arise  on  the  Bill,  which 
is  to  continue  Regulations  for  the  coming 
year. 

.  Mb.  SEXTON:  My  obserrationB 
would  undoubtedly  come  within  the  Bill, 
and  I  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Uotion  made,  "That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned." — {Mr.  Stxion.) 

*Thr  chancellor  op  thr  EX- 
CHEQUER :  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Member  will  not  press  the  Motion,  which 
will  have  the  effect  of  seriouBly  delaying 
TCiMtr  order  to  raise  the  particular 
^^  rred  to.  Surely  the  right  hon. 
would  not  oppose  the  Second 

TON  :  I  must  persist  in  the 

"That  the  Debate  be 

se  divided  :— Ayee66;  Noes 

Question  again  proposed. 
N :  On  the  question  of 
I  ooirectly  appreciated  the 
r  ruling,   you  said  my  re- 
be  relevant  to  the  B«gula- 
dieciplineofthe  Army.  My 
' '  be  directed  to  the  dis- 
Doogregation  at   Divine 
the  conduct  of  soldiers,  and 
is   to   obtain   an   assurance 


that  the  Regulations  shonid  be  so  altered 
as  to  prevent  a  reonrrenoe  of  such  dis- 
turbance. 

"Mb.  SPEAKER;  A  discussion  on  tha 
action  of  a  partioular  officer  of  thv 
Army  would  not  be  relevant  to  the  Bill ; 
but  if  the  hon.  Oestleman  wishes  to  alter 
any  general  Regulation,  that  could  bo 
discussed  in  Oommittee. 

Ma.  SEXTON :  I  xive  notice  that  in 
Oommittee  on  tha  Bill  I  will  more  an 
Amendment  to  the  effect  thAt  no  order 
shonid  be  given  in  ohoroh  which  would 
tend  to  disturb  the  peace  of  the  oongrfr> 
gatiott. 

Original  Qoestions  pnt,  and  agreed  to. 

BiU  read  a  second  time,  and  committed^ 

TOWN  POLICE  CLAUBES  ACT  (18471 
AHENDUBNT  BlLL-(Ni>.  «£). 

Bill  considered  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

Amendment  proposed) 

At  end  to  add  tha  following  Bub-iMti<m ; — 
"  (3.)ThUActeh&llbedeeinedtobeiiicorpon(«d 
with 'The  Public  Hs&tth  Act,  1875,'  by  Section 
one  handred  and  teTSOtr-one  of  that  Act." 
— (Jfr.  Pirf«i.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added  to  the  Bill, 

Clauses. 

Amendment  proposed — (  #r.  PieUit.) 


■oibed  distuice,  and  brinnnK  PMsragen- 
within  tiie  preooribed  dirtAnoe, but  not  stsnotng 
or  plying  lor  hire  within  the  preooribed  dis- 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added  to  the  Bill*- 

Clause  1. 

Amendments  proposed — {Mr.  Pieton.' 

Page  3,  line  V,  leave  out  "  lorty-two,"  and 


*'(1.]  Foe  the  pnrpcsaiicf  sections  flftr-f*><i'r 
Stty-aight,  and  nxty-nz  of  the  prindpal  Act, 
the  fue,  sooording  to  the  •tatement  of  fares 
azhibited  on  any  omnibus,  tball  be  deemed  to 
be  the  fare  allowed  by  the  priacip*!  Act  or 
snthorized  by  any  bye-law  nnder  that  Act." 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added  to  the  Bill* 
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01aiiB«a  S  and  6  uid  Preamble 
agreed  to. 

Bill  leportod ;  ai  amended,  to'  be  ooii' 
«dered  on  Thnredaj. 

BRIBBKT  (PDBUC  BODIES  TREVES- 
TIOH)  BILL  {No.  168).  | 

BBOOHB  KKASIRa. 

'Order  for  Seooad  Beading  read. 

OoKHUiDKK  BETHELL  (York,  E.B., 
'Holdemeos) :  I  do  not  want  to  stop  the 
jnogieae  of  this  Bill,  tar  I  belJere  there 
is  a  general  wish  that  it  elioald  paea. 
The  firat  thing  that  itrikes  me  on  read- 
ing the  Bill  throagh  is  the  great  diatiao- 
jjon  that  is  drawn  betireen  pnblio  bodies 
«od  prirate  bodies,  and  I  do  not  qnite 
understand  why  there  should  be  this 
•distinetion.  Private  bodies  are  equally 
open  with  pablio  bodies  to  the  evils  of 
bribery  and  conniptioa,  and,  I  shonld 
Iiare  thought,  eqaallj  able  to  defend 
"themselves.  I  am  inolined  to  fear  that 
-their  being  fisnoed  round  with  legisladon 
irill  tend  to  the  rolaiation  of  vigilance 
-and  the  deoi ease  of  integrity.  Further, 
I  submit  with  all  deference  that  the 
^neral  principle  of  legislatioD  is  directed 
■against  crime  wherever  it  can  be  found, 
and  not  merely  under  particular  dr- 
oumstances.  With  one  or  two  exoep- 
-tiouB,  perhaps,  that  is  the  general  rale, 
which  diis  Bill  departs  from.  Thst 
.principle  has  been  riolated  is  this  Bill, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  ought  to  pass 
without  some  slight  discussion.  I  say 
nothing  of  the  penalties  attached — lonlj 
now  aubmit  thene  two  objeotions. 

Ur.  CONTBEASB  (Ournwall,  0am- 
l>Ofne]  :  The  boo.  and  gallant  Member 
•peake  of  objection  to  the  Bill,  but  I 
eappose  he  does  not  serionsly  mean  that, 
because  it  would  be  destructive  of  the 
-measure  at  once.  I  do  not  wish  to 
oppose  the  Bill  on  the  present  occasion. 
I  Deliere  it  is  the  first  bantling  of 
^e  noble  Lord  (Lord  Baniudph 
Chnrohlll),  and  I  have  not  the  slightest 
wish  to  strangle  it  in  its  bir^,  and  that 
-the  noble  Lord  should  lose  any  advan- 
tage be  may  derive  ^m  the  passing  of 
the  messura.  But  I  would  just  like  to 
mention  two  public  bodies  that  the  noble 
L<wd  has  not  taken  into  account,  and 
-which,  perhaps,  on  subsequent  considera- 
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tioa,  ha  may  sea  hia  w^  to  inoludo.  I 
refer  to  the  Primroae  League  and  Har 

Majesty's  Qovemment. 

Hk.  BBaNKEB  (Oheshire  North- 
wich) :  It  would  be  well,  I  think,  if  the 
Bill  were  extended  to  private  Ooipora- 
tions.  A  considerable  amount  of  dis- 
honesty arises  out  of  the  custom  of 
^ving  tips  to  obtain  business,  and 
if  we  oonld  declare  it  a  crime  to  take 
a  bribe  iu  order  to  give  orders,  I  believe 
it  would  have  a  beneficial,  wholesome 
efi'ect  oa  the  oommerdal  habits  of  the 
country. 

Loan  RANDOLPH  OHTTBOHILL 
(Paddington,  H.):  I  fear  that  if  the 
scope,  of  the  Bill  were  extended  no  pro- 
gress would  be  made  with  any  legis- 
lation on  the  eubjeot.  Then  is  aa 
essential  difference  between  a  private 
body  and  a  public  one.  A  private 
body  has  a  direot  interest  in  looking 
after  its  own  servants,  but  in  the  case 
of  a  public  body  what  is  everybody's 
business  is  nobody's  business,  and  thus 
public  bodies  become  engaged  in  trans- 
actions which  the  members  in  their 
private  capacity  would  not  contemplate 
lor  a  moment  At  sometime,  perhapa, 
Parliament  may  take  into  coDaideration 
the  mischievous  practice  of  giving 
commissions  and  tips  of  all  kinds;  but 
it  is  too  mueh  to  attempt  now.  The 
Bill  Is  the  direot  offspring  of  the  Gom- 
mission  to  inquire  mto  the  Metro- 
politan Board.  The  Oommission  found 
that  persons  had  been  guilty  of  eor- 
rupt  practices  for  which  they  could  not 
he  got  bold  of  in  any  way.  I  may 
mention  that  I  have  received  a  large 
number  of  letters  from  Oorporations  and 
persons  oonuected  with  public  bodies 
approving  the  Bill,  and  these  letters 
throw  a  lurid  light  upon  the  prevalence 
of  practices  which  mis  Bill  may  do 
something  to  prevent  in  the  future. 

Bill  read  a  seeond  time',  and  com- 
mitted tor  Monday  next. 

PABTNERBHIP  bill  (No.  161]. 
sboond  bbadino. 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

*Ma.  HENBY  H.  FOWLER  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  In  relation  to  this 
Bill  I  notice  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  to 
refer  it  iJter  Second  Beading  toa  Stand- 
ing  Oommittee.  May  I  ask  what  course 
the  Qovemment  have  decided  to  adopt 
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in  reference  to  seadinjf  BQla  to  a  Stand- 
ing Oommittee?  It  was,  I  believe,  in- 
tended, wben  Standing  Committeea  were 
fint  set  up  in  1882,  thnt  they  shonld  be 
reeerred  for  OoTemment  Bills,  so  that 
Hvmbera  who  aaorifioed  their  time  to 
these  Oommitteee  might  know  that  they 
were  dealing  with  meuores  for  whioh 
the  QoTsmment  was  reeponnble. 

Ur.  OOSCHEN  :  I  cannot  give  the 
righthon.GentlemanaoonolusiTe  answer, 
but  I  will  communicate  with  mj  right 
hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord. 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  Thors- 
day. 

MO  no  Na. 

EHIORATION  AKD  lUUTOBATION 

<F0aEIGNBR8). 
Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"TbKt  ■  Select  Committee  be  re-appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  I&ws  existing  in  the  united 
Btat«a  Bud  eleawhere  on  the  mbjeot  of  the  Im- 
td^tion  of  de«titnte  Aliena,  and  es  to  the 
extent  Mid  efftct  of  *Doh  Inunigntion  into  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  to  report  whethar  it  is 
detinbls  to  iapMe  any,  wd,  if  so,  what  re- 
■triotioni  on  rooh  Immigratioa." — (Jtfr.  Ak*rt- 
DaugUu.) 

Ub.  ES8LEM0NT  (Aberdeen,  £.): 
I  am  sorry  to  interpoee,  but  I  most  make 
a  claim  to  have  another  Scotch  Member 
^ipointed. 

«Mk.  SPEAKER:  That  quertion 
ariMS  on  the  nomination. 

Onestion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Qaestaon  proposed,  "That  the  Oom- 
mittee do  conaiet  of  19  Memb»a." 

Mn.  E88LEUONT:  I  mnet  now 
protest  against  the  Oommittee  being 
nominated  until  the  claim  of  the  8c»toh 
Members  is  considered. 

Thk  PATBONAGE  SEOEETAET 
TO  THK  TREASUBY  (Mr.  Aebbs- 
DotjoLAB,  Kent,  St.  Augustine's) :  The 
Oommittee  is  constituted  in  the  same 
way  as  last  year,  and  there  was  then  no 
question,  and  Idid  not  understand  from 
my  hon.  EViend  who  in  these  matters 

airesents  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
a,  that  there  was  any  objection. 
There  was  a  general  consensus  of 
opinion  in  farour  of  the  names  I  hare 
given  notice  of.  Still,  if  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber wishes  his  name  to  be  withdrawn 
the  wishes  of  the  hon.  Member  might 
be  met. 

Mr.  Hmrtf  B.  Ftwttr 


HONS)  Tthgrmpk  Caibt.  81» 

Mb.  BS8LEU0NT:  I  have  beardl 
smooth  words  before  on  rarions  occa- 
sions ;  hut  still  Scotland  is  not  fairly 
represented,     f"  Order!"] 

Mb.  MABJOBIBANES  (Berwick- 
shire) :  I  appeal  to  my  hon.  Friend 
not  to  press  his  objection. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT:  Imostpreas  it. 

The  naming  of  the  Oommittee  oonse- 
qnmtly  stood  adjourned. 

DrVIBIONAL  COMMI88IONEB8  (IBB- 
LAND). 

Ms.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  move  for 
Oopy  of  all  Official  Oorrespondence  re- 
lating to  the  apj(K)intment  of  Divisional 
OommissioDers  in  Ireland  to  bo  Justice*- 
of  the  Peace  for  certain  counties  ;  and 
Betum  showing  the  Precedents,  if  any, 
for  the  appointment  of  salaried  Offioiala 
by  the  LoH  Ohanoellor  of  Ireland  to  the 
Oommission  of  Justice  of  the  Peace ;  th» 
Counties  for  whioh  each  Divisional  Com- 
missioner has  been  appointed  as  Jus- 
tice ;  the  amount  payable  by  each  Com- 
missioner on  his  appointment  as  Justice;; 
the  Date  of  Faymeitt ;  the  Date  on 
which  each  Oommissioner  was  appointed 
a  Justice  for  eaoh  Coun^ ;  and  the  Dato 
on  which  he  ceased  to  be  a  Bendent 
Magistrate. 

Mn.  BTBON  BEED :  I  object 

Mb.  aOSOH£N:  I  was  going  to- 
askthe  hon.  Member  to  postpone  the 
resolution,  as  we  cannot  give  him  the 
Betum  in  the  exact  form  be  asks;  w& 
must  have  further  consultation. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  This  is  the  second, 
time  the  Motion  has  been  postponed. 
The  Irish  Office  has  never  had  the 
conrtesy  to  make  any  communication  to 
me  on  the  subject,  although  the  Oluef 
Secretary  pronused  last  Friday  to  con- 
sider in  what  form  the  Betum  should  be 
given.  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  business- 
fiko  proceeding.  At  the  request  of  tbe- 
right  hon,  (^euticman,  however,  I  will 
postpone  the  Motion  till  Thursday. 

Motion  postponed  till  Thursday. 

SUBIUBINE     TSLSOKAPH   CABLB8. 

Copy  ordered, "  of  Uemorandotn  espluutory 
of  the  relstioni  entered  into  «ith  Ghavutov,. 
Holland,  Belginm.aiid  Fnnoe,  u  reeardi  too 
worldiig  of  the  Babnuirine  Telegraph  Cablee  to 
those  Ooontriei,"— (Jfr.  Jtekitn.) 

Oop7  preeented  aooordingly ;  to  lie  npon  tho 
Table,  and  to  be  printed.    [No.  Se.] 
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AKBITKATIOIlJ(lTO.  3}  BIIX.      (NO.  SI.) 

A    Bill  to  WMWolidata  tha  Ibw  rektinK  to 

Hbitntion  — Wu    preMoUd    b;    Th*    Urd 

Bnunwell;  md  1*;  to  'b«  prinM;  and  to  b« 

nad  i'  on  Thnradaj  next. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  I]  BILL. 

Qneatios  proposed,  "That  Standing; 

Ord«r  No.  XXXY.  be  dispensed  with 

for  this  day's  Sitting." — {Tht  J/mrquM*o/ 

SalMwy,) 

I^SD  DENUAN ;  Uy  Lords,  I  b^ 
to  ssk  if  the  enspenaioa  of  the  Standing 
Orders  applies  to  ever;  Bill  on  the 
If  inntes  of  this  day.  On  the  4th  Angust, 
1679,  they  were  aospended  for  the 
hnrried  paaau;e  of  a  Bill  for  limited 
liability  to  Banking  Companies — no 
deliberation  was  allowed  to  the  Bill  by 
the  noble  Tisooont  (Viscount  Granbrook ), 
than  Secretary  of  State  for  India— and 
it  receiTsd  the  Boyal  Assent  the  day 
after  it  had  been  reada  seoond  time.  I 
Tentnre  to  think  that  this  House  ought 
to  reject  a  Uoney  Bill  if  it  has  been 
passed  by  the  eloturt.  On  the  10th  of 
July,  1884,  an  extraordinary  instance  of 
an  attempt  at  undue  baste  occurred ; 
there  were  three  Bills  on  the  paper-— 


frage^and  a  Bill  to  leg^ice  nkarriage 
wi£  a  deceased  wife's  sister,  and  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Oaims)  wrote  to  me  to 
postpone  the  Women's  outage  Bill,  as 
the  House  vould  wish-to  divide  before 
dinner  on  the  Bill  which  was  next  on  the 
minutes  to  the  Women's  Sufiage 
Bill.     I    did    net    consent,    but    idl 


bnainesB  was  suspended  soon  after. 
My  Lords,  with  great  difficulty  I  have 
established  the  fact  that  an  Older  for  a 
Bill  to  be  read  on  a  certain  day  is,  if  &» 
House  be  sitting,  a  real  Order,  to  be 
carried  oat  at  the  end  of  so  many  lunar 
months,  and  ever  after  upon  Notice,  if 
agreed  to  ^the  House.  On  the  18th 
Haroh  two  Bills  were  postponed  for  six 
mouths.  I  wished  the  Order  to  b» 
changed  to  two  months,  and  handed  a 
Notice  to  the  Olerk  of  this  House.  He 
refused  to  issue  it,  but  I  believe  it  is  not 
the  duty  of  the  Olerk  to  reject  Notices, 
bnt  to  leave  it  to  the  Honse  to  alter  or 
reject  them.  I  have  twice  beaten  tw» 
different  Clerks  as  to  Notices — and 
maintain  my  opinion.  I  would  rather 
sit  every  day  In  the  week  and  see  Bills 
oonsiderately  carried  than  agree  to  th» 
suspension  of  the  Standing  Orders, 
which  has  been  too  often  resorted  to. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  teal 
2"."— Agreed  to. 
Bill  read  2*  aooordingly. 

Moved,  "That the  Eorl  Beauohamp 
do  take  the  Ohair  in  the  Committee." 
— (7A«  Mm-qutu  of  jSd/uiHry.)— Agreed 
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House  in  Oommittee. 

Bill   reported  without   Amendment; 
read  3*,  and  passed. 

UOENSINQ   ACT,  1872,  AUENDHENT 
BILL.— (No.  26.) 
aXOOlTD  RIADDTO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

'EuL  BEAUOHAMF :  My  Lords,  in 
moving  the  Second  Beading  of  this  Bill 
2  F 
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I  shall  not  trespass  rerylon^  upon  your 
Lordaliips,  becausa  the  object  of  the 
measure  ia  veiy  olearly  stated  in  the 
Bill  itself.  I  may,  in  the  first  place,  atate 
that  I  am  not  actuated,  as  some  seem  to 
think,  by  any  hostility  to  the  licensed 
viotuallers.  They  are  a  most  respectable 
body  of  men,  and  men  tor  whom  I 
entertain  the  greatest  possible  rBspect. 
8ome  years  ago  I  had  the  honour  of 
carrying  through  your  Lordships'  House 
a  measure  interesting  to  them,  and  I 
well  know  bow  respectable  a  body  of 
men  they  are.  The  Bill  ia  presented  in 
the  interests  of  the  large  body  of  persons 
Tbo  are  travellers  by  railway  in  this 
oouotrj.  No  one  can  deny  that  railway 
oompanies,  in  issuing  tickets  to  their  pae- 
sengere,  are  bound  to  provide  proper 
and  reasonable  acoommodatiou  beyond 
the  undertaking  to  convey  persons  to 
their  destination,  and  it  seems  to  ma  that 
there  ought  to  be  no  want  of  adequate 
shelter  against  wind  and  storm,  and  the 
inclemencies  of  the  weather.  I  have  no 
doubt  when  railways  were  first  estab- 
lished waiting  rooms  were  provided  at 
every  station,  but  by  degrees  they  have 
been  gradually  diverted  from  their 
original  purpose  and  have  become 
refreshment  rooms,  which  are  not 
accessible  to  the  ordinary  passengers, 
in  the  way  they  enjoyed  them  before 
the  change.  As  I  have  said,  I  am  not 
actuated  by  any  hostility  to  the  licensed 
victuallers  or  to  the  refreshment  rooms 
themselves.  I  will  go  farther,  and  say 
that  I  am  the  last  person  to  initiate  any 
legislation  tor  the  purpose  of  unduly 
Dontrolling  or  limiting  the  enjoyments 
or  amusements  of  the  people  of  this 
oountry ;  but  railway  passengers  are 
entitled  to  muoh  better  accommodation 
and  protection  against  wind  and  weather 
than  that  which  they  obtain  at  a  re- 
freshment room.  It  cannot  be  denied 
that  the  aocommodation  is  not  always 
forthcoming.  My  Lords,  the  object  of 
the  Bill  is  to  provide  that  from  and 
after  a  certain  date,  the  Justices,  in 
granting  or  renewing  licences  for 
refreshment  rooms  at  railway  stations, 
shall  not  do  so  unless  they  are  satisfied 
that  proper  aocommodation  is  provided 
for  passengers  other  than  the  acoommo- 
dadon  for  the  sale  of  liquors.  My 
Lords,  that  is  the  whole  proposition 
involved  in  the  Bill,  and  I  think  your 
Lordships  will  say  it  is  a  very  simple 
one.  Your  Lordships  may  object  to  the 
Ma^l  Btauehamp 


machinery  for  earryiag  out  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill;  jron  may  think 
that  the  penalHeB  are  too  severe,  or 
that  the  time  for  reverting  to  the  old 
state  of  things  is  too  short;  you  may 
think  that  limitations  might  be  imposed 
so  as  to  exclude  more  or  less  the  Metro- 
politan area ;  but  all  those  are  matters  of 
detail  which  do  not  affect  the  principle 
of  the  Bill.  There  ie  no  doubt 
that  a  licence  for  the  sale  of  intoxi- 
eating  liquors  is  a  very  valuable  pro- 
perty to  those  to  whom  it  ts  granted ; 
and,  therefore,  I  do  not  think  it 
at  all  unreasonable  or  too  muoh 
to  ask  that  those  to  whom  are 
granted  should  be  called  upon  to  take 
care  that  the  licences  should  be  used 
properly,  and  not  to  the  annoyance  of 
other  persons.  In  many  cases  passengers 
are  compelled  to  wait  for  long  periods 
at  railway  stations ;  sometimes  they 
arrive  at  a  station  too  soon,  some- 
times too  late,  and  at  junctions 
the  arrangements  are  such  that 
passengers  are  often  kept  wait- 
ing a  considerable  time ;  and 
I  think  it  certainly  ia  a  most  serious 
grievance  that  they  should,  under  those 
circumstances,  be  put  to  the  great  incon- 
venience and  annoyance  of  waiting  in  a 
room  where  refreshments — including  in- 
toxicating liquors — are  being  served, 
and  where,  perhaps,  all  the  company  are 
not  in  that  state  of  tranquilli^  or  so- 
briety which  might  be  desirable.  Par- 
liament has  enacted  conditions  prelimi- 
nary to  the  granting  of  licences,  such  as 
that  the  premises  ^all  be  of  a  certain 
value,  that  certain  accommodation  should 
be  provided,  and  reguladng  the  sale  of 
liquors,  and  so  forth  ;  and  I  do  not  see 
why  simitar  or  the  necessary  provisoes 
should  not  be  insisted  on  with  regard  to 
railway  refreshment  rooms,  so  that  they 
should  not  be  used  to  the  inconvenience 
of  the  great  body  of  railway  passengers. 
Circulars  have  been  sent  out  to  the 
public,  and  it  has  been  said  that  there 
is  no  widespread  demand  for  this  mea- 
sure. My  Lords,  I  have  always  won- 
dered at  the  abseuce  of  complaiots  and 
at  the  apathy  of  the  public ;  but  of  rail- 
way passengers  it  may  be  said  that 
"sufferance  is  the  badge  of  all  their 
tribe,"  and  the  absence  of  complaint  is 
probably  due  to  the  want  of  any  kind  of 
organization  among  railway  passengers. 
Bailway  passengers  arenot  an  organised 
body,  and  it  is  obvious  they  cannot  be^ 
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Bat  there  u  no  reaeon  Thftterer  why 
Pailiament  shoald  not  take  the  oiraam- 
■tanoas  of  the  case  into  their  oondders- 
(don,  and  relieve  railw^  passeng>ers  of 
the  InoonTenienoe  and  annoyance  to 
-which  they  are  exposed  by  the  ule  of 
iatoxioatiug  liquors  in  the  only  places 
of  acoommodation  for  waiting  at  railway 
-Bt-ationa.  'Uy  Lorda,  we  have  been  told 
that  this  ^eranoe  doee  not  exist,  and 
that  waiting  rooms  are  always  prorided, 
bat  snob  a  etatement  could  only  be  made 
^j  those  who  are  not  acqaainted  with 
the  facts  of  the  oaee.  The  oosee  of 
irhich  I  complain  are  either  many  or 
few.  If  they  are  many,  I  suppose  that 
it  will  be  conoeded  that  the  grieranoe 
areqnires  a  remedy  ;  bnt  if  they  are  few, 
There  is  the  hardship  in  requiring  the 
few  to  bring  up  the  level  of  Mie  aooom- 
modation  to  the  adequate  arrangements 
of  the  many  ?  My  Lords,  I  do  not  think 
it  necessary  to  encumber  my  case  by 
further  reference  to  the  argument  which 
is  addressed  to  the  icTariable  proriding 
of  waitiDg  accommodation  for  railway 
passengera.  I  do  not  know  whether  it 
would  De  passible  to  obtain  from  the 
railway  companies  particulars  with  re- 
gard to  the  wai tins  accommodation  they 
SroTide  for  the  puolio,  and  aI|o  particu- 
trs  as  to  the  Itcenoea  granted  for  those 
premises.  It  is  a  matter  upon  which 
it  is  hardly  possible  to  get  statistics 
irhich  would  be  at  all  reliable.  But 
when  all  is  said  and  done,  I  think  it  is  a 
matter  whiob,  in  the  interest  of  the  public 
requires  Parliamentary  interference. 
Ify  Lords,  the  principal  objection 
to  the  Bill  appears  to  be  that  it 
vould  include  the  stations  in  the 
Metropolitan  area,  bnt  it  is  a  matter  for 
your  Lordships  to  oonsider,  and  I  should 
not  withdraw  the  Bill  if  the  Metropolitan 
area  was  excluded.  It  has  been  urged 
that  the  Bill  means  the  suppression  of  the 
licences  at  all  the  Metropolitan  stations, 
where  no  such  aocommodation  as  that 
mentioned  in  the  Bill  isrequired,  because 
tbe  stations  aro  all  ooTered  in,  and  pas- 
sengers have  only  a  few  minutes  to  wait. , 
That  argument  really  seems  to  me  to 
concede  the  whole  case,  and  one  paper 
had  said  that  it  was  impossible  to  tell 
what  the  result  of  this  legislation  might 
be  if  it  was  applied  to  the  railways  of 
tbe  Metropolis.  My  Lords,  I  should 
hare  thongnt  this  was  a  very  dtngerons  ' 
argument  to  adraoca,  beoause  it  admits 
:^at    they    do    proTide    refreshment 


rooms,  and  they  do  not  provide  waiting 
rooms.  The  passengers,  having  only 
a  few  minutes  to  wut,  have  not 
much  time  to  derote  to  taking  re- 
freshments; and  it  is  obvious  to  all 
that  immediately  adjacent  to  every 
Metropolitan  station  there  is  ample 
accommodation  for  tbe  sale  of  iutozi- 
oating  liquors  and  refreshments.  '  But 
if  your  Lordships  see  fit  to  exempt  the 
Metropohtan  area  from  the  operation  of 
this  Bill,  I,  for  one,  do  not  think  you 
should  refuse  to  oonault  the  convenience 
of  railway  passen^rs  in  this  matter  all 
over  the  united  Eingdom.  It  is  not 
my  purpose  to  argue  the  question  from 
a  temperance  point  of  view,  but  I  do 
think  it  is  rather  hard,  when  you  rs&eot 
apon  the  infirmly  of  purpose  of  many 
classes  of  mankind,  that  a.  man  who  haa 
no  particular  desire  for  refreshments, 
and  having,  perhaps,  an  hour  or  so  to 
wait  for  a  train,  should  have  to  wait  in 
a  re^shment  room.  There  might  he 
misgivings  in  tbe  mind  of  some  as  to 
the  desirability  of  allowing  such  a  state 
of  things  that  people  could  not  wait  even 
a  few  minutes  at  a  railway  station  with- 
out having  iutoxieating  liquors  brought 
immediately  under  their  notice.  I  thmk 
it  is  desirable  that  pertoos  who  are 
merely  waiting  for  a  train,  and  desiring 
to  obtain  shelter  from  the  weather, 
should  be  able  to  get  it  and  to  warm 
tbenselves  at  a  fire  without  being  ex- 
posed to  temptation  or  being  placed 
under  an  obligation  to  "take  soma* 
thing  for  tbe  good  of  the  house." 
I  hope  your  LoAsbips  will  see  that  in 
tbe  passing  of  this  Bill  yon  will  be  pro- 
moting tbe  convenience  of  the  ordinarr 
railway  passengers,  and  that  you  wiU 
be  removing  from  them  a  severe  temp- 
tation to  which  there  is  no  reason  why 
they  should  be  exposed.  The  paper  of 
which  I  have  spoken  points  out  that 
railway  companies  let  their  rooms  to 
contractors,  and  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  make  them  responsible  for 
the  waiting  rooms.  My  Lords,  if  the 
railway  companies  have  not  sufBcient 
control  over  theseprenuses,  Idonotthink 
that  is  any  reason  why  your  Lordships 
should  not  interfere,  or  refrain  from 
making  proper  legislative  arrangemeats 
in  the  matter.  But  that  is  all  matter  of 
arrangement;  and  as  part  of  the  scheme 
provision  might  be  made,  if  it  were 
thought  proper,  for  the  railway  oom- 
paniee  withdrawing  those  contracts  with 
2F  8 
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regard  to  the  refreahmflnt  rooms.  Tha 
oompaniee  wonld  be  liable  to  compensate 
the  fioenofl  holders,  in  case  the  oontraots 
were  put  an  end  to,  and  Farltament  will 
oot  mgst  injudioioualjr  if  it  refuses  to 
entertain  a  Bill  which  is  otherwise 
proper  merely  because  the  eompaniei 
hare  made  arrangements  for  withdraw- 
ing their  waiting-rooms  from  their  own 
oontrol.  Bailway  companies  have  no 
right,  for  the  sake  of  making  valuable 
concessions  of  this  kind,  to  depriTe  the 
ordinary  trarellera  of  the  shelter  and 
aooommodalion  which  is  necessary. 
Proriding  refreshment  rooms  for  the 
sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  is  no  part  of 
the  bosiaesB  of  railway  companies,  and 
it  is  the  convenience  of  the  pnblio  alone 
which  should  be  studied  in  this  matter. 
Hy  Lords,  the  position  is  shortly 
this — shelter  is  necessary  as  a  part 
of  the  railway  acoommodation,  andre- 
freehment  rooms  are  not  a  necessary 
part  of  the  railway  accommodation. 
They  are  a  great  convenience  to  the 
public,  no  doubt;  but  if  we  are  called 
upon  to  choose  whether  proper  shaltar 
shall  be  afforded  to  railway  passengers, 
or  whether  refreshments  shall  be  pro- 
vided for  them,  there  is  an  advantage  and 
anobligatioa  in  providing  waiting  rooms. 
If  one  of  those  things  can  be  provided 
for,  and  not  both,  I  think,  my  Lords, 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  shelter 
should  be  provided  for  the  ordinary 
passengers,  and  that  the  refreshments 
should  have  to  be  sought  at  a  little  in> 
convenience  by  those  who  wished  to 
drink  elsewhere.  My  Lords,  I  beg  to 
move  Uiat  your  Lordships  should  give  a 
Second  Beading  to  the  Bill. 

Uoved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2*."— (JTor;  Btauehan^.) 

«LoBD  BBABOUm^E:  Uy  Lords,  as 
BD  noble  Lord  appears  disposed  to  rise 
I  would  like  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
public  aspect  of  this  Bill.  I  had  hoped 
that  the  Oovemment  would  have  con- 
sidered the  difficulty  of  dealing  with 
the  Licensing  Laws  in  a  fragmentary 
manner,  and  would  have  undertaken  the 
responsibility  of  moving  the  rejection  of 
the  measure.  The  noble  Lord  has 
stated  that  in  promoting  this  Bill  be  is 
not  actuated  by  any  hostility  to  the 
iioensed  victuallers,  and  that  his  whole 
eonsideration  is  for  the  acoommodation 
of  the  ordinary  traveller.  Wbat  I  wish 
to  point  out,  and  what  I  think  this 
Sari  S§auehamjf 


Bill  proves,  is  that  even  those  who  are 
actuated  by  the  most  benevolent  inten- 
tious  very  often  in  oatrying  them  out 
produce  the  greatest  inconvenience,  ea- 
peoially  when  the  object  of  those  int^- 
tioQS  is  to  interfere  in  some  way  or 
other  with  the  pnblio.  AGsdlrected 
benevolence  is  sometimes  productive  of 
very  great  inconvenience.  This  Bill  is- 
very  curious  in  this  respect — it  seeks  to 
punish  one  party  for  the  alleged  mis-- 
oonduct  of  the  other,  and  proposes  that 
when  railway  companies  have  let  to 
responsible  psrsons  refreshment  rooms- 
at  their  stations,  those  persons  are  to- 
forfeit  their  licences  if  the  railway 
companies  do  not  afford  proper  aooom- 
modation  for  waiting  rooms,  adjacent 
to  the  refreshment  rooms,  over  which, 
the  person  posseiaing  the  lioenee  haa 
not  the  slightest  control.  That  is  a 
rather  curious  feature  of  the  proposed 
lagislatioD,  which  I  do  not  thinlc 
your  Lordships  will  be  at  all  dis- 
posed to  adopt.  The  Bill  is  drawn  in 
a  mast  extraordinary  manner ;  and,  how- , 
ever  good  it  might  be  to  have  waiting- 
rooms  everywhere,  your  Lordships,  X 
think,  must  look  at  the  question  from 
a  practical  point  of  view.  At  many- 
stations  there  is  only  the  most  limited, 
aocommodation  possible,  and  I  would 
ask  your  Lordships  whether  it  really  i» 
a  hardship  for  any  one  of  the  travelUn^ 
public  that  he  should  be  required  to- 
stand  in  the  same  room  with  a  man 
who  may  be  drinking  half  a  pint 
of  beer  or  a  bottle  of  ginger-beer 
where  only  a  limited  space  is  allotted 
for  refreshments  ?  It  is  proposed  that 
these  licences  should  be  forfeited  rather- 
than  that  anyone  should  be  exposed  to 
BO  slight  an  inconvenience.  My  Lorda, 
it  appears  to  me  that  this  is  an  absolutely 
useless  Bill,  and  only  deals  with  a  Aug- 
ment of  a  very  great  subject,  whioa- 
your  Lordships  have  already  dealt  with 
'a  one  sense,  and  with  which  yuu  wilT 
irobably  be  called  upon  to  deal  again 
ly  transferring  the  granting  of  licences 
from  one  body  to  another.  At  the 
present  moment  the  Licensing  Justices 
make  the  fullest  inquiry  into  every  o    ~ 


-they    invariably  insist  upon    having 

ans  of  the  promisee  sent  to  them,  ana 

it  is  not  at  all  an  easy  matter  sometimes 


to  satisfy  the  requirements  which  thv 
Justices  impose.  Almost  ia  every  case 
the  licensed  victuallers  in  the  immediate 
neighbourhood  of  the  station  oppose  to 
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-the  utmost  of  their  power  appUoations 
ioi  lioenoes  to  rulwa;  le&eBhmeiit 
jooms,  beoanae  the;  tabe  away  trade 
.from  themaelTes,  aod  I  should  have 
almost  suspected  that  mj  noble  Friend 
.is  not  actuated  so  muoh  by  seal  and  lore 
.for  the  railway  pasaengars  as  for  the 
lioensed  Tictuallers  who  are  robbed  of  a 

.  oooaiderable  amount  of  cuatom  by  these 
xooms.  Bailway  tniTelters  ought  to  be 
.able  to  obtain  refreshments  without 
'being  driven  to  seek  them  outside  the 
station,  and  at  the  same  time  obtain 
shelter  while  waiting  for  their  tratne 
in  publio-housea.  Especially  is  that 
the  c&se  on  the  Metropolitan  lines, 
where    passengers   ought    not    to    be 

'  compelled  to  leave  the  stationa  and 
perhaps  cross  the  muddy  streets  in 
all  kinds  of  weather  for  the  purpose  of 

'  obtaining  the  refreshments  they  require. 
Kow,  what  does  my  noble  Friend 
practically  say  in  supporting  this  Bill  F 
FMctically,  it  comes  to  this — that  the 
licensing  Kfagistrates  have  not  done 
their  duty.  My  Lords,  although  It  is 
said,  that  "you  should  never  prophesy 
-unless  you  know,"  I  venture  to  prophesy 

'  that  the  Oounty  Councils  will  have  to 
deal  with  these  matters  before  long.  It 
is  not  improbable  that  the  powers  now 

-exeroised  by  the  magutrates  will  be 
transferred  to  the  County  Oou  noils 
before  long,  and  why  should  your  Lord- 

-  shipB  overweight  the  Coun^  Councils 
wiuk  the  extraordinary  provisions  of  this 
Bill?  I  think  your  Lordships  may  be 
satisfied  with  the  way  the  Oounoils 
Tonld  perform  these  duties ;  but  why 
shoold  you  step  in  and  by  a  little  ped- 

"dling,  trifling  piece  of  legislation  like 
this  hamper  the  action  of  mese  bodies  ? 

.Some  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  were 
really  very  extraordinary.  I  have  not 
Lad  the  opportonLtyof  seeing  the  paperto 
whioh  my  noble  Friend  has  referred, 

.  and  which,  I  have  no  doubt,  contains 
much  stronger  arguments.  But  I 
almost  wonder  that   my  noble   Friend 

'  did  not  go  further,  and  propose  that  the 
Tailway  oompauies  should  provide  that 
hot  water  should  be  ready  for  any  pas- 
senger who  might  desire  to  have  it  in  a 

;  room  apart  without  the  addition  of 
brandy  and  aoda,  or  anything.  What 
a  condition  those  who  should  be  re- 
sponsible would  be  in  under  this  legis- 

;  lation !  A  man  might  enter  a  refreeh- 
:mentrDom    at     ais-ht    and    find    no 

■j^xa,    and    under   those    ciroumstanoes 


the  lioenoe  would  be  forfeited.  This 
is  not  the  kind  of  legidatian  your 
Lordships'  House  should  indulge  in 
or  Parliament  accept.  It  is  totally 
unwarranted,  is  not  asked  for  by  a 
single  individual,  and  would  only  oauee 
oonsiderable  inconvenience.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  my  noble  Friend's  intentions 
are  of  the  most  benevolent  character,  as 
I  should  expect  from  him,  but  I  do  hope 
your  Lordships  will  reject  this  le^la- 
tion  as  not  suitable  to  be  entered  upon 
by  your  Lordships'  House,  and  as  only 
inflicting  a  grievance  on  a  not  incon- 
siderable section  of  the  public.  My 
Lords,  I  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  this  day  six  months. 

Tm  Earl  of  OBAWFOKD  asd 
BALCABBES  :  My  Lords,  I  hope  your 
Lordships  will  not  giTe  a  Second 
Beading  to  the  Bill.  The  noble  Lord 
who  brings  it  forward  says  there  are  no 
statistios  known  or  possible  to  be  given 
as  to  the  numbers  of  refreshment  rooms 
and  waiting  rooms  on  the  Metropolitan 
Bailways.  I  should  think  it  is  nardly 
necessary  to  go  into  that,  hut  I  may 
mention  that  on  the  Metropolitan  Dis- 
trict Bailway  there  are  three  refresh- 
meat  rooms  which  were  put  up  for  the 
specual  purpose  of  meeting  demands 
made  by  the  public  after  the  railwaya 
had  been  started  some  length  of  time — 
namely,  at  Mansion  House,  Yictoria 
Station,  and  Sloane  Square  Station.  In 
addition  to  that,  certain  portions  of  the 
railway  are  used  under  joint  powers  be- 
tween the  Metropolitan  and  the  Metro- 
politan District,  and  on  that  portion 
there  are  also  three  refreshment  rooms, 
namely,  at  South  Kensington,  Glouces- 
ter Boad,  and  High  Street,  Kensington. 
That  makes  altogether  six  refreshment 
rooms  on  the  Underground  Bailway, 
At  all  the  statioas,  however,  there  is 
proper  wtuting  room  accommodation 
both  for  ladies  and  men.  There  is, 
insequently,  no  ground  for  saying  the 
ants  of  the  public  are  not  properly 
looked  after  in  this  matter.  It  the  Bill 
passed,  there  is  not  much  doubt  that 
the  reireshment  rooms  which  I  have 
enumerated  would  ultimately  be  taken 
away,  beoaose,  by  Clause  2,  the  powers 
are  made  retrospective  j  and  it  is 
provided  that,  unless  it  was  proved  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  magistrates  that 
these  rooms  have  been  properly  kept  up 
daring  the  prsoeding  twelve  months,  no 
licence   is    to   be    given   or   renewed. 
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The  Uetropolitan  eyitema  are  differeat  to  be  selling  intozioatfng  liquors  on  rat- 
from  any  other  roilvay  sTetem  in  thie 
oonntt; ;  and  I  think  I  am  within  the 
muk  when  I  aaj  that  some  500  trains 
psM  through  the  stations  in  a  daj. 
The  sjrstem  of  rapid  traffia  preTailing 
on  the  Underground  Bailwajs  in  Lon- 
don is  one  waich  does  not  require  ex- 
tensire  vaiting-room  accommodation. 
The  public  do  not  go  into  a  railway 
station  simply  to  sit  down  and  wait ;  the 
trains  pass  too  treqaently  for  that ;  and 
at  all  the  stations,  especially  those  on  the 
higher  level,  there  is  ample  accommo- 
dation in  the  way  of  waiting  rooms. 

•Eabl  BSOWNLOW  :  Uj  Lords,  the 
noble  Earl,  in  explaining  the  objects  of 
the  Bill,  said  it  was  for  the  purpose  of 
inducing  the  licensing  authorities  to  ob- 
tain proper  information,  before  granting 
licences,  as  to  the  accommodation  pro- 
Tided.  Now,  my  Lords,  as  a  matter  of 
feet,  the  authorities  do  make  very  oare- 
fnl  inquiries  on  the  subject  at  the  pre- 
sent time ;  but  the  noble  Earl,  by  hie 
Bill,  seeks  to  throw  the  whole  mm 
prohandi  npon  the  unfortunate  person, 
who  is  anxious  to  lease  the  refreshment 
rooms,  of  proviog  that  there  is  sufBcient 
and  proper  separate  waiting  room  for 
the  aooommodatioa  of  passengers  of 
all  classes — general  accommodation  for 
the  passengers  of  the  company.  He 
expects  information  to  be  given  to  the 
Licensing  Authorities  by  the  person 
wishing  to  take  a  licence  as  to  the  acoom- 
modation  afforded  by  railway  companies 
for  the  many  thousands  of  passengers 
traTelling  along  their  lines.  I  do  not 
know  how  he  is  to  get  that  unless  the 
railway  company  supply  the  information. 
So  much  for  Clause  2.  Then  Clause  3 
seems  to  be  a  still  more  exacting  provi- 
sion- Olaune  3  provides  that  the  licensing 
authorities  shall  call  upon  the  lessee  to 
prove  that  thia  accommodation  has  been 
maintained  during  the  whole  period 
that  the  licence  has  been  in  force,  and, 
in  the  case  of  a  new  licence,  during  the 

5 receding  year.    I  do  not  know  how 
le  lessee  is  to  do  this  in  the  case  of 


new  licences  required  for  new  railways. 
The  whole  machinery  of  &e  Bill  seems 
to  be  very  cumbrous.  Olause  4  is  also 
very  extraordinary.  This  olause  says 
that  if  at  any  time  the  Company 
does  not  keep  its  waiting  room  in  a 
proper  condition,  or  the  fire  or  gaa  is 
allowed  to  go  out,  the  lessee  is  to  be  de- 
prived  of  his  licence,  and  to  be  deemed 
7%«  £arl  of  Crawford  and  Baharru 


premises.  My  Lo^s,  I  cannot 
see  how  such  a  clause  as  that  could  pos- 
sibly be  carried  oat ;  for  it  wonid  givs- 
to  any  cantankerous  passenger  who  hap- 
pened  to  find  a  fire  gone  out  the  rigtrt 
of  proceeding  against  the  licence- holder 
to  deprive  him  of  his  licence.  The  Bill,  it 
seems  to  me,  would  be  monstronsly  un- 
just, and  I  cannot  conceive  how  the  ma- 
chinery could  possibly  work  in  any 
satisfactory  way.  Feeling  that,  and 
having  beard  the  explanation  of  the- 
noble  Lord  as  to  the  way  in  which  it 
would  work,  I  must  say,  my  Lords,  that 
I  cannot  support  this  measure. 
*Thb  Eaw.  or  KIMBERLEY:  My 
Lords,  although  I  can  undoubtedly  see- 
strong  objections  to  some  of  the  detail*- 
of  the  Bill,  I  am  not  altogether  bo 
strongly  opposed  to  it  as  the  noble  Earl 
who  has  just  spoken.  I  cannot  help- 
saying  that  I  think  there  is  something  to- 
be  said  in  favour  of  the  principle  of  th» 
Bill.  I  do  not  think  anyone  will  say 
that  it  is  a  desirable  thing  that  thfr 
drinking  bar  at  a  railway  station  should . 
be  the  only  room  to  which  passengers 
can  resort.  As  a  matter  of  principle 
that  cannot  be  denied  ;  hut,  whether  it 
constitutes  any  large  or  crying  griev- 
ance at  the  present  time,  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  express  any  coufldent  opinion.  - 
I  think  that  the  noble  Earl  irhn  baa- 
brought  forward  the  Bill  is  entitled  bv 
say  that  the  objectof  it  is  asound  one  in 
itself.  With  regard  to  the  machinery  of 
the  Bill,  some  of  the  objections  to  it  are 
very  strong,  though  I  cannot  agree  with, 
all  of  them.  It  does  not  seem  to  me  to- 
be  such  a  mischievoua  thing  as  was 
made  out  that  the  person  applying  for- 
the  licence  should  have  the  onus  thrown. 
upon  him  of  proving  that  there  is  accom- 
modation for  thetravellingpahlio  at  tho- 
station,  because,  in  point  of  fact,  no  on»- 
oould  apply  for  a  licence  without  the  con- 
currence and  agreement  of  the  railway 
company,  who  would  conseqliently  prove- 
that  there  was  proper  waiting-room, 
accommodation.  Icasnoteeetheslighteat 
hardship  in  that.  But  beyond  that  1 
do  not  see  any  necessity  to  go.  I  oao. 
quite  conceive  that  some  Bill  might  bS' 
passed  which  would  be  of  advantage  in 
the  direction  pointed  to  by  this  measure  ; 
but  I  cannot  vote  for  this  Bill  in  regard, 
to  its  machinery,  nor  do  I  think  w»- 
bave  before  us  sufficient  evidence  as  J|k 
the  actual  state  of  aooommoda^ 


jo^<^300gk 


y 


r 


836       Dtcorationtfir  tht  \  Uarch 

Tided  by  the  railway  companiea  to  justify 
■nch  legisUtion. 
*£U.UL  BEAUOHAUP :  My  Lords,  is 
raplv,  1  would  point  out  that  the  person 
applying  for  a  licence  ia  the  agent  or 
tenant  of  the  railway  company,  and, 
therefore,  I  lail  to  reoc^nize  any  hard, 
ahip  whatever  in  imposiag  on  him  the 
obligation,  and  nhowing  that  ample 
waiting-room  aooommodatiDn  ie  pro- 
vided. Then  it  has  bees  said  that  the 
magistrates  satisfy  thentBelres  as  to  the 
aooommodation  afforded  before  granting 
altoence.  It  is  true  that  the  magistrates 
have  to  satisfy  themselves  as  to  the 
accommodation  for  refreshment  rooms, 
but  not  as  to  proper  aooommodation  out- 
side the  refre^ment  rooms  for  the 
Esneral  purposes  of  the  public.  My 
ords,  I  am  quite  satisfied  with  the 
discussioQ,  ana  recognize  that  it  is  a 
difficult  subject  on  which  to  legislate 
properly,  I  would  rather  now,  there- 
fore, aak  permission  to  withdraw  the 
Bill,  reserving  the  right  to  bring  it 
forward  in  some  Dther  shape,  fortified 
by  the  support  I  have  received  from  the 
noble  Earl  on  the  front  Upposition 
Bench  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley). 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
withdrawn. 

Original  Motion  and   Bill  (by  leave 
of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

COMPANIES'  BELIEP  BILL. 

BBOOITD  XXADIKO. 

The  KtRT.  of  OBAWFOHD  amd 
BALUABBES:  My  Lords,  in  moving 
the  Second  Beading  of  this  Bill,  I  may 
state  that  it  has  been  changed  from  the 
form  in  whioh  1  had  the  honour  of  intro- 
ducing it  last  year.  Certain  modifica- 
tions have  been  made  in  it,  in  order  to 
meet  the  desire  expressed  at  that  time 
by  the  noble  Lord  on  the  Woolsack. 
In  withdrawing  the  Bill  last  year,  I 
■aid  that  I  would  ask  your  Loi^ships, 
when  I  introdnoed  it  this  year,  to  refer 
it  to  a  Select  Oonmittee. 
•Taa  LOBD  OBANOELLOB:  My 
Lords,  I  feel  bound  to  say  that  the  noble 
Lord  has  misunderstood  me  as  express- 
ing any  approbation  of  the  Bill.  On  the 
oontrary,  I  thought  ttiat  Bill  was  likely 
to  be  mischievous.  I  observe  that  this 
Bill  g^es  somewhat  further  than  the 
last,  because  the  immunity  of  the  Bill 
"'  "xtended  to  persons  who  have  taken 
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shares  up  to  the  time  of  the  passing  of 
the  Act.  The  settlement  of  the  law  on 
the  point  was  pronounced  in  the  be- 
ginning of  last  May.  I  think  it  would 
be  a  proper  subject  for  the  Committee 
to  oonsider  when  they  come  to  deal  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  That  was 
the  principal  objection  whioh  I  took  to 
the  Bill;  but,  inasmuch  as  the  noble 
Lord  has  agreed  that  it  shall  go  to  a 
Committee  who  shaH  receive  eridence,  I 
do  not  at  present  oppose  it. 
Bill  read  2\ 


DECOHATIONa  FOR  THE  EGYPTIAN 
CAMPAIGN  OF  lB8*-6.— QUESTION. 
*THa  Ekai.  OF  STRAFFORD  :  My 
Lords,  I  have  to  ask  the  noble  Lord 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  any  decorations  of  the  Ordera 
of  the  Medjidi^  and  of  the  Osmanii 
were  offered  by  the  Egyptian  Oovem- 
ment  to  the  officers  of  the  British  Army 
who  served  in  the  Nile  and  Desert 
Columns  in  the  years  1884-& ;  and  whe- 
ther such  offer  had  been  accepted  or 
declined  by  the  military  authorities  at 
home  ^  I  believe  that  there  is  a  feeling 
existing  among  the  officers  who  com- 
posed the  Nile  and  the  Desert  Oolumm 
in  Egypt  in  18H4-Stiat  the  E^ypttaa 
and  Turkish  Orders  of  the  Hedjidid  and 
of  the  Osmani^,  which  had  been  granted 
to  those  who  had  fought  in  the  Cam- 
paign of  1882-4,  were,  through  some  un- 
intentional oversight  on  the  part  of  the 
authorities  at  home,  withheld  from  them. 
Your  Lordships  will  remember  that  there 
have  been  three  campaigns  in  Egypt. 
In  the  Campaign  of  188^,  conduoiedby 
Lord  Wolseley,  including  the  action  of 
Tel-el- Kebir,  the  Turkish  Orders  of  the 
Medjidi6  and  Osmani^  were  conferred 
upon  British  officers.  Two  years  later, 
in  that  of  1884,  under  Sir  Gerald 
Oraham,  including  the  battles  of  Teb 
and  Tamai,  the  decorations,  whioh  had 
been  honourably  won,  were  given  to 
British  officers.  In  lt)85  the  campaign 
undertaken  for  the  relief  of  Qeneral 
Gordon  comprised  such  well-fought 
actions  as  Abu  Klea,  Abu  Kru,  Metam* 
meh,  and  Sirbekan ;  but  to  tho^e  wh» 
shared  in  these  dangers  and  glories  I 
believe  the  decorations,  which  had 
been  conferred  on  their  brethren  of  the 
Army  and  Nary  for  the  campaigns  pre- 
viously fought  in  1883  and  the  eailr 
part     of     1884,     were     not     granted. 
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Altbongh  in  all  the  elements  of  danger, 
It&rdship,  and  suffering  the  Nile  and 
Desert  Columns  liad  a  hearier  strain  to 
bear  tban  those  endured  in  lBit2,  the 
decorations  had  not  been  Teoeived  which 
had  been  giT^n  in  the  previous  cam- 
paigns. The  serrioes  of  the  officers 
irere  not  leas  distinguished  than  those  o'f 
the  offioera  in  the  prerious  oampaigns. 
The  Khedire  recognized  these  facte, 
and  issued  the  Khedivial  bronse  star. 
I  have  not  been  able  to  ascertain  the 
exact  number  of  deaths  and  casualties 
that  took  place  in  the  Nile  Column  of  the 
CampaigDof  lS84-fi  ;  but  when  I  remind 
70UT  Lordships  that  in  the  Desert 
Column  they  amouoted  to  J4  officers 
killed  and  23  wounded,  and  that  the 
number  of  men  killed  was  115,  and 
bounded  248,  it  will  be  reoognized 
tiiat  all  ranks  showed  the  same  disci- 

EUne,  gallantry,  and  endurance  which 
ave  always  oharaoterized  British 
troops;  ana  I  feel  sure  that  it  was 
owing  to  some  oversight  and  mistake 
that  those  decorations  have  not  been 
issued  to  those  gallant  officers. 

Tm  UNDER  8ECEBTAET  of 
STATE  70B  WAH  (Lord  HauisJ  :  No 
each  deooratioDs  appear  to  have  been 
offered  by  the  Egypdan  GuTernnieDt  to 
British  officers  for  this  oampaign,  except 
thoee  employed  with  the  E|^ptian  to 
Army. 

AEUT  DISCIPLINE. 

LoBD  THBINO:  My  Lords,  I  have 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  the 
aabjoined  extract  from  the  Timti  of 
Wednesday,  March  13,  18H9,  is  an 
accurate  account  of  the  facts: — 

"Prifste  CvUiiu,  of  the  Torkshire  light 
Infantry,  wu  yeaterday  removed  from  Qoiport 
Bansoki  to  andergo  »  Mntence  of  Bve  jam' 
penal  tervitude.  (^Uin*  wrb  tried  for  itriking 
a  Mi([Mmt,  luid  was  sentenced  tu  six  montbi' 
hard  laboor.    The  sentenoe   was  read  oot  on 


mandinf  thediitriot." 

LoKD  DE  B08  :  My  Lords,  before  the 
noble  Lord  the  Under  Secretary  of  Btate 
answers  that  question,  I  shoiud  like  to 
express  the  opinion  that  both  these 
offences  wero  deserving  of  the  most 
Hm  Earl  of  StmJ^ 


severe  punishment.  It  is  impossible  to 
enforce  discipline  in  a  regiment  if  a 
private  is  not  severely  punished  for 
striking  a  sergeant.  The  seooud  offence 
was  using  a  filthy  expression  towards  an 
officer.  That  would  have  been  formerly 
an  offence  to  visit  with  corporal  punish- 
ment, and  I  am  sorry  that  this  form  of 
punishment  is  abolished.  The  mitiga- 
tion introduced  within  the  last  few 
years  in  the  punishment  for  offenoee  of 
this  kind  has  had  a  most  prejudicial 
effect.  I  feelcertain  that  snch  power  was 
much  required,  because  it  gave  larger 

Sowers  to  the  commanding  officers  to 
eal  with  irregularities  of  all  kinds.  At 
the  same  time,  X  do  not  think  that  your 
Lordahips'  House  is  a  proper  place  for 
diaouBsiag  questions  of  discipline  of  this 
description. 

LoBD  HEB8CHELL:  My  Lords,  if 
this  be  a  true  statement  of  the  facts  as 
they  occurred,  the  sentence,  in  my 
opinion,  was  nothing  short  of  monstrooa 
and  outrageous,  and  wholly  unsuited  to 
the  offence  mentioned  in  the  question. 
When  it  is  publicly  stated  that  such  a 
sentence  has  been  passed,  it  will  evoke 
a  feeling  chat  it  was  a  most  tremendous 
one,  ana  I  cannot  see  that  such  a  sen- 
tence ought  to  be  inflicted  in  any  case 
unless  under  propn  circumstances.  Five 
years'  penal  servitude  is  a  tremendous 
sentenoe  for  using  even  filthy  language, 
and  in  this  cose  seems  to  be  out  of  all 
proportion  to  the  offence. 

LobdDENMAN:  My  Lords,  I  cannot 
agree  with  the  nnble  Lord  that  the  sen- 
tence was  undeserved.  I  thiak  it  was 
perfectly  just  and  proper.  Offences 
against  discipline  in  the  Army  are  ex- 
tremely serious. 

LobdBLLENBOROUGH:  MyLords, 
I  think  this  is  another  instance  of  the 
necessity  for  corporal  punishment.  Had 
corporal  punishment  been  retained  in 
the  Army  the  second  <iffeoce  would  pro- 
bably never  have  been  committed,  and 
it  is  the  abolition  of  corporal  punishment 
that  causes  the  neceseitj  far  these  long 
terms  of  imprisonment.  It  seems  to  me. 
my  Lords,  that  this  was  a  very  grave 
offMiee,  which  I  do  not  think  is  quite 
appreciated  by  the  civilian  mind. 

Lord  HABBIS  :  My  Lords,  I  am  not 
prepared  to  endorse  tbe  opinion  of  my 
noble  and  gallant  Friend.  I  cannot  say, 
from  my  personal  d~'  *  '~w,  that  it 
is  a  desirable  thin  n  by  ' ' 
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infliotioa  of  auch  panishment  upon  idm. 
However  desirable  corporal  puniehment 
nay  be  for  boys,  I  do  not  think  it  is 
desirable  for  grown  upmen.  save  in  those 
CUM  in  which  it  is  expressty  recog- 
nized bj  the  law.  Neither  am  I  pre- 
pared to  recognize  that  Parliament 
should  under  no  ciioumetanoes  whatever 
iakeanintarestinthemaintenanoeof  dia- 
-oipline  in  the  Army.  But  I  do  think  that 
in  so  mriona  a  matter  as  the  discipline 
«f  the  Army  it  is  incumbent  upon  anyone, 
either  in  your  Lordships'  House  or  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  who  wishes  to 
make  a  question  public  with  regard  to 
the  Army,  that  he  should  first  inqnire 
at  head- quarters  whether  the  statement 
on  which  he  founds  his  question  is 
eorrect  or  not.  I  have  information 
that  the  extract  from  the  7VimM  is 
absolutely  incorrect,  and  that  there 
were  very  much  stronger  grounds  in 
this  case  tor  the  increase  of  punish- 
ment than  are  shown  in  thn  statement 
on  which  the  question  is  founded.  I 
tbiok  it  would  have  been  better  had  the 
aobte  Lord  taken  care  to  ascertain  that 
the  circumstaooGB  were  such  as  to 
require  a  Parliamentary  discussion  on 
thematterinqueetion.  The  question  put 
to  me  by  the  nob'e  Lord  is  whether  a 
certain  statement  in  the  TVoMt  is  accurate. 
It  is  not  acourate  as  far  as  it  goes.  The 
fltatement  is  that  Private  Oullins  had 
his  sentence  of  six  months'  hard  labour 
for  striking  a  sergeant  increased  to  five 
years'  penal  servitude  for  using  a  filthy 
-expression  to  the  adjutant,  and  impliedly 
for  UD  other  offences.  The  facts  are 
that  he  was  tried  and  found  guilty  of 
(1)  using  insubordinate  language  to  his 
vnperior  officer  (adjutant);  (2)  striking 
his  superior  officer  (provost- sergeant), 
being  in  tbe  execution  of  his  duty ;  (3) 
nsingthreatemag  language  to  the  same; 
{4)  striking  his  superior  officer  (lance- 
tiorporal).  He  had  beentwice  previonsly 
oonvioted.  In  these  circumitanoea  I  do 
not  think  the  sentence  was  excessive. 
I  am  informed  that  Private  Collins  has 
aerved  nearly  ten  years.  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  improvement  in  the 

Sroentoge  of  punishments  for  offences  in 
e  Army,  I  am  able  to  give  the  noble 
Lord  some  information  as  to  tbe  number 
of  men  in  the  Army  who  have  been  tried 
by  court  martial.  They  were,  in  IflnS, 
'74;  in  18S6,  -70  ;  in  1887, -66;  in  1888, 
'62.  The  number  of  minor  punish- 
ments in  the  Army  at  home,  excluure 


of  Boyal  Artillery,  was,  in  ISSi, 
134,91^;  in  1686,  129,193;  in  1887, 
116,045;  and  in  1818,  104,766.  The 
statistics  of  military  prisons  were  as 
follows: — Brixton  would  hold  49S,  and 
on  the  18th  of  March  contained  117 
prisoners;  Gosport  would  hold  166,  and 
contained  120 ;  Taunton  would  hold 
164,  aad  contained  37;  Aldershot would 
hold  162,  and  contained  62;  Chester 
would  hold  164,  and  contained  97  ;  and 
Stirling  would  hold  48,  and  contwned 
26 ;  the  aooommodation,  therefore, 
being  1,187,  and  the  total  number  of 
prisoners  448.  These  figures  show  a 
gradual  decrease  in  the,  number  of  con- 
victions. As  to  minor  punishments,  the 
figures  had  been  reduced  from  134,912 
in  1X86  to  104,017  in  lt«8S.  I  am  able 
to  say  that  the  military  authorities  are 
entirely  satisfied  with  the  decrease 
which  has  resulted  from  the  summair 
dealing  with  military  offences,  and  t 
hope  and  have  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the 
decrease,  which  I  have  been  glad  to 
state  to  the  noble  Lord,  will  continue  in 
future  years. 
'XheUabquesbovBIPON:  Uy  Lords, 
I  think  that  the  noble  Lord,  so  far  from 
finding  fault  with  my  noble  Friend, 
ought  to  be  glad  of  the  opportunity  which, 
this  question  has  afforded  him  of  ex> 
plaining  the  real  facts  of  the  case  has 
afforded  him.  What  has  been  the 
result  in  this  matter  F  It  has  been 
shown  that  the  sentence,  which  has  been 
held  out  as  one  of  great  severity  and 
hardship,  was  not  given  onder  the 
circumstances  stated  by  the  TVmm.  I 
should  have  thought  that  was  a  most 
satisfactory  conclusion  to  hare  been 
brought  about,  and  it  shows  that  my 
noble  Friend  was  justified  in  asking  the 
question.  I  congratulate  the  noble  Lord 
on  his  having  been  able  to  make  the 
vetT  satisfactory  statement  he  has  made 
with  regard  to  the  decrease  in  military 


Loss  HABBIS :  I  am  quite  satisfied, 
my  Lords,  with  the  change  that  has 
taken  place. 

Honse  sdjoumed  »t  s  qiurt«vbafoM 

8u  o'clock,  to  Thnnday  next, 

a  quarter  put  Ten  o'alook. 
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DRAINAGE  AND  IMPROVEMENT  OP 

LANDS  (IRELAND)  PROVISIONAL 

ORDER  BILL. 

TBIKD  BEADIHO. 

Order  for  Third  Be&diog  read. 

Motion  made,  and  QueBtion  proposed, 
"That  the  BiU.be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

Ma.  CONTBBABE  {ComwaU,  0am- 
bome) :  I  should  like  to  hear  from  some 
Member  of  the  Oovernment  what  is 
proposed  to  be  done  with  this  Bill.  Is 
it  a  measure  of  a  similar  oharacter  to 
the  Bills  of  last  year  which  imposed  a 
tax  upon  the  public  for  the  drainage  and 
improvement  of  certain  districts.  In  the 
abseno«  of  information  I  beg  to  more 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third  time  ont  his 
day  six  montha. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  Biz  months."— (Jfr.  Cimyhtart.) 

Question  proposed,  •'That  the  word 
'  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Ma.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min): IhopethatthehoD. Gentleman  will 
not  persist  in  his  Amendment.  This  is 
not  at  all  a  Bill  of  a  similar  character  to 
the  Bills  that  were  introduced  last  year. 
It  does  not  propose  any  allocation  what- 
ever of  the  public  money,  but  it  simply 
sanctions  certain  works  which  hare 
been  authorized  hy  the  Board  of  Works 
for  the  drainage  of  certain  areas. 

Ma.  CONYbEABE:  At  any  rate,  in 
the  absence  of  any  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  explain  the  effect  of  the 
Bill,  I  would  suboiit  that  the  Third 
Beading  ought  to  be  postponed. 

Question  pat,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

dUSSTlONS. 

JD8TICE8  OF  THE  PEACE. 

Mb.  MAOLUBE  (Lanoashlre,  8.E., 

Stretford)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 


State  for  the  Home  Department  whe- 
ther any  Justice  of  the  Peace,  being  a 
shareholder  in  a  railway  or  other  com- 
pany having  licensed  premises  within 
the  oounty,  city,  or  borough  for  which 
he  acta,  was  disqualified  from  sitting  as 
a  magistrate  at  Ucensing  seeeioos,  aad 
liable  to  penalties  for  so  doing? 

The  UNDEB  SECRETAKT  or 
STATE  FOB  THK  HOME  DEPAET- 
MENT  (Mr.  SrnABT  Woktlky,  Slief- 
Qeld,  Hallam] :  The  Secretary  of  State 
has  DO  authority  to  give  an  opioton  on  a 
point  of  law.  I  can  oaly  refer  my  bon. 
Friend  to  the  60tb  seotion  of  35  ft  3$ 
Yic't.,  c.  tl4  ;  but,  assuming  that  tha 
words  in  the  question  "  having  licensed 
premises"  mean  being  "a  retailer  of 
intoxicating  liquore,"  the  answer,  as  I 
am  advised,  would  seem  to  be  in  the 
affirmative. 

POSTAGE  TO  MKMBER8  OF 
PARLIAMENT. 
Mb.  ATKINSON  (Boston)  asked  tha 
Postmaster  General  what  amount  ho 
gained  to  the  Bevenue  per  annum  for 
overoha^ng  Members  of  Parliament 
whose  letters  are  re  addressed  from  the 
House  of  Commons  Post  Office  outside 
the  wbols  of  the  London  districts  ;  and, 
what  arrears  were  at  present  owing  for 
such  re-addresses,  and  by  whom  ? 
*A  LORD  OF  THE  TREA8UBY  (Sir 
HxBBEaT  Maxwbll,  Wigtonshire) :  As 
the  Fostmaster  General  stated  in  reply 
to  my  hon.  Friend  on  the  Stii  inat., 
re-directed  letters  for  Members  of  Par- 
liament are  treated  exactly  in  the  same 
way  as  re-directed  letters  for  other  per- 
sons, and  I  cannot  admit  the  propriety 
of  the  term  "overcharge"  which  my 
hon.  Friend  uaes  in  reference  to  thia 
matter.  The  revenue  derived  from  the 
redirection  of  Members'  letters  from 
the  House  of  Commons  to  places  out- 
side the  Metropolitan  District  is  esti- 
mated at  about  six  shilling  sa  week.  No 
arrears  can  accrue,  because  the  re- 
direction charge  is  collected  on  delivery. 
If  the  payment  of  the  charge  is  in  any 
case  refused  the  delivery  is  not  effected, 
and  the  letter  is  returned  to  the  sender. 
Mb.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.):  b 
the  bon.  Baronet  aware  that  many 
people  indulge  in  the  habit  of  sending 
circulars  to  Members  of  Parliament 
which  are  re-direoted  and  sent  on,  there- 
by putting  Members  to  a  considerable 
and  an  unnecessary  expense  F 
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*SiB  H.  UAX WELL :  The  bon.  Uem- 
bar  hwA  betterpnt  that  questton  to  my 
tight     hon.    Friflnd    the    *" 
(Jeaeral. 
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BOUBARDMENT  OF  TDNOL 
Mb.  COCHEANB-BAILLIE  (St. 
Panoraa,  N.)  asked  the  TJader  BeoreUr; 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affaire  whether  the 
FortDgaeee  Government  had  paid  the 
indemnity  dtie  to  British^Indian  subject* 
£»  the  deetmction  of  their  property  in 
the  bombardment  of  Tnngi  and  Minen- 
Rani ;  and,  if  not,  what  atepe  Her  Ua- 
jeaty'a  GoTernment  proposed  to  take  to 
•Bforoe  their  elaims;  and  whether  the 
Fortagueee  bad  yet  evaouated  the  terri- 
toiT  north  of  the  Uinengani  fiiver,  as 
mautained  both  by  Her  llsjeety's 
Qoremment  and  by  that  of  Oermany  to 
be  hex  proper  boundary  ? 

*Thi  UNDEB  SEORETABT  of 
STATE  K>B  FOBBIGN  APFAlliS  (Sir 
J.  FEsausaoN,  Manchester  N.E.):  It 
will  be  eemt  on  reference  to  p.p. 
83  and  tiS  of  "  Afrioa,  No.  10  of 
IttbS,"  preeented  to  the  House  in 
December  last,  that  the  Portuguese 
Gtoveniment  have  declinM  to  comply 
with  the  request  for  compeasation  made 
to  them  by  tier  Majesty  s  GoTernment. 
No  claim  oan  be  made  according  to 
International  Law.  8o  far  as  Her 
Uajesty's  (^remment  are  aware,  the 
Portuguese  Qovemment  hare  Dot  evacu- 
ated the  territory  north  of  the  Mioengani 
Biver. 

Ma.  COOHEANE-BAILLIE:  Was 
not  that  the  opinioD  of  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  when  the  case  was  first 
brought  forward  ? 

*Clia  J.  FEKGUSSON :  I  think  I 
stated  at  the  time  that  whether  the 
claims  would  be  paid  or  not  would  de- 
pend on  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
and  whether  a  notitioation  of  the  bom- 
bardment had  been  given  to  Her 
Majesty's  subjects.  It  appears  that 
due  notice  was  given,  and  in  accordance 
with  International  Law  no  claim  could 
be  made. 

IBKLAND— PABTT  £UJ)LBHS. 
Mb.  JOHN  h'-r.T.W  (Nottinghamshire, 
Busholiffe)  asked  tbe  Solitdtor  General 
for  Ireland  whether,  ia  the  case  of 
Andrew  Oole,  publican,  who,  on  the  i  1th 
Uareh,  at  Londonderry,  was  prosecuted 
hy  Head  Omstable  Webster,  B.I.O., 
under  6  and  7  William  IV.,  for  display- 


ing "party  emblems,"  when  the  offeoos 
oonsiated  of  defendant's  wife  and  anum- 
ber  of  girls  waving  pocket  handkerchiefs 
when  Father  Stephens  and  other 
prisoners  were  being  conveyed  along 
tbe  street,  the  prosecution  was  authorized 
by  the  Government  ? 

Thb  SOLICITOB  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Mabskn,  University  of 
Dublin) :  The  Constabulary  report  that 
the  public- house  named  in  the  question 
had  on  several  occasions  been  the  scene 
of  demonstrations  in  favour  of  the  pri- 
sonere  charged  with  the  murder  of  Dis- 
trict Inspector  Martin  while  they  were 
being  conveyed  to  and  from  the  railway 
station.  The  prosecution  referred  to  in 
this  question  was  instituted  by  ths 
police  on  their  own  responsibility,  and 
1  may  add  that  the  magistrates  made  no 
rule  in  the  case,  being  of  opinion  that 
the  acta  complained  of  did  not  come 
within  the  statute. 

Ma.  J.  ELLIS :  Did  not  the  head 
constable  admit  that  there  were  more 
armed  persons  present  than  civilians? 
As  the  same  thing  was  done  in  adjoining 
counties  without  a  proaecution  following, 
why  was  the  diednction  made  ? 

Ma.  MADDEN  :  I  am  unable  to  say 
I  have  no  informatiou  as  to  specific 
mat  tore  of  fact. 

THE  BOUNUAitT  C0HUI88I0N. 
Mb.  HERBERruARDNER  (Essex, 
Saffron  Walden)  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Local  Qovem- 
ment Board  to  issue  a  Circular  to  the 
County  Councils,  under  Section  6^  of 
"  Tbe  Local  Oovemment  (England  and 
Wales)  Act,  I  »88,"  in  order  to  place  the 
reoommendatinns  of  the  Boundary  Com- 
mission before  the  Councils,  or  whether 
the  Counuils  can  proceed  to  make  the 
repreaentatioas  in  regard  to  those  recom- 
mendationa  without  awaiting  any  such. 
Circular  ? 

•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Eitohii, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's-in-the-- 
East) :  I  have  forwarded  to  the  Council 
of  each  county  affected  by  the  Report 
of  the  Boundary  Commissioners  a  oopy 
of  BO  much  of  the  Report  as  relates  to 
the  particulaT  county,  and  1  have 
brought  specially  under  the  attention  of 
.  the  County  OounoU  the  provisions  o£ 
j  Section  63  ot  the  Local  Government 
Act. 
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POSTAGE  TO  AUSTEALU. 

Mb.   HENNIKER  HEATON  (Oao- 

-  terburr)  asked  the  Postmaater  General 

'  whether  he  can  give  the  date  on  which 

be    deoided  that  the   rednoed  rate  of 

■  postag^e  by  the  lonff*aea  route 
Aoatralia  shonld  commence  on  the  1st 
of  Tanuarj,  1889 ;  and  why  the  announoe- 
jnent  of  this  reduction  in  postal  rates 
wae  not  included  in  the  "  Postal  Qaide  " 
iot  the  present  quarter  ? 

*8iK  HEHBEH.T  MAXWELL :  In  the 
absenoeof  myrighthon.  Friend  the  Post- 
master &eneTa],  I  have  to  state  that  the 
xates  of  postage  are  fixed  under  the 
authontj  of  the  Lords  Oomtniasioners  of 
Her  Majesty's  Treasuir,  the  instrument 
being  a.  warrant  signed  by  two  of  their 
lordships.  The  warrant  firing  the 
postage  on  letters  sent  to  Austral  by 
the  long  eea  route  is  dated  the  17th  of 

■  I>eoeinDer,  ISStl ;  and  the  House  will 
veadily  understand  that  this  was  too  late 
'  to  admit  of  the  new  rates  being  embodied 
•in  the  Tables  of  Bates  published  in  the 

Post  Office  Guide  issued  nominally  on 
'the  Ist  of  January,  ISH9,  but,  of  course, 

passed  for  the  Press  considerably  before 
that  date. 

IRELAND-TKEATMENT  OF  POUTICAL 


Mk.  O'KEEFFE  (Umeriok)  asked  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  having 
T^ard  to  the  charges  as  to  the  treat- 
-tnent  of  political  prisoners  proved 
Against  Mr.  Francis  MacOilliouddy 
Eager,  er-Govemor  of  Limerick  Gaol, 
and reportedin  the  Debates  of  this  House, 
if  it  IB  the  intention  of  the  Lord  Ohan- 
«ellor  to  continue  that  gentleman  in  the 

'  Commission  of  the  Peace  for  the  County 
of  Clare ;  and  il  he  is  aware  that  the 
appointment  in  question  has  excited 
much  surprise  and  indignation  in  the 
district  in  which  Mr.  Eager  resides  7 
Mr.  madden  :  The  gentleman  re- 

.ferred  to  in  the  Question  was  appointwl 

-  to  the  OommisBion  of  the  Peace  in  the 
usual  way  on  the  recommendation  of 
:the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county.  I 
am  not  aware  that  the  appointment  in 
^question  haa  been  recfived  in  the  man- 

^ner  saggeeted  in  the  Qneation.  The 
Iiord  Cbancellor  sees  no  reason  why 
Mr.  Eager  should  not  continue  to  hold 

^e  Oommieaion  of  the  Peace. 

Hk.  O'KEEFFE  :  I  may  inform  the 

Jton.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  I  hare 


received  a  number  of  letters  from  in- 
flnendal  persons  rending  in  the  district 
protesting  against  the  action  of  this 
gentleman. 

THB  SPECIAL  C0UUI8SI0N. 

Mb.  COBB  (Warwickshire,  Bugby) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  could 
state  who  supplied  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Special  Commission  the  copy  of 
Messrs.  Walsh  and  Sons'  shorthand 
notes,  from  which  the  proceedings  in 
O'Donnell  v.  Walter  were  printed  in 
the  Blue  Book  issued  for  the  purposes  of 
the  CommissioB ;  whether  such  oopy 
was  returned  by  the  Queen's  Printws 
to  the  Secretary  of  -the  Commission, 
together  with  the  proof  of  the  print 
of  the  Blue  Book ;  and,  whether  any 
Member  of  the  House  desiring  it  can  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  of  seeing  the 
copy  from  which  such  notes  were 
printed  7 

Ma.  8TUAET  WORTLET:  The 
Secretary  of  State  has  no  means  other 
than  such  as  may  be  accessible  to  t^e 
hon.  Member  of  ascertaining  the  facts 
regarding  which  information  is  sought 
in  the  first  and  second  paragraphs  of 
the  question.  The  Secretary  of  State 
has  no  power  to  authorize  the  inspec- 
tion hy  anyone  of  the  document  men- 
tioned. Authority  for  inspection  can  he 
given  only  by  the  Commissioners  them- 
selvee. 

THE  LAND  JUDGES  COURT  (IBELAND). 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Mona- 
ghan,  N.]  asked  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  entry  of  an  irregular  Judgment  in 
the  books  of  the  Land  Judges  Court 
rireland),  he  would  eauee  an  inquiry  to 
be  made,  with  a  view  to  ascertain 
whether  the  entry  was  made  by  any 
officer  of  the  Court  7 

Mr.  MADDEN  :  I  have  no  power  to 
.use  suoh  an  inquiry  to  be  made. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN :  Who  has  authority  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  The  question  as  to 
the  records  of  the  Court  rests  with  the 
Commissioners.  The  Government  have 
no  power  to  require  that  any  particular 
course  shall  be  taken. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN :  In  the  case  to  which 
I  refer  the  Judges  discharged  the  Order, 
but  the  entry  is  entirely  (Afferent. 

Mb.  madden  :  The  hon.  Member 
il  altogether  miainCormed. 
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LO  BBNGULA.. 

Hk.  LABOXrOHERE  (Northampton) 
a«kedtI)enDdei8«cretar7  of  State  for  the 
Oolonim  whethw  the  SeonUajof  State 
for  the  Colonies  has  leceiTed  offioial  in- 
formation that  Lo  Beognla,  the  Ohief 
of  the  Ifatabele,  has  granted  to  Mr. 
Charles  £udd  a  ooncesBion  of  the  mine- 
ral rights  throaghout  his  dominions,  and 
which  oontaina  a  oUuee  that  no  other 
oonoeesion  in  respect  to  mineral  rights  ot 
Other  industrial  undertakings  cMin  be 
nanted  without  the  consent  of  Mr. 
Badd,  and  that,  acting  on  this  oonoeesion, 
Mr  Al&ed  Haggard  was  turned  out  of 
the  ooontt;  by  a  force  of  Matabeles 
under  the  command  of  a  European 
agent  of  Mr.  Kudd ;  whether  anj  re- 
quest has  been  forwarded  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  from  Mr. 
Budd  or  his  agents,  or  from  the  Cape 
GoTemment,  requesting  him  to  confina 
or  to  express  his  approval  of  this  con< 
eeaaion;  whether  such  confirmation  oi 
approTal  has  been  expressed ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  it  has  been  stated  in 
the  Cape  newspapers  that  one  of  the 
oouditions  ot  the  conceaaion  is  that  Mr. 
Bndd  will  maintain  a  gunboat  on  the 
Zambesi  Kiver;  and,  if  so,  what  flag 
this  vessel  will  carry,  and  against  whom 
it  is  ooQtemplated  to  use  this  armed 
ship;  and,  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
territory  in  regard  to  which  this  ex- 
olusive  concession  has  been  granted  is 
as  large  as  France  and  exceedingly 
wealthy  in  mining  and  other  natiual 
produots  ? 

*Thb  under  SECBETABT  of 
STATE  MR  THB  G0LUNIE8  (Baron 
H.  DB  WoBMB,  Liverpool,  Toxteth) : 
It  has  been  officially  reported  that  Lo 
Bengula  has  granted  to  Messrs.  Budd, 
Maguire  and  Thompson  a  concession 
which  is  of  the  nature  indicated  in  the 
hon.  Member's  question,  except  that  it 
does  not  include  any  "industrial  under- 
takings "  other  than  mining.  The 
concession  authorizes  the  holders  of  it 
"  to  take  all  necessary  steps  to  exclude  " 
bona  Matabeleland  "  all  persons  seeking 
land,  metals,  nunerals,  or  mining  rights 
therein,"  and  under  this  authority  Mr. 
Alfred  Haggard  and  others  are  stated  to 
have  been  turned  back  in  November  or 
Deoember  of  last  year  by  some  Matabeles 
under  Mr.  Maguire,  one  of  the  con- 
cesaivnaires.  The  Cape  OoTemment  has 
taken  no  aotioo  in  relation  to  this  con- 
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'  cession.  Mr.  Budd  has  "  solicited  th» 
oo-operation  "  of  Her  Majesty's  Oorem- 
ment  in  aeoomplishing  the  objects  of  th«  ■ 
concession.  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment 
have  expressed  no  approval  of  it,  and 
have  no  power  to  confirm  or  disallow 
oonoessions  in  Matabeleland.  The  con- 
dition in  the  concession  as  to  the  armed 
steamer  Is  that  it,  or  in  lieu  of  it  £S0O, 
shall  be  delivered  to  Lo  Bengula,  who, 
presumably,  desires  it  as  a  protection' 
against  foreign  aggressions.  There  i^- 
no  provision  as  to  its  maintenance ;  and 
its  flag,  if  any,  would  apparenU^  be- 
Lo  Bengula's.  The  territtny  is  behoved 
to  be  about  three-fourths  of  the  area 
of  France,  and  is  said  to  be  rich  iu- 
minerals ;  but  little  is  definitely  known. 

Mb.  LABOnCHEBE :  Is  the  Colonial 
Office  prepared  to  make  any  representa- 
tion  to  Lo  Bengula  about  these  oon- 
oesaions  ? 
«Baxoit  H.  db  worms  :  We  have  no- 
power  to  make  any  representation. 

Mr.  0.  MORGAN  (Battersea] :  Hay 
I  ask  whether  this  territory  is  not  sop- 
posed  to  be  under  British  influence, 
and,  if  so,  whether  concessions  can  be- 
made,  not  to  British,  but  to  Qerman, 
subjects  ? 
*BABOir  H.  DB  WORMS  :  It  is  under 
the  sphere  of  British  influence,  but  I 
am  a&aid  that  that  is  rather  a  vagu9> 
term.  We  have  no  power  to  prevent 
the  real  rulers  of  the  country  &om 
making  a  concession.  We  oan  only 
advise  them  not  to  do  so. 

Ma.  BRADLAUQH  (Northampton) 
Did  not  Lord  Enutsford,  in  May  last, 
declare  very  peremptorily  that  the 
Government  would  not  permit  any  con- 
cession  to  be  made  without  the  previous 
consent  of  the  High  Commissioner  ? 
*Babok  H.  db  worms  :  I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  Oentleman  is  quite  correct. 

Ma.  LABODCHERE  :  Has  not  Lo 
Bengula  sent  envoys  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  have  not  the  Ckivera- 
ment  ample  opportunities  for  making 
representations  to  those  envoys  7 

Mb.  BBADLATJGH :  Before  the  hon. 
Gentleman  answers  the  question,  allow 
me  to  ask  him  again  whether  Lord 
Knutsford,  in  the  latter  end  of  May 
last,  did  not  use  the  very  words  as  to 
this  territory  which  I  have  attributed 
to  him? 

•Baron  H.  ra  WORMS  :  I  do  not 
think  the  Government  had  any  power- 
to  approve  or  disapprove. 
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«oa<ies8ion,  but  before  the  ooQcessioD 
was  negotiated  ~»a7,  in  express  terms, 
that  the  Ch>vernmsnt  would  allow  no 
oonoesuon  to  'be  panted  ? 
«Babon  H.  dx  worms  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  bad  better  gire  notice  of  the 
question.  We  do  not  allow  conceaaionB 
-to  be  granted  in  the  territory  between 
the  Shashi  and  Madoutsi  Bivers, 
which  is  in  dispute  between  Lo  Bengula 
and  Khama. 

IRELAND-TREATMENT  OF  FEMALE 
PHTSONZES. 
Mb.  MA.C  NEILL  asked  the  Soliaitor 
General  for  Ireland  if  he  could  state 
whj  the  two  untried  female  prisoners 
&om  Gweedore,  Margaret  Cull  and 
Annie  Doherty,  who  were  on  Friday 
-week,  notvithetanding'  the  remonatrance 


Thursday,  and  as  one  of  them  has  a 
baby  in  her  arms,  will  tbe  boa.  and 
learned  Qentleman  undertake  that  if 
they  are  supplied  with  warm  clothing 
they  shall  be  allowed  to  wear  it  9 

Mr.  madden  :  Orders  bare  been 
given,  and  I  have  not  the  least  doubt 
that  they  will  be  supplied  with  warm 
clothing. 

Mr.  MAO  NEILL :  I  must  press  the 
matter.  On  tbe  last  ocoaeion  I  entreated 
that  the  Governor  might  be  directed  to 
allow  these  poor  women  to  wear  the 
clothing  offered  to  be  supplied  them, but 
I  am  informed  that  he  refused. 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  iuatrnctionB 
which  have  been  given  are  that  warm 
clothing  is  to  be  allowed,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  those  instructions  will  be 
carried  out. 


]'  the  Sev.  J.  Doherty,  the  Prison  \  Mr.  O'EEEFFE  asked  the  Under  Sec- 
Chaplain,  deprived  by  the  Governor  of  |  retary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  hie 
Derry  Gaol  of  warm  clothing  provided  >    '»         '■     .   i.    ^l-   .._ 

for  them  for  the  journey  between  Derry 


.  and  Letterkenny,  were  again  deprived 
last  Saturday  of  dreasos  and  hats  pro- 
vided for  them  by  friends ;  whether,  in 
Bpiteof  the  promise  of  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral, the  Governor,  while  allowing  them 
ehawle,  refused  to  permit  them  to  wear 
the  hats  and  warm  dresses  so  provided 
for  them ;  whether  they  were  obliged 
to  go  from  Derry  to  Letterkenny  bare- 
headed and  badly  clothed  in  inclement 
weather,  though  sufficient  clothing  was 
sent  into  the  prison  for  their  use  ;  had 
ho  ^ven  directions  to  the  Prisons  Board 
to  entertain  in  the  future  oommunioa- 
tions  coming  from  chaplains  of  prisons 
relative  to  the  welfare  of  prisoners  di- 
rectly, without  the  intervention  of  the 
Governors ;  and  what  reply  had  the 
Prisons  Board  made  to  these  communi- 
cations ? 

Mr.  madden  :    With  reference  to 

the  specific  matters  of  fact  referred  to  in 

the  question,  I  have  called  for  a  Beport. 

The  ounation  has  only  appeared  on  the 

i-day ;   but  I  may  say  that  I 

ed  that  the  Prisons  Board  had 

rections  to  ihe  Governor  of  the 

warm  clothing  supplied  to  these 

risoners  should  be  allowed  to  be 

them.      I  cannot  answer  the 

any  further. 

AC  NEILL :  As  these  females 
en    further    remanded    until 


attention  had  been  directed  to  the  con- 
dition and  treatment  of  emigrante, 
principally  from  Limerick,  Clare,  aad 
Tipperary,  as  reported  in  to  day's 
-papers,  numbering  1,800  persons,  on 
their  arrival  in  Bnenoa  Ayres  during 
last  month  ;  if  those  emigrants,  men, 
women  and  children,  contrary  to  the 
representations  held  out  by  the  agents 
of  the  Argentine  Republic,  were  totally 
neglected  on  their  arrival,  unprovided 
with  food,  lodging,  or  means  of  obtein- 
ing  work;  and  if  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  immediately  telegraph 
that  the  Consular  Agent  at  Buenos 
Ayres  will  assume  the  responsibility  of 
preserving  the  lives  of  the  destitute  per- 
sons referred  to  ? 

Ma.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.): 
Has  the  hon.  Gentleman  seen  the  state- 
ment In  the  papers  that  some  of  theaa 
emigrants  have  been  sent  back,  and  that 
10,000  Frenchmen,  mostly  labooring 
men,  are  unable  to  find  work,  and  are 
starving. 

*Mb.  speaker  :  Has  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber given  notice  of  this  question  ? 
Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :  No,  Sir. 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  Then  the  hon. 
Member  had  better  put  it  down  upon  the 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  Adespatohon 
this  subject  was  received  yesterday. 
Her  Majesty's  Charge  d'Affaires  at 
Buenos  Ayres  stetes  that  1,800  persons, 
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the  great  majority  of  whom  had  come 
irom  Ireland,  had  disembarked  from  a 
large  steamship.  Immisranta'  barracks 
for  2,000  persons  have  oeen  provided, 
but  it  happened  that  a  large  bod;  of 
Italian  immigrants  had  arrived  a  day 
or  two  previously,  and,  though  the 
Bowoomers were  not  "totally  neglected," 
the  accommodation  that  could  be  im- 
provised  for  them  was  very  inadequate. 
J'ortunately,  in  anticipation  of  the 
arrival  of  large  numbers  of  immigrants 
Irom  this  oountcy,  Her  Majesty's 
Charge  d' Affaires  had  assisted  in 
forming  a  Committee  of  British  resi- 
-dents,  by  whom  most  liberal  supplies 
of  food  and  other  comforts  were  given 
to  these  poor  people,  and  on  the  next 
day  large  numbers  of  them  were  lodged 
in  the  private  houses  of  the  members  of 
the  Committee,  until  the  barracks  should 
be  available,  or  the  immigrants  sboald 
be  sent  up  country  in  due  course.  The 
hon.  Member  win  see  that  the  spon- 
taneous action  of  Her  Majesty's  Charg6 
-d'Afhires  and  the  British  residents 
renders  any  special  orders  unnecessary, 
but  Mr.  Jenner  has  been  already  directed 
to  report  upon  the  condition  of  the 
immigrants  who  are  arriving,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  considering 
whether  some  special  agency  is  not 
required  in  order  that  those  from  this 
country  may  be  properly  advised. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOB:  Is  the  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  Freuoh 
Government  have  issued  a  warning 
to  French  subjects,  and  will  the 
Foreign  Office  follow  that  example, 
and  pending  the  arrival  of  an  officii 
report,  issue  a  warning  to  poor  Irish 
people  to  abstain  from  emigrating  until 
the  true  facts  of  the  case  have  been 
ascertained  ? 

*3iaJ.FERGUSS0N:  Nointelligenoe 
has  reached  the  Foreign  Office  from  the 
Argentine  Bepuhlic  of  any  ill-treatment 
of  emigrants,  other  than  the  unfor- 
tuoate  occurrence  which  I  have  just 
tnentioned,  but  the  Minister  represent- 
ing this  country  has  been  directed 
n)eoially  to  report  upon  the  condition  of 
the  emigrants. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOE:  Will  Her 
Majesty's  Government  follow  the 
example  of  the  French  Foreign  Office, 
and  issue  a  warning. 

*8m  J.  FERGU880N:  I  think  the 
House  will  see  that,  as  no  allegationa 
«f  iU-treatment  or  neglect  have  been 


received,  it  would  be  premature  to 
warn  persons  sgainst  going  to  the 
Argentine  Republic.  I  am  glad  to 
know  that  the  British  residents  on  the 
spot  are  fully  alive  to  the  necessity  tj 
assisting  the  emigrants ;  and  in  the 
despatch  to  which  I  have  referred,  it  ia 
stated  that  a  special  Irish  settlement 
has  been  formed,  where  Irish  emigrants 
will  receive  proper  attention. 

Ma.  BRADLAUGH:  Cannot  some 
provision  be  made,  by  means  of 
which  the  Emigration  Office  would  be 
able  to  give  information  with  regard  to 
the  Argentine  Bepuhlic,  similar  to  that 
which  is  given  with  reference  to  emigra- 
tion to  our  own  Colonies?  It  is  better 
to  prevent  the  evil  on  this  side  than  oo 
the  other  side  of  the  water. 

*SiB  J.  FEUGUSSON  :  The  Foreign 
Office  is  in  communicatioQ  with  the 
Treasury  oo  the  subject,  as  it  will 
require  a  certsin  expenditure  of  money. 
I  had  an  interview  with  the  GhanceUor 
of  the  Exchequer  last  night  on  the 
subject. 

Ma.  LANE  (Cork  Co.,  E.) :  May  I 
ask  whether,  considering  that  large 
numbers  of  emigrants  are  about  to  be 
sent  out  by  the  agents  of  the  Argentine 
Republic,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  obtain  some  guarantee  from  the 
representative  of  the  Argentine  Repuh  lie 
that  proper  care  will  be  taken  of  the 
people  on  their  arrival  ? 

•8tk  J.  FERGTJS80N:  It  would  he 
more  convenient  that  I  should  have 
notice  of  that  question.  I  should  then 
be  able  to  give  better  information  than 
it  is  possible  to  give  o£F  hand. 

Mb.  LAN  E :  I  sent  the  hon.  Baronet 
private  notice  by  letter  last  night. 

THE  MUNSTER  WINTER  A88IZES. 

Ma.  LANE  (Cork  Coun^,  E.)  asked 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  whe- 
ther the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  received 
an  influeatially- signed  memorial  from 
the  jurors  of  Cork,  protesting  against 
the  oontinued  selection  of  the  city  of 
Cork  for  the  Munster  Winter  Assises ; 
had  he  also  received  a  resolution, 
passed  at  a  public  meeting  in  Cork, 
which  was  attended  by  Deputy  Lieu- 
tenants, Msgistrates,  and  Merchants,  of 
all  creeds  and  politics,  condemning  the 
habitual  practice  of  excluding  Romaa 
OatfaolioB  from  the  jury  box  whilst 
oompelling  them  to  attend  court  daily 
for  five  or  six  weeks  at  Christmas  time; 
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•nd  wliat  aotioit  had  the  Lord  laaa- 
Miwnt  taton  in  the  matter. 

Mb.  MADDEN:  The  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant has  Teoeived  a  memorial  from 
the  jurors  of  Cork  oomplaiui&ff  of  the 
ooDtiniied  seleotion  of  Oork  for  the 
Unneter  Winter  AesiieB.  The  same 
memorial  contains  an  addendum  to  one 
of  the  resolutions  alleged  to  hare  bees 
eanied  by  a  show  of  hands  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  religious  constitution  of  the 
the  jury.  No  separate  resolution  on 
the  sabject  has  been  received.  There  is 
no  foundation  for  the  statement  that 
jurors  have  been  rejected  on  the  ground 
of  their  religious  belief.  The  objec~ 
tion  raised  to  selecting  Cork  for  the 
Ifunater  Winter  Aseizes  will  be  care- 
fully considered  before  passing  the 
Ordei  in  Council  fixing  the  next  winter 
Assizes. 

Mr.  LANE:  Hare  any  steps  been 
taken  in  consequence  of  the  resolution 
of  eondemnation  f 

Mb.  MADDEN :  The  memorial  has 
been  received,  and  I  believe  there  is  an 
addendum  attached  to  it  which  does  not, 
however,  appear  to  have  been  passed 
formally. 

-  Mb.  lane  :  Was  not  the  resolution 
in  reference  to  the  exolusion  of  Soman 
OatholicB  from  the  jury  added  to  the 
memorial  f 

Mb.  madden  :  I  believe  that  it  was 
forwarded  as  an  addendum,  but  it 
formed  no  part  of  the  substance  of  the 
memorial. 

ARMY  UBDIOAL  OFFICERS. 

Db.  tanner  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  if  it  was  true  that  an 
application  having  been  made  to  the 
War  Office  by  the  Boysl  College  of 
Surgeons,  Ireland,  asking  that  a  mem- 
ber of  and  from  ^e  College  might  be 
appointed  upon  the  proposed  Commis- 
sion of  Liqniry  into  thestatus  and  emolu- 
ments of  Medical  Officers  in  Her 
Majesty's  Army,  whether  the  Irish 
CoUege  has  been  refused  on  the  ground 
that  the  English  Colleges  should  repre- 
sent the  entire  medical  interest  ? 

Db.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.)  also  asked 
whether  attention  had  been  directed  to 
a  statement  contained  in  a  Circular, 
dated  I6th  March  instant,  issued  by  the 
Boyal  College  of  Surgeons,  Ireland, 
relative  to  the  appointments  of  the  Com- 
mission of  Inquiry  as  to  the  status  and 
emoluments  of  Army  Medical  Officers,  to 
Jfr.  Zmu 


the  effect  that  the  "President  and 
Council  of  that  body  feel  that  a  slur  has 
been  oast  on  the  College  by  his  refusal 
to  allow  it  the  same  representation  on 
the  Commission  which  has  been  conceded 
unasked  to  the  Boyal  College  of  Sur- 
geons and  Physicians  of  England ; " 
whether  he  was  aware  of  the  intense 
feeling  of  indignation  which  exists  in 
medical  centres  in  Ireland  on  acconnt  of 
his  refusal  to  grant  the  representation 
sought ;  and  whether  he  would  explain 
on  what  principle  he  bases  bis  refusal  to 
grant  to  the  Insh  medical  bodies  repre- 
sentation similar  to  that  conceded  to 
those  in  England,  in  whose  hands  the 
Irish  institutions  do  not  consider  their 
interests  can  be  safely  entrusted  f 

The  FINANCIAL  SECEETAET  to 
THB  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Bkodbiok, 
Surrey,  Guildford):  No,  Sir;  I  have  not 
seen  the  circular  referred  to,  and  am  ig- 
norant of  its  contents.  I  have  not  heard 
that  the  action  taken  in  this  matter  haa 
given  rise  to  the  feeling  indicated  by 
^e  hon.  Member.  I  should  much 
regret  it  if  it  is  so.  The  reason  for 
limiting  the  representataon  to  the  Eng- 
lish Colleges  IB  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  have  representatives  &om  all 
the  colleges  from  which  candidates  come. 
It  was,  therefore,  limited  to  those  on 
the  spot.  I  cannot  myself  see  how  the 
interests  of  a  candidate  from  the  Irish 
College  in  respect  of  bis  pay  and  ttattit 
in  the  Army  can  differ  from  those  of 
candidates  from  the  English  or  other 
ooUegee ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  will 
point  out  to  me  in  what  the  difference 
consists  I  will  consider  the  point. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  Haa 
the  hon.  Qentteman  any  objection  to 
state  whether  the  feeling  mentioned  in 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sonth  Cork  (Dr.  Eenny)  does  exist ;  and 
whether  the  Gkivemment  are  prepared 
to  reconsider  the  question  owing  to  the 
natural  resentment  felt  by  the  Irish 
Colleges  at  being  excluded  ?  Why  not 
increase  the  number  of  Commissioners 
from  eight  to  nine  ? 

Mb,  BKODHIOK  :  There  is  already 
upon  the  Commission  a  graduate  of  one 
ot  the  Irish  Colleges  who  holds  an  Irish 
degree.  The  desire  was  to  secure  a 
compact  Oommiseion.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  War  does  not 
feet  that  he  can  take  any  further  step 
unless  it  can  be  shown  that  the  in- 
terests of  Irish  candidates  differ  firom 
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tlioseof  other  oandidatei.  If  the  right 
Iioo.  Oentlemaii  will  confer  with  me 
privately,  I  will  Bee  whether  the  consti- 
tation  of  the  CommiBaion  ia  not  aucb  as 
to  aeoure  everything  he  desires. 

Mb.  sexton  :  If  the  only  desire 
was  to  have  a  compact  CommisBion,  why 
iras  direct  application  made  to  two  Eng- 
lish Colleges  to  send  repreeerttativee, 
irhile  no  sucti  application  was  made  to 
the  Irish  Colleges  ? 

Mr.  BKODHICK:  It  was  because 
the  English  Colleges  were  on  the  spot. 

WEST  00A8T  OF  ATRIOA 
Hr.  IfABUlf  (EUkeony,  N.J  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  his  attention  had  been 
called  to  the  allegation  that  arms  and 
ammnnition  are  being  imported  and 
landed  in  large  quantities  oa  the  West 
Ooast  of  Africa  by  English  consignors ; 

and  whether  IntematioQal  or  Colonisl 
rftlations  enable  interference,  or  whether 
he  will  appoint  additional  Yice  Consuls 
on  that  line  of  coast  ? 

*Si&  J.  FEROU8S0N:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  his  first  notice  of  this  question 
mentioned  the  East  Coast  of  Africa,  but 
I  understand  now  that  he  only  refers  to 
the  West  Coast.  I  do  not  know  if  the 
allegation  he  notices  refers  to  any  par- 
ticular partofthat  coast.  I  believethat 
aome  newspaper  has  stated  that  arms 
and  ammunition  are  being  imported 
into  Liberia  and  conveyed  across  the 
Continent  to  the  Arabs  on  the  East 
Ooast.  It  is  very  improbable.  It  has 
more  than  onoe  been  proposed  that  the 
importation  of  arms  on  the  West  Coast 
should  be  prevented  by  International 
agreement,  but  no  arrangement  hss 
Veen  found  possible.  No  conceivable 
addition  to  Consular  establishments 
could  accomplish  this  purpose. 

COUNTY  OOTJETS. 
Mr.  ALFRED  THOMAS  (Glamorgan, 
E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  the  Qovem- 
ment  intend  to  bring  in  any  Bill  to 
extend  the  j  urisdiction  of  County  Courts, 
or  otherwise  to  provide  better  facilities 
for  the  decision  of  disputes  in  the 
great  provincial  centres  of  population 
and  trade  ? 

Mb.  STUART  WOETLET:  I  am 
informed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  that, 
having  regard  to  the  recent  extendon  of 
the  County  Courts  jurisdiction  and  other 
VOL.  COOXXXIV.  Ltbied  sgsaa.'\ 


i'udicial  arraneements  in  pronese,  he 
as  not  included  any  proposals  on  the 
subject  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
in  the  legislation  which  he  desires  to 
promote. 

COLONEL  HUOHB8-HALLETT. 
Mb.  FATRIOK  O'BRIEN  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  any 
communication,  written  or  oral,  direct 
or  indirect,  has  reached  the  Patronage 
Secretary  from  the  Member  for  Roches- 
ter, conveying  his  intention  or  desire  to 
vacate  his  seat;  and  whether  the  Go- 
vernment will  take  any,  and  what,  action 
in  the  matter  to  relieve  the  Roohester 
Division  from  practical  disfranchise- 
ment 7 

•The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TBEA- 
8UBT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand): 
The  hon.  Gentleman  asks  me  whether 
communications  have  passed  between 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Secretatr  to  the 
Treasury  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Rochester  with  regardjto  his  seat.  I 
venture,  with  great  respect  to  the  House, 
to  say  that  it  would  be  most  improper 
and  unusual  to  aek  that  private  com- 
munications unconnected  with  the  dis- 
cbarge of  his  official  duties  which  may 
pass  between  my  hon.  Friend  or  any- 
one holding  his  position  on  either  side 
of  the  House,  should  be  communicated 
to  the  House.  I  have  reason  to  believe 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Rochester, 
who  has  been  absent  from  the  House 
during  the  present  Session,  has  been 
disabled  by  severe  and  protracted  ill- 
ness, and  steps  will  be  taken  to  ascer- 
tain whether  there  is  any  reasonable 
hope  that  he  will  be  able  to  return  to 
the  House  or  whether  he  wishes  to  vacate 
his  seat. 

Mb.  J.  ELLIS :  Is  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  in  a  position  to  assure  the 
House  that  the  only  reason  why  the  hon. 
Member  for  Rochester  is  absent  from 
this  House  is  illness  7 
*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  think  that 
the  question  is  hardly  one  which  the 
hon.  Member  is  justiGed  in  putting.  I 
hava  uo  personal  knowledge  of  the  cir- 
cumstanoeB  whatevw. 

NAVAL  DEFENCE  OF  PORTS. 
Mb.  ATKINSON  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  why  he  denied 
to  shipowners  and  merchants  of  Hull  the 
same  facilities  with  reference  to  naval 
defence  of  ports  which  he  has  granted 
2  G 
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to  Liverpool,  Bristol,  and  ports  of  far 
loM  importanoe  than  Hull  ? 

The  FIBST  LORD  op  thb  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  Gboboh  Hamilton, 
Middlesex,  Ealing) :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  may  say  that  I  have  been 
in  communication  on  this  subject  irith 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Hull,  and 
I  will  inform  him  of  the  purport  of  our 
oommunicatiou.  The  AdmiAlty  are  re- 
luctant to  inorease  the  numbers  of  Boyal 
Naval  Artillery  Volunteers  at  the  present 
time, or  until  adeoisionhasbeenarrivedat 
as  to  hov  their  aervioee  can  be  utilized 
in  the  event  of  war.  Mobility  is  an  es- 
■antial  condition  for  ahips  of  the  Navy, 
and  the  Admiralty  have  declined  to  lo- 
oalize  ships  to  special  ports.  Aa  the  Act 
of  1873  nov  stands,  the  Boyal  Naval 
Artillery  Tolunteere  are  not  liahle  for 
service  away  from  their  own  ports,  ex- 
cept in  case  of  invasion  or  apprehended 
invasion ;  so  that,  except  in  this  contin- 
gency, the  Admiralty,  under  the  existing 
Act,  have  no  means  of  availing  them- 
selves of  their  services.  Tbe  Admiralty 
would  be  glad  to  give  encouragement  to 
this  force  when  they  can  see  a  way  of  ad- 
vantageously employingthem.  They  are 
ready  to  supply  guns,  ammunition,  and 
inatruotion  ;  but  they  cannot  undertake 
to  supply  ships  for  local  ports. 

GOVEBNMENT  DOCKYARD  WORKMEN. 

Ms.  CONYBEARE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  it  was 
the  fact  that  on  Saturday,  the  23rd  in- 
stant, some  487  men  were  discharged 
&om  Devon  port  Dockyard  and  Key  ham 
Factory;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  on 
Saturday  next  another  200  men  will  be 
warned ;  how  many  more  men  in  the 
various  Departments  was  it  intended  to 
discharge;  why  men  who  have  served 
in  the  Dockyards  for  periods  of  four 
and  six  years  were  discharged  without 
receiving  any  gratuity  ;  whether  it  was 
the  usual  practice  to  treat  on  the  same 
terms  as  to  their  diacbai^  men  who 
have  been  working  for  years  in  the 
yards  and  men  who  have  been  only 
temporarily  engaged ;  why  the  men 
were  kept  waiting  for  six  months 
after  discharge  before  getting  their 
bonus  or  gratuity ;  and  why  long  ser- 
vice men  were  being  discharged  while 
others  are  retained  who  have  been  a 
far  shorter  time  engaged  ? 

LoED  G.  HAMILTON  :  A  certain 
number  of  men  were  taken  on  for 
Mr.  AtJtmioH 


casual  work  in  Devonport  Doo^ard, 
the  terms  of  their  engagement  beinp 
that  when  the  job  on  which  they  wero 
engaged  was  finished  their  services 
would  be  no  longer  required.  The  work 
has  been  finished,  and  their  employ- 
ment lapses.  An  attempt  has  been 
made  to  organize  an  agitation  against 
the  Government  for  the  so-called  dis- 
charges ;  but  the  men  have  honourably 
declined  to  ignore  the  terms  of  their 
engagement. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bsthnal  Qreenr 
N.E.)  :  Will  the  noble  Lord  consider 
the  desirability  of  introdncing  a  system 
of  casual  employment  into  the  dock- 
yards? 

LoKD  Q.HAMILTON:  It  has  been 
introduced  for  some  time. 

Ma.  CONYBEARE:  Is  the  nobis 
Lord  aware  that  of  83  men  who  left  the 
EeyhamFactocyonSaturday  there  were 
14  whose  term  of  service  ranged  from 
three  years  to  14  years  and  nine  months. 
I  should  like  to  know  how  it  is  that  the 
long  service  men  have  been  didoharged 
just  aa  freely  aa  the  casuals  ? 

LoED  G.  HAMILTON:  The  right 
hon.  Member  has  been  misinformed. 
Eveiy  man  who  has  served  12  years  is 
entitled  to  a  gratuity,  and  in  this  case 
would  receivehia  gratuity.  After  having 
received  it  he  would  be  available  for 
casual  employment,  and,  of  course,  tho 
terms  upon  which  he  engaged  in  casual 
work  would  he  the  same  as  that  of  other 

Me.  CONYBEARE ;  Am  I  to  nnder- 
stand  that  the  long  service  men  are 
liable  to  be  turned  off  by  the  Govern- 
ment  at  any  time  and  taken  on  agun  as 
casual  labourers  ? 

LoED  G.  HAMILTON:  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  understood  the 
vet  I  gave  to  him  I  do  not  think  I 
can  add  to  it.  A  man  is  entitled  after 
a  certain  number  of  years'  service  to  a 
gratuity,  and  after  he  has  received  that 
gratuity  he  is  available  for  casual  work. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE :  1  beg  to  give 
notice  that  on  an  early  day  I  will  call 
attention  to  the  subject. 

TITHK  DISTRAINTS  IN  WALES. 
Me.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  was  aware  that  tithe  distraints  had 
heen  effected  this  year  on  four  different 
occasions  in  the  parishes  of  Llannor, 
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LlansQihaiam,  Llandwrog,  and  Llan- 
iairfeoliBii,  in  Oaruarronshire,  when, 
although  large  and  TOcIferouB  crowds, 
numbering  several  hundreds,  aasembled 
on  each  occasion,  no  breach  of  the  peace 
ocoorred ;  whether  the  Chief  Ounatable 
of  the  county  attributed  the  maiotenance 
of  order  to  the  fact  that  he  attended  the 
distraints  in  each  case  unaccompanied 
with  any  police  other  than  the  local 
policeman,  and  that  he  exhorted  the 
people  in  the  Welsh  language  to  pre- 
•erre  order ;  whether  he  was  aware  that 
the  crowds  gave  cheers  for  and  thankt 
to  the  Ohief  Oonetable  for  coming  with- 
out a  police  force  and  for  talking  to 
them  in  Welsh ;  and  whether  he  would 
reoommend  this  precedent  to  the  poliee 
anthoritiea  of  Oudiganshire  ? 

Mr.  STUABT  WOETLET:  The 
Secretary  of  State  is  informed  by  the 
Chief  Constable  of  Carnarvonshire  that 
npon  three  occasions  during  the  months 
of  December  and  January  Uat  sales  for 
tithes  were  effected  in  the  three  firet- 
oamed  parishes  in  CamarvonHhire.  In 
the  fourth  pariah  a  settlement  was  made, 
and  no  sales  took  place.  On  each  occa- 
sion a  considerable  crowd  was  present. 
The  Chief  Constable  was  present  with 
one  or  two  local  policemen,  and  no  serious 
disturbance  took  place.  The  Chief  Con- 
stable attributes  this  to  the  absence  of 
any  large  body  of  police,  combined  with 
the  cordial  support  which  he  received 
from  the  farmers  distrained  upon,  and 
from  other  persons  present  who  had 
isflaence  with  the  people,  and  also  to 
the  good-tempered  demeanour  of  the 
Kentlemao  who  acted  aa  auctioneer. 
The  fact  of  his  speaking  Welsh  also  had 
the  effect  of  making  the  people  more 
ready  to  eon^ly  with  any  request  he 
made.  The  Secretary  of  State  has  al- 
ready stated  to  the  House  the  steps 
taken  by  him  with  the  view  of  recom- 
mending precedents  of  this  kind  to  the 
Magistrates  and  police  authorities  in 
Cardigan  shire- 

THE  ARMENIAN  CHRISTIANS  IN 

ASIATIC  TURKEY. 
Mb.  BRYCK  (Aberdeen,.  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs  whether  the  attention  of 
Her  Majesty's  government  had  been 
called  to  the  accounts  constantly  appear- 
ing in  the  European  newspapers  of  the 
Oppressions    perpetrated  on    the    Ar- 
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mesian  Christians  in  Asiatic  Turkey  by 
Turkish  officials,  and  in  particular  to 
the  reports  from  various  parts  of  Ar- 
menia, published  in  the  journal  Saiatdan 
of  IstandlSth February.  1689  ;  whether 
Her  Majest^s  Government  is  taking  or 
will  take  measures  to  inform  themselves 
as  to  the  condition  of  Asiatic  Turkey 
and  the  sufferings  endured  by  the 
Christian  population  there ;  when  papers 
containing  the  reports  received  ^m  the 
Consuls  in  Asiatic  Turkey  during  the 
last  seven  years  (ia  continuation  of  the 
Blue  Book  of  1882)  wiU  be  laid  before 
Parliament;  and  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qovemment,  having  regard  to 
the  duty  undertaken  by  them  in  the  so- 
called  Anglo- Turkish  Convention,  and 
in  the  sixty-first  article  of  the  Treaty 
of  Berlin,  to  secure  the  fulfilment  of  the 
promisee  then  made  by  the  Turkish 
Government  to  carry  out  administrative 
reform  in  Armenia  and  Asia  Hinor, 
and  protect  the  Armenian  Christians 
from  the  Kurds  and  Circassians,  will,  if 
convinced  that  these  promises  remain 
wholly  unfulfilled,  remonstrate  with  the 
Turkish  Government  and  endeavour  to 
secure  their  foISlment? 

*8jb  J.  FEEQU8S0N :  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member,  I  beg  to  say  that  the 
Foreign  Office  are  not  in  possession  of 
the  particular  number  of  the  HaUit' 
dan  mentioned.  Sir  W.  White  con- 
stantly makes  use  of  such  means  of 
information  as  are  in  his  power  to 
obtain  authentic  information  of  the  con- 
dition of  the  Christian  population  in 
Asiatic  Turkey,  and  the  general  result 
is  to  show  that  the  reports  which 
appear  in  the  newspapers,  though,  un- 
happily, not  always  unfounded,  %re,  at 
all  events,  greatly  exaggerated  in  many 
instances.  As  the  hou.  Gentleman  will 
remember,  it  was  decided  when  the 
late  Government  was  in  office  that  the 
publication  of  these  papers  was  un< 
desirable  in  the  interests  of  the  Ar- 
menians themselves ;  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  found,  by 
experience,  that  their  representations 
in  favour  of  administrative  reform,  if 
they  produce  any  effect,  it  is  of  a 
contrary  nature  to  that  which  tliey  de- 
'  re.     They,  therefore,  consider  that  it  is 

idesirable  to  address  any  formal  and 

general  representation  on  the  subject  to 

the  Porte    without  the  concurrence  of 

other  Powers  parties  to  the  Treaty 

of  Berlin,   but  Her  Majesty's  Ambas- 
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■ador  Till  continue,  a«  heretofore,  to 
represent  to  the  Sultan  and  to  His  Ua- 
jesty'B  Ministers  nnofficiallj  any  indi- 
Tidoal  oases  of  hardship  and  oppression 
of  which  he  ma;  reoeiv«  well-established 
evidence. 

Hb.  BBYOE  :  I  should  like  to  re- 
mind the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
Bome  years  hsTc  elapsed  since  any 
Iteports  were  received.  In  oonsequence 
of  the  extremely  unaatisfaotory  nature 
of  the  reply  and  of  previous  replies 
which  I  have  received^  and  the  non- 
publication  of  any  Beport  for  seven 
years,  I  shall  take  the  first  opportunity 
of  calling  attention  to  the  subject  and 
to  the  tactics  of  Her  Bffajesty's  Oovem- 
ment. 

AKMT  CONTHACTS. 

Mh.  OHANNING  (Northampton,  B.) 
asked  whether  attention  had  been 
drawn  to  the  recent  rejeetion  of  a  tender 
for  Army  boots  made  by  the  Finedon 
Co-operative  Boot  and  Shoe  Manufac- 
turing Company  ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  tender  was  at  a  higher  price 
than  the  previous  tenders  of  the  Com- 
pany ;  that  this  higher  price  was  fixed 
by  uie  Oommittee,  acting  on  the  advice 
of  the  then  manager  and  secretary,  and 
that  the  manager  and  secretary  made  a 
separate  tender  on  their  own  aooount  at 
a  lower  price  and  obtained  the  contract ; 
and  whether  the  manager  and  secretary 
obtained  the  contract  by  representations 
which  fully  and  farathfnlly  complied 
with  the  conditions  on  which  such  con- 
tracts are  issued;  and,  if  not,  whether 
he  will  direct  the  contract  to  be  cancelled, 
and  permit  the  Company  to  send  in  an 
amended  tender  F 

Hb.  BBODBICE:  I  cannot  go  into 
the  proceedings  between  the  Finedon 
Go-operative  Boot  and  Shoe  Uannfao- 
tnring  Company  and  their  secretary  and 
manager;  but  it  is  evident  that  the 
latter  obtained  a  recent  contract  for 
Army  hoots  through  representations  to 
the  Director  of  Anny  Contracts,  since 
proved  to  be  misleading,  and  their 
names  will  be  etmok  off  the  list  of  con- 
tractors. Legal  advice  will  be  taken  as 
to  whether  the  present  contract  (which 
is  a  very  small  one)  oan  be  cancelled. 
Arrangements  have  been  made  to  give 
employment  to  the  Finedon  and  other 
«o-operative  societies  in  Northampton- 
ahire  at  the  average  price  of  the  last 
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THE  CARDIFF  SAVINGS  BANK. 

Mn.  HOWELL  asked  the  ChaneeUor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  his  attention 
hod  been  called  to  a  notice  issued  by  the 
official  liquidator  of  the  Cardiff  Savings 
Bank,  requiring  the  irregular  depositors 
"  to  come  in  and  prove  the  debt 
claimed,  by  filing  an  affidavit,"  and  to 
attend  by  solicitor  at  the  High  Court 
of  Justice  in  London  on  lOth  April; 
whether  he  was  aware  that  the  deposit 
books,  which  ore  in  themselves  bondjide 
eridence  of  the  claims  of  depositors,  are 
in  the  hands  of  the  official  liquidate,  or 
of  the  representative  of  the  bank ;  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
these  depositors  were  poor  persons,  some 
other  mode  of  proof  of  claim  could  be 
arranged,  so  that  those  poor  people  shall 
not  be  deprived  of  their  lawful  dues? 
•ThbCHANCELLOBofthbEXOHE- 
QUEE  {Mi.  G.  J.  Qosohsn,  St.  Oeo^e's, 
Hanover  Square]  :  My  attention  has 
been  oalled  to  the  notice  in  question, 
but  I  must  once  more  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  I  have  no  right  and  no 
power  to  interfere  with  the  course  of  the 
liquidation  or  the  mode  of  proof  which 
the  Court  considers  necessary.  The  pto- 
cednre  laid  down  by  the  Act  must  be 
followed,  and  the  directions  of  the  Court 
in  oanying  out  that  Act  must  be  obeyed. 
The  liquidator  has  addressed  a  letter  to 
the  irregular  depositors  pointing  out  the 
method  by  whic^  their  claim  might  be 
presented  to  the  Court  at  small  cost  to 
each  individual.  The  liquidator  is 
ready  to  give  any  information  in  his 
power  to  the  depositors,  and  it  would  be 
more  advantageous  to  the  depositors 
and  their  friends  to  apply  for  informa- 
tion to  him  than  to  ue  Chanoellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  The  fact  that  some  of 
the  deposit  books  (tliere  are  others 
which  cannot  be  traced]  are  in  the 
liquidator's  hands  will  not  invalidate 
the  evidence  which  those  books  afford  ol 
the  amount  of  the  deposits. 

Mr.  D&TID  THOMAS:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if 
he  is  aware  of  the  expense  and  trouble 
the  depositors  in  the  late  Cardiff 
Trustee  Savings  Bank  are  being  put  to 
in  order  to  prove  their  claims  ;  whether 
the  Commissioners  for  the  Beduction  of 
the  National  Debt  are  taking  any  steps 
to  carry  out  the  recommendation  of  Mr. 
Lyulph  Stanley,  the  Ooramissioner  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  affairs  of 
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the  Oudiff  Troatee  BsTings  Bank, 
SB  giren  on  page  63  of  hi»  Beport; 
vhsthsr  lie  can  state  the  amoant  b; 
whioh,  accwrditig  to  the  CommiMioner, 
the  Oommiwionera  for  the  BeductioD  of 
the  National  Debt — 

"Bavabeen  defraoded  bf  the  teiuteM,  both 
hj  the  lOM  of  forfeituTel  reisltiag  from  ths 

the  Imrpi  ii 


and  whether,  teeing  that  theae  yearly 
false  BtatementB  were  returned  through 
oareleBanssB,  and  placing  too  much  con- 
fidence in  their  actua^,  and  not  wilfully, 
he  is  prepared  to  adviBe  the  National 
Debt  CommiBBtoners  to  foiego  their 
claim,  provided  that  the  truBteea  and 
managers  pay  all  olaima  of  depoaitorB  in 
full? 

*Mb.  OOSCHEN  said:  The  recom- 
mendation of  Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley  was 
that  a  Petition  should  be  presented  by 
the  National  Debt  GommiBsionerB  for  the 
winding  up  of  the  bank  under  the  Oom- 
paoies  Act.  This  has  long  since  been 
done.  I  cannot  state  the  exact  amount 
of  the  claims  of  the  National  Debt  Oom- 
missioners  against  the  bank,  but  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  if  the  trustees  and 
managera  were  now,  without  further 
delay,  to  make  good  to  all  the  depositors 
the  unpaid  biJanoe  of  their  deposits, 
theae  claims  might  reasonably  be  waived. 

CAPTAIN  SEQRAVe,  ILM. 
'  Ma.  MAC  XEILL  aaked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  would  have  any  objection  to 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  liit 
of  the  persona  oonvioted  by  Captain 
Segrave,  B.M.,  in  Courts  constituted 
under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act,  and  the  charges  alleged 
against  them,  and  the  punishments  in- 
flicted? 

Tmt  CHIEF  8ECHETAET  ron  IRE- 
LAND ^Mr.  A.  J.  Balpour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  It  would  be  contran  to  precedent 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  a  list  of  persons 
convicted  by  any  particular  magistrate 
or  magistrates.  I  would,  however,  point 
oat,  as  regarda  the  casein  question,  that 
in  no  instance  did  Mr.  Segrave  alone 
convict  any  persons  in  Courts  constituted 
nnder  the  Criminal  Law  and  Frooedore 
Act,  anoh  Courts  necessarily  conaistuig  of 


two  Besident  Magiatratea.  Mr.  SegraTS 
was  always  the  junior  member  of  them 
Courts,  as  he  was  not  one  of  the  Besident 
Magistrates  declared  to  be  legally  qnali- 
fled  in  regard  thereto  within  me  meaning 
of  the  Act. 

Ms.MAON£ILL:  Under  the  Crimea 
Act  it  requires  two  magiatratea  to  oon- 
duot  an  inquiry. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTTB :  That  is  so. 

Ma.  MAG  XEILL:  At  what  date  was 
Captain  Segrave  auapanded  iu  the  exer- 
cise of  hia  office  ot  Besident  Magistrate ; 
and  at  what  date  was  hia  ealary 
atopped  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOTTB :  Mr,  Segrave 
waa  auspended  on  the  20th  inatant. 

Mb.  MACXEILL:  On  what  date  waa 
his  salary  stopped  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  On  the  same 
date,  of  course. 

Ma.  H.  FUWLEB(  Wolverhampton): 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  House  will 
be  required  to  pay  for  the  shorthand 
notes  taken  at  the  Special  Commission, 
will  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  have 
a  copy  of  the  notes  placed  in  the 
Libraiy  for  the  use  of  Members  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  will  com- 
municate with  the  Secretary  to  the 
Commission.  If  there  is  no  objection 
on  the  part  of  the  Commission,  an 
arrangement  such  ae  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  deairea  shall  be  made. 

lEBLAND-INQUIRT  INTO  TREATMENT 
OP  FBI80NERS  UNDER  THE  ORtHBS 

Ma.  SEXTON :  May  I  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  whether  it  la  con- 
venient for  him  to  say  now  what  pro- 
gress he  has  made  with  the  inqnin 
which  he  promised  on  the  Second  Keod- 
ing  of  the  Prisoners'  (Ireland)  Bill,  in 
reference  to  tJie  treatment  of  prisoners 
under  the  Coercion  Act  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  :  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  stating  that  I  have  had  a 
more  or  lees  informal  communication 
with  representatives  of  the  Irish,  Scotch, 
and  English  Prisons  Boarda  ;  and  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  the  beet  plan  will 
be  to  oak  them  to  serve  on  the  Com- 
mittee, and  to  add  two  other  persons 
who  will  have  the  confidence  of  the 
pnblic,  to  make  a  report  with  regard  to 
certain  views  I  expressed  on  Wednes- 
day week. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  WUl  the  right  hon. 
0«ntlemaa  be  able  to  oonununioate  to 
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the  Honee  the  tarmB  of  the  Inatruotion 
to  the  Committee  ? 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  think  bo  ;  I 
will  oon eider  that  poiot. 

Mb.  OLAKCT  :  Will  Mr.  Burte,  the 
Ohairman  of  the  Priaons  Board,  be  a 
Member  of  that  Oommitteo  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFODE:  He  TriU,  of 
course. 

Ma.  J.  O'CONNOR:  Will  evidence 
be  taken  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Oh,  that,  of 
oonree,  will  d^end  on  the  Committee. 

THE  EOTJCATION  OODB. 

Mb.  A.  AOLANl  yorkshiro,  W-H., 
Botherham) :  I  ehouL  ike  to  inquire 
from  the  Vice  Freaident  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Oounoil  whether  the  Qovem- 
mant  are  prepared  to  iasue  a  memorandum 
to  aooompany  the  new  Code,  with  the 
view  of  m^ing  clear  those  change! 
which  are  likelj  to  take  place,  and  in- 
dicating the  probable  instructions  to 
inspectors  which  will  result  ftom  the 
Code? 

8iB  W.  HART  DYKE :  I  shaU  be 
glad  to  do  anything  which  will  facilitate 
the  passing  of  the  Code.  The  bon. 
Member's  question  is  not  one  which  I 
can  be  expected  to  answer  off-hand. 
I  think,  however,  it  is  one  well  worthy 
of  consideration. 


MOTioys. 

BLKHBIIT.LBT     EDUOATIOIT    (oONTHnjATION 
BCHO0I.S)   Blli, 

Ud  Motion  of  Ur.  Sunuel  Smitli,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Elementary  Edncation  Acta,  and 
provida  CJoDtinuatloQ  t5chool«,  ordered  to 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Samuel  Smith,  Sir  Eenry 
Boacoe,  Sir  John  Luhbock,  Sir  Qeor^  Badan- 
Povflll,  Sir  John  Puleaton,  Mr.  John  Uorley, 
Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  Cyril  Flower,  Mr.  Fiihar,  Mr. 
PictoD.  Mr.  Jamsa  William  Lowthar,  and  Mr. 
Howell. 

Bill  proMoted,  and  real  firtt  time.  [Bill  171.] 

SOLICITOBB  (HAOISTBAOT)  3UjL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Maclure,  Bill  to  enahle 

Jractiaing  Solicitora   of    the    High   Court  of 
uBtice  to  act  aa  JnBtices  in  the  County  where 
they  practise,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Mnclure,  Sir  Albert  RoUit,  and  Mr.  Lawion. 
Bill  preaentod,  and  read  firat  time.  [Billl72.] 


RAILWAY   BHABBEOLDBBS  (: 
SEaaiOHB)    BELL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  MaclurQ,  Bill  to  relieve 
Shareholdera  in  Railway  and  other  Companiea 
from  th«  digqnalification  peoaltiaB  for  acting  aa 

je-.  8§xtM 


Jnaticea  at   Licanung  Baanona,  ordtrad  to  be 
brought   in    by   Mr.  Maolnre,   Ur.   Hermon- 
Hodoe,  Mi.  Fielden,  and  Mr.  Qrotrian. 
bIu  praaanted,  and  read  flnt  tima,  [Bill  ITB.] 

VAOBAKT  AOT  AMXITDIIXEIT  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Andeiaon,  BiU  to  ammd 
the  Aot  ot  the  fifth  year  of  Oeorge  the  Fourth, 
chapter  cdghty-threa,  ordered  hi  he  bronght 
'  1  bv  Mi.  AddiaoQ,  Mr.  Qully,  Sir  William 
lonldaworth,  and  Mr.  Hnbbaid. 
Billpreseated,  and  read  flnt  time.  [BilllTI-] 

ORSBRS    OF   THE   DAT. 


CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (Ho.  t)  BILL. 
THian  BXADnro. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

Mb.  FIOTON  (Leicester) :  Before  the 
Bill  is  read  a  third  time  I  should  like  to 
ask  a  question  which,  perhaps,  the 
Chancellor  ot  the  Exchequer  may  think 
illustrates  my  financial  simplicj^.  Still, 
every  Member  of  the  House  has  a  right 
to  understand  these  things,  if  possible, 
and,  therefore,  I  should  like  to  he  in- 
structed why  sums  applied  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  for  three  years  ore 
mixed  up  together  in  this  Bill  ?  There 
is  just  one  other  observation  I  should 
like  to  make.  I  think  the  style  ot  the 
preamble  of  Bills  like  this  is  extremdy 
old-fashioned  and  entirely  anaobronistio, 
and  I  wish  Qentlemen  in  framing 
such  Bills  in  the  future  will  conBtder 
whether  they  cannot  adapt  the  language 
of  the  preamble  to  the  actual  needs  of  the 
day  in  which  we  live.  Of  course  we 
know  it  is  merely  fiction  when  we  talk 
of  humbly  beseeching  Her  Majesty  to 
accept  this  willing  offering  from  Her 
Commons.  We  know  that  the  mosey  ia 
intended  to  go  towards  the  services  ot 
the  country,  and  that  this  language 
oomea  down  from  a  day  when  very 
different  ideas  were  entertained  as  to 
the  relations  between  the  Parliament  and 
the  Sovereign  from  those  entertained  at 
the  present  day.  I  know  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  will  regard  this  as  a 
very  trivial  matter — a  mere  matter  ot 
form ;  hut  the  more  the  democracy  of 
this  country  take  an  interest  in  the  work 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  the  more 
offensive  does  this  language  of  fulsoma 
servility  become  to  them.  People  do 
not  like  to  hear  the  Sovereign  talked 
about  as  though  the  Crown  were  elevated 
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into  BOme  Bapematnrol  rogioa.  The 
people  desire  to  approach  the  Grown 
with  due  respect,  but  not  with  the 
flattering  and  aerrile  language  of  former 
days.  Besidee,  the  ignorant  people — and 
of  course  there  are  ignorant  people 
everywhere— are  led  to  think  by  this 
form  of  language  that  the  money  is 
aotuaUy  given  to  the  Sovereign 
lor  her  own  purposes.  We  ought 
to  guard  against  misunderatanduig 
«ven  on  the  part  of  the  most 
liumble  of  our  oitizeos.  I,  therefore, 
hope  that  the  Government  will  consider 
whether  the  time  has  not  come  when 
tiie  language  of  the  preamble  of  these 
Bills  cannot  be  adapted  to  the  opinions 
and  social  life  of  the  present  day,  rather 
than  to  the  opinione  and  social  life  of  the 
twelfth  or  fourteenth  century. 

The  SEORETAItY  to  thb  TEEA- 
SURT  (Ur.  Jaosson)  :  I  will  endeavour 
to  explain  to  the  hon.  Member  why 
sums  relating  to  three  years  m>pear  in 
-this  Bill.  The  first  item  which  relates 
to  the  financial  year  ending  the  81st 
Ifaroh,  1888,  is  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  amount  expended  for  certain  Bervicea 
inrmg  that  year  exceeded  the  amount 
"whioh  had  been  voted  and  sanctioned 
by  Parliament  for  those  particular 
Services.  The  next  amount  relates  to 
the  Supplementary  Estimates  which 
were  necessary  to  provide  for  the 
Services  of  the  year  ending  the  Slst 
March,  18B9,  and  the  third  item  relates 
io  the  Supply  which  is  necessary  to  pro- 
Tide  for  the  financial  year,  ending  Slat 
March,  1890. 

QaestioQ  put,  and  agreed  to. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (NO.  3}  BILL. 
Bill  read  a  second  time. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SEHVICE  ESTIMATES. 
Motion    made,    and    Question   pro- 

Ksed,    "That    Mr.  Speaker  do    now 
IV e  the  Chair." 

8iK  a.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy): 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  move  as  an 
Amendment  the  Motion  which  stands  in 
my  name,  namely: — 

■"  That  the  growing  ijrtem  of  Tmala  ond 
S^dicatce  to  raise  hj  oombiaatioii  and  con- 
spiracy the  cost  of  aiticlea  of  common  consump* 
-tnon  requires  ths  immediate  and  seriaiu  atten- 
tion of  Her  Majett7'B  Government  and  of 
Farliamant." 


*Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order.  That 
has  no  reference  to  the   Civil  Service 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

CIVIL    SERVICE    AND    REVKNtJE 
DBPAKTUENTS   ESTIMATES. 
"  Supply— considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Club  I. 
Motion    made,     and    Question    pro- 
posed, 

"That  ■  mm,  not  exceeding  £S9,23S,  ba 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  compleM  the  Eom 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  ooms 
in  course  of  payment  diuiug  the  year  ending 
on  the  3 1st  day  of  March,  1 890,  for  the  Mainle- 
nanoe  and  B^iur  of  Boyal  Palaces." 

MB.LABOTJCHEEE(Northampton): 
I  beg  to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote 
by  thesum  of  £1,833.  I  have  frequently 
objected  to  this  Tote  and  I  will  explain 
why.  When  the  Civil  List  was  arranged, 
these  establishments  were  set  apart  for 
Her  Majesty's  use.  but  now  we  find  tiiat 
they  are  Inhabited  by  a  few  private  in- 
dividuals, who,  therefore,  derive  very 
considerable  benefit.  I  do  not  want  to 
make  this  a  personal  matter,  but  they 
are  given  away,  and  given  away  gene- 
rally to  peopleof  no  very  great  eminence. 
We  have  not  only  given  the  houses,  but 
we  are  called  upon  every  year  to  spend 
large  sums  upon  their  maintenance.  I 
contend  that  the  least  these  people 
should  be  required  to  do  is,  what  we 
have  to  do  when  we  take  a  house  on 
lease — nomdy,  to  keep  the  house  in  re- 
pair. I  will  give  two  instances.  I  see 
that  upon  the  Hampton  Court  Stnd 
House  £400  is  spent  on  maintenano* 
and  repairs,  and  £5  for  furniture; 
it  appears  we  have  also  to  provide  furni- 
ture. The  Committee  will  see  that  £416 
was  spent  last  year.  As  a  mere  matter 
of  speculation,  I  would  take  the  house 
gratis  and  willingly  keep  it  in  repair. 
It  is  a  honse  situated  near  London,  and 
anyone  would  be  willing  to  keep  it  in 
repair  for  the  pleasure  of  living  in  it. 
Then,  again,  in  respect  of  Kew  Palace 
and  buiMings,  £470  has  been  spent  on 
maintenance  and  repair,  £10  for  furni- 
ture and  for  fuel,  lighting,  Ac. ;  in  all 
£710.  Last  year  we  spent  upon  this 
eetablishment  £7S8.  The  peculiarity  of 
this  house  at  Kew  is,  that  no  one  lives 
in  it,  except  perhaps  a  servant  and  a  oat 
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ta  two.  I  really  think  this  expenditnie 
ongbt  to  stop.  W9  oneht  to  pall  down 
the  house  if  we  oan  do  notbin^  with 
it,  and  thus  save  this  ezpeaditaie. 
l^ere  are  inaddition,  Hawthorn  Cottaee, 
Boehey  House,  and  all  the  othera.  We 
ought  either  to  sell  them  or  pull  theni 
down,  or  let  them ;  or  if  we  do  neither 
of  these  thiugie,  at  leaet,  when  these 
houses  are  given  away,  we  ought  not  to 
be  oalled  upon  to  pay  for  their  repair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £27,405,  be 
nantad  for  the  said  Service, — {Mir. 
Ztboufhre.') 

•Tbb  FIEST  commissioner  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  PLnsKET,  Dublin  Uni- 
Tend^):  ^e  hon.  Oentleman  has  re- 
ferred in  particular  to  two  houses — 
name^,  the  Hampton  Court  Stud  House 
and  Kew  Falaoe,  and  therefore  I  need 
not  go  into  the  partioulars  concerning 
the  other  houses. 

Mb.  LABOnOHERE:  I  only  gave 
them  as  examples. 

*Mb.  FLUNKET:  I  understood  he 
only  mentioned  them  as  illnatrations. 
His  sngKestion  was  that  these  houses 
ought  to  De  pulled  down  or  sold,  or  else 
the  people  innabiting  them  should  be  re- 
quired to  pay  for  their  maintenance  and 
repair.  In  the  first  place,  I  wish  to  ex- 
plain to  the  Committee  what  it  is  exactly 
we  do.  Wb  have  nothing  to  do  with  the 
famishing  of  these  houses,  or  with  any 
expense  except  the  bare  maintenance  of 
the  structures;  we  have  to  see  that  the 
structures  are  in  proper  repair.  I  think 
I  can  satisfy  the  Committee  in  a  very 
short  time  that  this  is  really  a  matter 
in  which  we  have  no  option  whatever. 
These  houses  are  what  may  be  oalled  the 
Royal  houses  of  the  Sovereign.  Her 
Majesty  has  the  right  either  to  occupy 
them  herself  at  any  time  or  to  give 
leave  to  certain  persons  to  inhabit  them, 
and  that  has  always  been  in  the 
power  of  tbe  Sovere^.  Up  to  the 
acoeasion  of  William  IV.,  in  1830,  these 
expenses  were  defrayed  out  of  the  Civil 
List,  which  was  voted  to  the  Sovereign 
for  this  and  other  purposes.  The  Com- 
mittee will  remember  that  prior  to  1830 
there  had  been  an  agitation  in  favour 
of  transferring  certain  charges  payable 
on  the  Civil  List  to  the  Estimates.  That 
agitation  was  led  by  Bir.  Brougham 
and  ma  continaed  for  some  time.  On  the 
aooessioQ  of  William  IV.  an  opportu- 
•jjf  la-ituehtre 


nity  arose  for  a  revision  of  the  Civil 
List.  A  very  strong  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed by  the  House.  It  went  very 
fully  into  the  charges  on  the  Civil 
List  during  the  proceeding  reign, 
and  made  various  reoommendationfl. 
Amongst  those  recommendations  waa 
one  to  the  effect  that  such  ohorges  aa 
those  now  under  consideration,  which 
had  theretofore  been  part  of  the  expenses 
of  the  Board  or  Office  of  Works,  and  a» 
such  defrayed  out  of  the  Oivil  List, 
should  be  transferred  to  the  Estimates. 
That  suggestion  was  adopted  by  the 
Parliament  of  that  time.  (^  the  other 
hand,  following  up  the  recommenda- 
tions of  that  Committee,  the  Civil  List 
considerably  reduced — reduced  by 
almost  one-half.  The  arrangement  waa 
reconsidered  on  the  accession  of  Her 
present  Qraoions  Majesty.  The  Com- 
mittee appointed  on  that  oooasion  was 
again  a  very  strong  one,  oonsisting, 
as  it  did  BHkongst  others,  of  Lord. 
John  Russell,  Sir  Robert  Peel, 
Mr.  Hume,  and  Mr.  Grote.  They 
took  into  their  consideration  the  ar- 
rangement which  had  been  made  in. 
1S30,  and  they  reported  that  the  arrange- 
ment then  made  had  been  entirely  satis- 
factory, had  led  to  economy,  and 
should  be  renewed.  The  arrangement 
waa  renewed,  and,  therefore — so  far  as 
my  office  is  concerned — oil  these  Royal 
Houses  are  included  amongst  tbe  other 
public  buUdings  and  palaces,  the  ex- 
penses of  maintaining  and  repairing 
which  are  to  be  provided  for  in  the 
Estimates.  In  foot,  Parliament — actine 
on  tbe  Report  of  a  Committee  of 
this  House — thought  fit  to  reduce  very 
largely  the  Oivil  List  out  of  which  th» 
repairs  of  thsse  Royal  Palaces  had  been 
defrayed — in  consideration  of  which 
Parliament  undertook  that  these  ex- 
penses should  in  future  be  thrown  on 
the  Votes. 

Mb.  H.  OARDNEB  (Saffron  Wal- 
den,  Essex) :  I  understood  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  to  say,  in  regard  to  th» 
palaces  not  in  the  occupation  of  th» 
Sovereign,  no  money  was  to  be  charged 
for  furniture.  I  find  in  the  Estimatea 
for  Kensington  Palace  a  charge  of  that 
kind  of  £100,  in  those  for  Hampton 
Court  Palace  a  charge  for  £300,  and 
for  Kew  Palace  £110,  making  a  total 
of  over  £500.  Therefore,  I  should  likfr 
to  have  an  explanation  of  the  statemeafc 
of  tbe  right  hon.  Qentleman. 
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•Mh.  PIOTON  :  It  aeema  to  me 
tlutt  in  juBtifring  any  aKtravaganoa 
whioh  is  pointed  out,  those  who 
defend  it  on  the  part  of  the  Ot>rem- 
msnt  are  like  the  dootors,  who, 
when  the;  can  show  how  &  dieeaie 
orioiinBted,  are  as  proud  as  though  they 
had  oured  it.  In  the  history  of  this 
country,  and  in  the  gradual  modification 
of  its  OosBtitution,  many  abueea  hare 
grown  up,  Bome  of  which,  though  trivial 
in  themselves,  are  very  irritatiug  to  the 
popular  mind.  I  am  exoeedingly  sorry 
that  the  Treaeury  Sench  is  not  alive  to 
the  importance  of  securing  on  a  firm 
foundation  a  rational  attachment  to  the 
Throne.  It  muBt  be  well  known  to  hon. 
Uemben  who  have  oome  into  general 
contact  with  their  own  constituents — 
not  of  one  party  alone,  but  of  all — 
that  those  who  ore  newest  to  political 
life  are  most  seaiitiTe  in  regard 
toohargea  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Boyal  eetabliflhments.  I  can  give  an 
Uloetration  of  this  from  my  own  ex- 
perience. Having  oooaBion  to  address 
my  own  constituents  on  the  work  of  the 
House  daring  the  past  year,  I  had  to 
refer  to  the  various  ways  in  which  the 
aatiooal  money  is  spent,  andlremember 
Hut  a  very  innocent  illustration  I 
used  led  to  a  perfect  storm  of  disappro- 
bation with  regard  to  the  money  voted 
for  the  Boyal  establishments.  In  coming 
away  from  the  meeting  I  was  overtaken 
by  one  of  the  audience — a  plain  working 
man — to  whom  I  said,  in  reply  to  the 
obJMtions  he  had  urged,  "Really,  I 
am  shocked  1  I  did  not  know  that  you 
were  such  Sepublicans  down  here." 
''Ah,"  said  he,  "but  we  are."  "But," 
I  r^oined,  "surely  you  do  not  object 
to  pay  the  hereditary  President  of 
your  Commonwealth F "  "Well,"  ro- 
pliedtheman,  "  we  are  content  to  leave 
that  to  you."  But  he  would  not 
hear  of  aUy  other  Boyal  endow- 
ment. Ihat  is  an  illustration  of 
what  is  thought  of  the  little  extrava- 

Sanoea  which  we  regard  as  bo  trivial, 
at  whioh  seem  eo  greatly  to  irritate  the 
minda  of  the  people  on  whom  the  future 
of  tiie  oountij  will  depend  ;  and  I  aay 
that,  nnlees  means  are  taken  to  obviate 
these  objectioDS,  within  an  easilymeasor- 
ftble  distance  of  time,  some  future  Go- 
Twnment  will  find  itself  in  difficulties 
it  will  be  almost  impoaaible  to  surmount 
vithoot  a  Terr  grave  change.  With 
r^;«rd  to  the  B^ral  Palaoaa  1  will  only 


take  thoae  in  the  occupation  of 
Her  Majesty  and  Marlborough  Home, 
for  which  we  are  called  on  to 
expend  £36,178,  and  tbie  I  will 
compare  with  the  sum  charged  for 
the  Science  and  Art  Department 
buildings  and  British  Muaaum  build- 
ings— namely,  £21,027.  Now,  it  will  be 
made  a  matter  of  complaint  .  in  the 
country  that  while  we  only  spend 
£21,027  for  Science  and  Art  builaings> 
we  are  called  on  to  expend  £3S,I7K  on 
our  Boyal  Palaces,  many  of  whioh  are 
absolutely  useless  toBoyaltj.  The  people 
will  think  that  tfaeir  representativea  do- 
not  pay  sufficient  attention  to  their 
interests.  If  their  auger  were  directed 
ouly  against  their  representatives  it 
would  be  of  little  consequence  ;  but  It 
may  be  directed  elsewhere  against  th» 
Oonetitution  of  the  country.  They  fret 
and  fume  against  the  traditions  under 
whioh  we  have  lived,  and  unless  some 
change  is  made  adangerous  temper  may 
spring  up.  Therefore,  I  most  aeartil^ 
support  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Fnend. 

Mh.  HANBUET-TEAOT  (Mont- 
immery) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Oommissionw  of 
Works,  by  whom  we  are  met  with  the 
Btatemsut  that  we  have  not  the  power 
of  altering  certain  things  in  relation  to 
thia  Tote,  whether  he  will  tell  us  what 
it  is  we  have  the  power  to  alter  ? 

*Mb.  BRADLAUQH  (Northampton) : 
At  the  oommenoemeut  of  nearly  every 
Session  we  hear  a  statement  as  to  the 
bargain  that  has  been  made  at  the 
beginning  of  eaoh  reign,  whioh  shocks 
my  sentiments  of  historin  accuracy. 
To-day  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
been  mors  specific,  but  I  think  therft 
has  been  some  variation  from,  or  mia- 
conoeption  with  reference  to,  the  facts 
in  connection  with  this  matter.  I 
understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  that  at  the  commencement 
of  the  reign  of  William  the  Fourth 
a  large  reduction  was  made  in  the  Oivil 
List,  and  that  that  reduction  woe  still 
further  continued  at  the  oommenoemeut 
of  the  present  reign.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  means  that  sums  which  used 
to  be  contained  in  the  Oivil  List  were 
taken  out  of  it,  and  that  a  nominal  re- 
duction was  made  by  so  doing,  Z  am 
ready  to  agree  with  him  ;  but  if  he  maana 
that  any  real  saving  has  thereby  been 
effected  to  the  ooontry  I  take  leave  ta 
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«ngKeBt  that  lie  has  entirely  miaappre- 
henaed  the  facts ;  beoanse  at  the  present 
moment  the  total  of  the  amounts  voted 
on  BCDonnt  of  the  Boyal  Family,  or 
chafed  on  the  OonBolidated  Fund, 
is  larger  than  the  whole  Oivil  List 
of  William  lY.  at  the  oommenoement 
of  his  reign,  although  that  included 
a  large  number  of  items  which  either  fall 
now  on  the  Oonaolidated  Fund  or  are 
voted  in  the  Estimates.  I  do  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  doesjustioe  to 
himself  or  the  Oommittee  when  he  uses 
the  word  "reduced"  instead  of  "in- 
creased." The  truth  is  that  the  ooat  of 
Boyaltf  has  been  oontinuallj  increasing 
in  this  country.  The  objection  has 
always  been  that  it  is  not  (air  to  the 
country  that  Estimates  should  be  so 
brought  forward,  especially  at  a  time 
vben,  owing  largely  to  the  efforts  of  the 
ooble  Xiord  the  Member  for  Paddington 
(Lord  B.Ghurchill),  so  great  an  improve- 
Tnent  is  being  made  in  those  for  the 
Anny  and  Nary,  as  to  leave  the  public 
in  the  dark  with  regard  te  those  that  are 

£  resented  in  respect  to  the  Civil  Service. 
!oreover,  it  is  a  matter  of  complaint 
when  yon  lead  thetn  to  believe  that  these 
Estimates  are  less  than  they  were  before, 
whereas  a  larger  sum  is  now  paid  than 
ivas  ever  known  sinoe  1688,  with  a 
«light  exception  during  the  extravagant 
reign  of  George  III.  I  am  prepared 
by  figures  to  prove  that  you  are  wrong 
in  saving  that  the  cost  of  Boyalty 
is  reduced.  The  only  reason  for  my 
not  now  going  fully  into  the  matter  is 
that  I  remember  on  a  previous  oooaeion 
I  was  preveoted  from  discussing  the 
sabject  of  the  gross  cost  of  the  Boyal 
Family  on  this  Vote.  I  should  not 
have  alluded  to  it  now,  only  that  the 
word  "reduced"  came  upon  me  as  a 
-shook  to  my  reason,  and  I  felt  bound 
to  proteet  against  it.  It  is  not,  in 
of  figures,  true  that  there  has 
any  rednction  at  all,  except  a  very 
nominal  reduction,  by  taking  items  out 
-of  the  Civil  List  or  putting  them  oi 
10  the  Votes  or  the  Consolidated  Fund  . 
bat  the  actual  cost  is  heavier  now  than 
it  ever  was  before,  possibly  for  reasons 
quite  independent  of  this  Vote  now 
under  diecuBsioD.  The  cost  of  Boyalty 
is  larger  now  than  when  these  sums 
'Were  included  in  the  Civil  List. 

*Mb.  PLUNKET  :     I  do    not   follow 

-the hon.  Uemberintoadisoussionwhioh, 

as  the  hoD.  Member  himself  has  sug- 
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gested,  is,  perhaps,  hardly  germane  to  the 
Vote  now  before  the  Committee.  With 
regard  to  these  Palaees,  there  has  been  a 
considerable  reduction  in  the  expendi- 
ture upon  them.  So  far  as  the  hon. 
Member  refers  to  the  removal  of 
certain  other  items,  not  included  in 
this  Vote,  from  the  Civil  List,  I  am 
not  prepared  with  the  materials  to  go 
into  that  part  of  the  subject ;  but,  so  &t 
as  this  Vote  is  concerned,  I  oan  oonfi- 
dently  say  that  several  thousands  of 
pounds  have  been  saved  by  this  opera- 
tion. I  think  that  is  an  answer  also  to 
my  hon.  Friend  opposite,  who  asked 
whether  Parliament  has  any  control 
over  these  matters.  Parliament  clearly 
has  control  over  those  matters,  so  far  as 
the  econonucal  administration  of  the 
work  agreed  to  be  done' is  concerned. 
An  hon.  Member  asked  what  was  the 
meaning  of  the  charge  for  furniture  at 
Hampton  Court,  Eenaington,  and  St. 
James's.  There  is  no  expense  for  fur- 
nishing the  rooms  in  those  Palaces  for 
"grace  and  favour"  occupants.  The 
cost  for  furniture  is  mainly  in  oooneo* 
tion  with  pictures  and  tapestry  at 
Hampton ;  in  the  case  of  St  James's, 
for  the  State  Booms,  which  are  used  for 
public  functions;  and  in  the  instanoe  of 
Kensington  Palace,  the  cost  is  incurred 
for  the  rooms  of  an  official  employed 
to  look  after  the  entire  building. 
♦Sib  J.  SWINBURNE  C8taffordshire, 
Lichfield) :  I  should  like  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  consider  what  is  the  evi- 
dence with  regard  to  Kew  Palaoe. 
Looking  at  it  from  a  practical  point 
of  view,  we  spend  £700  a-year  on  the 
Palace,  which  is  empty,  and  has  never 
been  occupied  for  upwards  of  60  years, 
and  which  the  Government  have  no 
power  to  let  or  to  sell,  or  make 
any  use  of,  being  prevented  by  a  bar- 
gain which  they  made  fifty  or  sixty 
years  ago.  I  tlunk  no  good  will  oome 
of  this  Palace,  which  costa  us  £700 
a-year,  until  Parliament  refuses  to  vote 
the  money,  and  the  sooner  we  come  to 
that  point  the  better.  It  is  perfectly 
monstrous  to  go  on  spending  £700 
a-year  upon  a  building  which  the  Go- 
vemmeot  are  unable  to  sell,  but  most 
keep  in  repair.  If  we  turn  to  the  total 
amount  spent  on  Palaces  not  in  the  oo- 
cupation  ot  Her  Majesty,  we  find  that 
it  IS  £18,000  a-year.  I  do  hope  that— 
either  by  the  Government  bringing  in  a 
Bill,  or  by  some  other  means— an  effort 
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will  be  made  to  render  useful  tliat«hi«h 
is  now  uselMS. 

Mb.  JAUES  ROWLANDS  (Eut 
Finsburj] :  Mr.  Courtney,  I  aupport  the 
Amendment  of  my  hoD.  Friend,  not  be- 
«auM  I  think  of  the  mere  temporKiy 
reduction  which  is  moved,  but  beoauea  I 
think  the  time  has  oome  when  an  entirely 
new  departure  should  be  made  with  re- 
gard to  these  buildings.     If  thsy  oan  be 


a  very  large  number  of  instances  tfaes* 
rooms  are  given  to  persons  who  hare 
no  claim  upon  the  country  whaterer, 
and,  in  fact,  in  some  oases  to  less  than 
a  claim  upon  the  country,  because  of 
the  earlier  parts  of  their  own  career,  or 
by  their  relatives  having  received  public 
money  and  done  very  little  for  it.  Now, 
if  Her  Majesty  graciously  gives  these 
lodgings  to  persons,  1  must  say  that  I 


devoted  to  the  good  of  the  whole   com-  .  do  not  see  why  the  nation  should  give 

mnnity,  then  I  am  prepared  to  support "-- **•—  *'•"  •""-"  »—"""     " 

any  proposition  for  their  being  utilized 
in  this  manner ;  but  if  thsy  cannot  be  so 
utilised,  but  must  be  used  as  wards  for 
a  speoiea  of  indoor  relief  for  certain  per- 
sons of  the  upper  grades  of  society,  then 
I  think  we  ought  to  refuse  to  vote  the 
money  for  the  maintenance  of  the  struc- 
tures, for,  under  auoh  circumstances,  the 
•ooner  they  fall  to  pieces  the  better  for 
the  community.  X  have  been  looking  at 
some  of  the  figures,  and  it  is  surprising 

what  an  amount  it  takes  every  ynar  to 
keep  these  buildings  in  repair.  I  do  not 
know  exactly  what  they  are  built  of;  bat 
it  seems  a  wonderful  thing  that  in  some 
instances  ws  should  have  had  to  vote 
£400  and  £500  a  year  for  structural 
ttlterationi,  for  we  have  it  from  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  that  none 
of  the  money  is  applied  to  making  the 
oooupants  of  the  buildings  eomfortable 
by  purohasing  furniture,  and  so  forth. 
Uy  only  object  in  rising  is  to  urge  upon 
the  Oovernmeot  the  necessity  of  bring- 
ing what  might  have  been  suited  to 
the  requirements  of  60  years  ago  into 
accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the  people 
at  the  present  time,  end  the  sooner 
the  Qovernment  entirely  remedy  this 
system  of  having  Falaoes  not  occupied 
by  Boyalty,  but  by  persons  nominated 
by  Boyalty,  the  bettor  it  will  be  tor  the 
country. 

•SibGEORGE  TREVELTAN  (Bridge- 
ton,  Glasgow) :  I  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  has  just  spoken  has  put  the 
caseadmirably.  Thegreatpalacesoccu- 
piod  by  Her  Majesty  undoubtedly  ought 
to  be  kept  up,  and  kept  up  well,  by  the 
nadon.  But  it  is  another  matter  alto- 
gether when  we  come  to  those  houses 
which  are  given  for  occupation  by 
favour.  In  Hampton  Ooutt  a  con- 
siderable number  of  the  dwellings  go 
to  men,  and  the  relations  of  men,  who 
Iiave  served  the  couutry  both  in  their 
militan  capacity  and  as  civilians.  To 
those  I  have  no  ol^eotion  at  all,  but  in 


anything  more  than  the  bare  house.  If 
we  look  at  the  Tote,  we  find  that  the 
reduction  of  £t,853  is  contained  veiy 
well  within  the  class  of  expenses  which 
fall  upon  all  who  live  in  their  own 
houses,  and  which  ought  to  fall  upon 
those  fortunato  people  who  live  in  bouses 
rent  free,  and  not  up  in  the  country.  1 
hope  the  Government  will  be  encouraged 
to  make  an  examination  of  this  subject, 
and  recommend  that  these  houses  should 
be  given  only  to  persoiiB  who  deserve 
well  of  the  country,  and  I  muat  say  that 
when  they  have  those  public  lodging 
houses  they  should  then  be  in  the  same 
position  as  people  who  have  houses  in  the 
oountry,  and  should  themselves  maintain 
the  buildings.  In  voting  for  the  reduc- 
tion, I  do  not  wish  it  to  be  understood 
that  we  ought  to  keep  up  the  Palaces 
which  Her  Majesty  occupies  during  her 
lifetime,  and  long  may  that  last. 
•Mb.  MDNEO  FERGUSON  (Leith) : 
It  is  difficult  to  recognize  Buckinghun 
Palace  under  the  name  of  the  great 
Reception  Houee  of  the  Nation,  and  it 
might  very  properly  be  called  the  de- 
serted Palace  and  Gardens.  I  would 
venture  to  point  out  that  the  cost  of 
maintenance  of  the  Palaces  not  occupied 
by  Her  Majesty  is  larger  than  the  cost 
incurred  for  the  Palaces  which  Her 
Majestyoccupies.  Therooms  whicbare 
occupied  at  Hamptoc  by  the  favour 
of  the  Sovereign  are  not  altogether  ad- 
vantageous, because  last  year  the  whole 
Palace  was  nearly  lost  by  a  fire  having 
arieen  in  one  of  the  rooms  so  lent. 
Ha.  LABOnOHERE :  I  almost  wish, 
a  matter  of  fact,  that  we  had  never 
had  any  ancestors  at  all,  for  a  more 
itupid  set  of  people  never  existed.  If 
there  is  ever  any  permanent  folly  it  Ja 
our  ancestors  who  have  pledged  us  to  it. 
But  I  am  not  going  to  accept  pott 
obtU  drawn  upon  me  by  my  ancestors. 
When  a  Vote  is  on  the  Estimates,  we 
claim  the  right  to  discuss  it,  or  why  is 
it  submitted  to  this  House  ?    We  are 


joXiOOgle 


867 


Suppl]/ — 


{COMMONS} 


Civil  Servtees. 


ftsked  to  rote  the  money,  Knd  that  im- 
plies neoessarily  that  we  may  dscline  to 
vote  it.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman  has 
not  told  me  who  lives  in  Kev  Palace. 
I  believe,  ae  far  aa  ever  I  have  bean  able 
togatber,  nobodjdoeBlivethere.  Itooata 
us  £700  a  year.  Her  Majesty  has 
been  uu  the  Throne  52  years,  so  that 
the  Palace  has  cost  us  durins  her  reign 
£36,400.  I  have  mentioned  Hampton 
Oourt  Stud  House.  That  has  been 
given  to  a  gentleman  who  is  highly 
respectable,  but  in  no  way  eminent 
for  his  services  to  the  country. 
Take  the  fifty-two  years  that  that 
gentleman  and  his  predecessors  have 
oooupied  it,  and  it  will  be  found  that  the 
House  has  ooat  us  £28,000.  Is  it  not 
time  that  a  stop  should  bo  put  to  this 
sort  of  thing  F  Putting  aside  the  ques- 
tion of  the  original  bargain,  I  say  ^ere 
is  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  if  this 
House  were  to  refuse  to  grant  money  in 
future  for  the  repair  of  this  building, 
Her  Majesty  would  assent  to  the  fair 
and  reasonable  condition  that  the  tenant 
should  maintain  the  repairs  in  ths  future. 
I  am  not  asking  that  the  house  should 
be  pulled  down ;  what  I  submit  is  that 
it  should  not  cost  us  anything  for  repairs. 
Before  we  part  with  this  ^te,  I  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  question 
about  Hampton  Court.  I  sometimes  go 
there,  when  I  am  inclined,  to  look  at  Sir 
Peter  Lely's  pictures  of  Charles  the 
Second's  ladies.  I  find  there  is  generally 
a  crowd  there  trying  to  see  tbem.  Now, 
there  are  some  railings  stretched  across 
the  room  where  the  pictures  are,  so  that 
^ou  cannot  get  to  see  them  properly.  Z 
inquired  why  the  railinge  were  there, 
and  was  told  it  was  because  of  a  bed, 
which  is  the  bed  of  the  legitimate  spouse 
of  George  the  Third,  Perhaps  I  ought 
to  admire  this  bed  more  than  I  do  the 
ladies;  but  there  is  nothing  artistio  in 
the  bed,  and  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  order  the  apparatus  to 
be  taken  away  and  thus  give  the  public 
an  opportunity  of  seeing  the  pictures  of 
Sir  Peter  Lely. 
*Mb.  BBADLAUGH  :  The  Seorotaiy  to 
the  Treasury  promised  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  consider  whether  it  was 
possible  to  issue  with  the  estimate  an 
additional  memorandum  showing  the 
total  items,  including  the  Civil  List  and 
the  charges  on  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
in  connection  with  the  Boyal  Family. 
Have  the  Government  considered  that 
Mr.  LtAotuhtrt 


point;  and  why  is  there  no  such  memo- 
randum ? 

*Mk.  PLUNEET  :  As  to  the  existence 
of  any  such  undertaking,  I  cannot  an- 
swer in  the  absence  of  my  hon,  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  I  have 
no  knowledge  of  it ;  but  I  will  consult 
with  him  and  communicate  the  result  to 
the  hon.  Member  opposite.  As  regards 
the  railings  round  Sir  Peter  Lely's  pic- 
tures, I  will  imitate  the  example  of  the 
hot).  Member  and  study  the  geography 
of  the  room,  and  if  I  find  thoy  are  a 
source  of  inconvenience  to  myseU,  I  will 
see  whether  anything  oan  be  done  to 
remedy  it. 

''Mb.  NOBSIS  (Tower  Hamlets. 
Limehouse):  The  question  before  the 
Oommittee  has  been  so  amply  discussed 
by  many  hon.  Members  opposite,  it  may 
perhaps  be  of  some  advantage  to  know 
the  view  which  is  taken  by  myself  and 
those  flittiog  sear  me ;  and,  altiiough  on 
some  grounds  I  might  have  supported 
the  Amendment,  yet,  on  those  advanced 
by  the  hon.  Member,  I  am  unable  to  do 
BO.  With  regard  to  the  Hoyal  Palaces 
which  are  neoeeeary  for  the  use  of  Her 
Majesty,  and  the  Boyal  Family,  I  think 
it  is  incumbeot  on  the  nation  to  contri- 
bute moat  liberally  to  their  maintenance. 
But  in  regard  to  Kew  Palace  I  think 
there  is  some  cause  for  complaint.  I  be- 
lieve this  Palace  is  of  no  earthly  use  to 
anybody,  and  it  does  appear  to  me  that 
if  we  vote  £700  per  annum  towards  that 
edifice  it  should  be  devoted  to  the  use  of 
the  public  in  some  form  or  other.  -  I 
heartily  concur,  therefore,  in  the  sugges- 
tion that  the  time  has  oome  when  thero 
should  be  some  inquiry  into  this  matter; 
and,  although  I  shall  not  vote  for  the 
Amendment  for  the  reason  that  I  do 
not  concur  in  the  form  in  which  it  has 
been  brought  forward,  I  wish  it  to  be 
understood  that  had  the  hon.  Member 
made  it  refer  directly  to  the  Yote  for 
Kew  Palace  I  should  have  gone  into  the 
Lobby  with  him. 

Mb.  HANDEL  OOSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.):  Ever  since  I  have  beenin  Parliament, 
when  these  matters  have  been  discussed, 
the  historical  argument  has  always  been 
advanced,  whenever  it  is  proposed  to 
make  additional  grants  to  Members  of 
the  Boyal  Family,  although  we  never 
hear  of  it  when  there  is  anythins  to  be 
done  in  the  way  of  reduction.  If  hon. 
Members  of  this  House  wish,  as  I  do, 
to  see  loyalty  more  rife  in  this  country, 
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they  must  aroid  euoh  irritating  oironm- 
etanoes  aa  the  having  a  namber  of 
palaces  uouaed,  kept  tip  at  the  expeose 
of  ths  nation.  We  have  a  large  amount 
of  povettj  in  this  country,  and  we  aia 
not  justified  io  spending  the  people's 
money  in  the  maintenaooa  of  palaces, 
nnleas  they  may  be  need  for  the  public 
benefit.  On  the  Oontinont  the  palaoes 
are  open  to  the  public,  and  I  claim  that 
English  palaces  should  be  open  to  our 
public. 

8»  QEOHGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy): I  vish  to  say  a  word  on  the 
subject  of  Keir  Palace,  which  I  believe 
is  one  of  the  most  gloomy  and  most  use- 
less palaoes  ever  heard  of.  Kew  Gar- 
dens, on  the  other  hand,  are  a  very 
popular  resort,  but,  unfortunately,  the 
people  who  go  there  are  allowed  to 
nave  no  refreahments  in  the  Qar- 
dena,  nor  are  the;  allowed  to  scatter 
aaudwioh  papers  about.  I  suggest 
that  the  Palace  might  be  converted 
into  a  refreshment  and  lounging  palace 
for  the  British  public,  and  I  think 
you  would  thereby  be  making  most 
«xcellent  use  of  the  building. 

Mb.  OONTBEARE  (Oomwall.  Cam- 
borne) :  We  have  been  assured  by  the 
right  bon.  (Gentleman  that  the  nation  is 
only  bound  to  maintain  the  fabric  of  the 
Boyal  palaces,  and  that  we  have  nothing 
to  do  with  the  internal  arrangements. 
If  that  ia  so,  I  wish  to  know  bow  comes 
it  that  we  find  in  this  Estimate  items 
relating  to  salaries,  wages,  and  allow- 
aooes  in  connection,  say,  with  Buokiug- 
ham  Palace,  Wiadsor  Castle,  and  Ken- 
sington Palace  ?  As  far  as  Kensington 
Palace  is  concerned,  I  do  not  beHeve 
that  I  have  ever  been  able  to  gain  ad- 
mission there,  because  the  whale  of  it  is 
practically  deroted  to  the  Boyal  and 
aristocratic  lodgers,  to  whom  it  is  given 
up.  I  think  we  have  a  right  to  demand 
to  know  exaetly  why  these  items  are 
charged  against  us.  For  instance,  there 
is  for  insurance,  tithe  charges,  firing, 
bousehold  expenses,  &c.,  a  charge  of 
£1,008  for  Windsor  Castle,  and  £1,238 
for  Hampton  Court  Palace,  and  there  is 
nothing  to  show  exactly  how  these  sums 
are  made  up.  I  think  that  the  ladies 
and  gentlemen  whom  the  Queen  allows 
to  occupy  the  public  palaoes  ought  to 
pay  for  their  own  fuel,  light,  water,  and 
household  articles ;  and  I  see  no  reason, 
too,  why  they  should  not  pay  for  insur- 
ance and  tithe  rent  charge.    Again,  1 


should  like  to  know  how  many  of  these 
palaoes  were  in  existence  at  the  time  the 
so-called  historical  bargain  was  entered 
into.  With  regard  to  tne  fire  at  Hamp- 
ton Court  Palace,  I  see  there  is  a  con- 
siderable charge  for  restoration  of  part 
of  the  building.  Now,  I  am  not  going 
to  object 

Ths  CHAIEMAN:  Order,  order! 
That  point  does  not  arise  out  of  this 
Estimate. 

MR.OONTBEABE:  I  may  have  been 
mistaken.  Sir,  but  I  was  under  the  im- 
pressian  it  did.  I  will  not,  of  oourse, 
after  your  ruling,  refer  to  it  further.  I 
only  wish  now  to  ask  the  right  bon. 
Qentleman  to  explain  the  matters  to 
which  I  have  drawn  attention.  lendone 
entirely  what  has  been  said  by  my  hon. 
Friend  as  to  the  injurious  effect  upon 
the  popularity  of  the  Itoyal  Family 
which  is  produced  in  the  public  mind 
by  the  taxpayers  being  oaUed  upon  con- 
stantly to  pay  large  sums  of  money  for 
their  benefit,  and  for  the  maintenance  of 
palaoes  which  are  not  occupied  by  the 
Koyal  Family.  Of  oourse,  I  cannot 
object  to  this  feeling,  because  I  think 
it  tends  to  the  gradual  introduction  into 
the  British  mind  of  the  appreciation  of 
the  superiority  of  Bepublioan  over 
Monorohioal  institutions,  but  I  would 
suggest  that  those  who  support  the 
present  rigimt  should  do  all  that 
is  in  their  power  to  secure  the  re- 
moval of  these  items  from  th« 
Estimates,  and  the  abolition  conse- 
quently of  these  causes  of  complaint. 

Mr.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.) :  I  intend. 
Sir,  to  support  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  mainly  on  the 
ground  that  there  is  no  explanation 
of  several  of  the  large  items  which 
appear  in  the  Estimates.  I  wish 
to  know,  too,  under  what  ciroumstanoea 
the  repairs  are  carried  out  at  these  Boyal 
palaces.  Is  the  work  handed  over  to 
private  firms,  or  ore  tenders  invited  and 
the  contracts  given  to  the  lowest 
tenderer  ?  I  fear  that  the  officials  take 
it  for  granted  that  a  certain  auiount  of 
money  ia  to  be  spent  every  year  upon 
these  palaces,  and  they  do  their  best  to 
get  rid  of  it  without  studying  the  in- 
terests of  the  taxpayer. 
•Mb.  PLUNKET  :  In  answer  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Qentleman  who 
spoke  last,  I  may  assure  him  that  ^e 
question  of  these  repairs  is  the  subject 
of    very    careful     consideration.      The 
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arrangement  is  to  place  them  in  the 
hands  of  onrtain  firms,  under  oontraota 
acoordin^;  to  specified  scales  of  chaises, 
for  ^neral  repairs,  as  it  would  be 
almost  impossible  to  invite  tenders  for 
the  man;  amall  jobs  which  require  to  be 
done,  but  when  there  were  new  works 
or  alterations  to  a  large  extent  to  be 
carried  out,  then  tenders  might  be 
inn  ted. 

Dk.  TANNEB  :  When  the  days  get 
longer  would  it  not  be  possible  to  extend 
the  hours  during  which  people  from 
London  can  see  the  pictures  at  Hampton 
Court  ?  And  could  not  permission  be 
given  to  such  visitors  to  take  bundles  of 
sandwichee  into  the  building  and  the 
grounds? 

Mb.  OBEMEB:  With  regard  to  the 
firms  of  contractors,  would  the  right 
hoQ.  Clendeman  state  the  names  of  those 
with  whom  contracts  were  last  made 
and  the  facts  as  to  the  extent  of  the 
oon  tracts  ? 
*Mb.  PLUNKET:  I  wiU  ascertain 
the  names  of  the  firms  referred  to  and 
let  the  hon.  Gentleman  know.  As  to 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Cork,  I  may  at  once  saj  that  we 
have  already  eatabliBhed  a  refteabment 
room  at  Sew  Oordens,  and  will  consider 
whether  the  system  can  be  extended  in 
the  case  of  Hampton  Court. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  106, 
Noes  208.— (Div.  List,  No.  42.) 

Du.  TANNEB :  Do  the  tenants  of 
the  refreshment  kiosks  pay  a  fair  rent  ? 
•Mr.  PLUNKET  replied  in  the 
affirmative. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  &  aum,  not  eicAedingr  £1,340,  be 
granted  to  Htr  Mjtjeatjr,  to  cdmplets  tha  inm 
neceeBarjr  to  dsfraytbe  Charge  nbicb  will  come 
in  comae  of  pay  ment  during  the  fear  ending  od 
the  3lBt  da;  "i  March,  1890,  for  the  HainteD- 
snce  aud  Repair  of  Uarlborougb  Boaee." 

*Mr.  PICTON  :  I  think  it  nweesary 
to  move  the  reduction  of  this 
Vote  by  £150;  sub-bead  "A,"  new 
works,  alterations,  and  sdditions.  The 
details  of  this  Yote  show  that  £100  is 
for  the  extension  of  partitions  in  the 
stables,  and  £50  for  works  and  altera- 
tions of  a  minor  character.  Now,  with- 
out going  into  the  question  whether  the 

'taiutenance  and  repair  of  this  Boyal 
Jfr.  Plunktt 


Palace  ought  tobepaid  by  the  itlustriou s 
occupier  thereof,  I  must  say  I  think  it 
will  be  contrary  to  the  will,  as  it  is 
certainly  inconsistent  with  the  welU 
^nown  disposition  of  the  Prince  of  WaleB, 
that  such  paltry  sums  as  these  should 
be  charged  on  the  Estimates.  When  we 
call  to  mind  what  a  large  proportion  of 
oar  incomes  many  of  ua  have  to  pay  for 
rent  and  repairs,  and  what  a  still  larger 
proportion  of  their  incomes  labouring 

feople  have  to  pay  for  rates  and  taxes, 
do  think  that  it  is  adding  insult  to  in- 
jury to  ask  the  over- burdened  taxpayers 
of  the  country  to  de&ay  paltry  expenses 
of  this  kind.  It  is  well  known  that  ample 
provision  is  made  from  various  sources 
to  provide  for  the  illustrious  occupant 
of  Marlborough  House,  and  it  cannot  be 
said  for  a  moment  that  it  is  necessary  to 
relieve  him  of  minor  expenses  of  this 
kind.  I  think  it  is  doing  him  wrong, 
and  doing  wrong  to  the  Boyal  Family 
of  this  oonntry,  and  treating  the  poor  of 
this  country  with  a  very  scant  amount  of 
consideration,  not  so  much  as  regard* 
their  pockets  as  their  feelings,  to  ^rust 
a  claim  of  this  kind  on  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people.  I  therefore  beg- 
to  move  that  the  Tote  be  reduced  by  th» 
sum  of  £150. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed 
"That  item  A,   £1S0,   for    new   works,  be- 

omitted    from     the     propoeed     Vote." — {Jfr. 

Piiton.) 

*Mb.  PLUNKET;  It  is  in  strict 
accordance  with  the  settled  practice  that- 
structural  alterations  of  this  kind  shall 
be  borne  upon  the  Estimates.  laAugust, 
1878,  Her  Majesty's  Government  de- 
cided that,  in  consideration  of  the  Isrge 
expenditure  already  incurred  by  His 
Boyal  Highness  in  improving  the  house 
— he  had,  I  believe,  spent  more  than 
£50,000  from  his  own  purse  for  new 
works  and  repairs,  besides  the  cost  of 
decorating — it  should  thenceforth  be 
placed  on  the  same  footing  aa  Clarence 
House,  and,  accordingly,  that  the  cost 
of  ordinary  maintenance  and  repairs, 
external  and  internal,  including  paint- 
ing,  papering,  andwhitewasbing,  should 
be  annually  provided  for  in  tbe  Estimates. 
Mb.  MOLLOT  (King's  Co.,  Birr) : 
Some  two  or  three  years  ago  there  waa 
a  discussion  in  Committee  on  this  item, 
in  tbe  course  of  which  it  was  understood 
that  an  arrangement  was  come  to  that 
such  items  should    not  again   appear 
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Upon  the  EstimateB.  Xt  seems  that  the 
item  of  £I00,  to  which  attention  has 
been  called,  Ib  for  enlarging  the  stalla 
liar  the  big  horses  of  H.R.H.  the  Prince 
of  Wales.  The  charge  seems  to  me  a 
mean  one  ;  and  I  am  sunirised  that,  in 
the  interest  of  H.B.H.  himself,  it  has 
not  been  kept  off  the  Estimates.  I  must 
aay  that,  i^  I  had  the  control  of  the 
Estimates,  I  should  certainly  eudeavour 
to  diagnise  auch  an  item  as  this ;  indeed, 
I  irould  nsTcr  put  n  in  if  I  had  no 
better  excuse  to  offerfor  itthan  that  it  vas 
to  enlarge  the  stalls  for  the  big  horses 
of  the  Prinoe  of  Wales.  I  shall  vote 
for  the  reduction  moved  by  my  hon. 
Kiend ;  and,  I  hope  it  will  be  clearly 
tmderstood  that  putting  suoh  items  as 
thia  ia  the  Estimates  is  doing  a  deal  of 
harm  to  H.B.H.  the  Prince  of  Wales 
ia  the  estimation  of  the  people  of  the 
oonntry.  Instead  of  doing  good,  these 
miserable  little  charges  are  building  up 
is  the  minds  of  the  people  a  store  of 
feeling  which  we  should  deplore  as 
raejadicial  to  the  popularity  of  the 
Frinoe  of  Wales  and  the  Koyal  Family. 
*Mb.  PLUNKET:  I  must  say  I 
hare  no  knowledge  of  any  arrangement 
such  as  that  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  hare  made  inquiries  of 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  and  ho 
also  is  unaware  of  any  aueh  under- 
standing; bat  I  will  make  further  in- 
quiries into  the  matter. 

The  Oommittee  divided. : — Ayes  99  ; 
Noes  221.— CDiv.  List,  No.  43.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Hb.  E.  BOBEBTSON  (Dundee) :  A 
remark  fell  from  the  Commissioner  of 
Works  just  now  that  needs  a  little  ex- 
planation. He  defended  the  Vote  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  within  the  terms 
of  A  certain  agreement  which  he  said 
was  made  some  years  ago  between 
H.B.H.  the  Prince  of  Wales  and 
another  party,  but  he  did  not  say  whom. 
•Mb.  PLUNKET:  The  Treasury. 

Me.  E.  EOSERTSON:  Well,  we 
have  heard  so  much  of  mythioal  agree* 
meats  as  foundation  for  Votes  of  this 
kind  that  I  confess  I  am  a  little — and  X 
think  justifiably — sceptical  about  suoh 
agreements.  I  sbould  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  tell  us  all 
about  it — the  date  when  it  was  made, 
the  particulars  of  the  agreement,  and 
what  was  the  consideration  on  the  other 
side  of  the  agreement,  which,  as  I  nnder- 


stand  it,  eommits  the  country  to  thi» 
unknown  expenditure.  For  my  put,  I 
am  unwilling  to  vote  another  fartfaing- 
until  we  get  the  whole  story.  I  will  go 
forther,  and  say  that  each  Vote  for 
Marlborough  House  is  one  of  a  series 
against  which  the  Souse  would  do  well 
to  put  its  foot  down.  Part  of  thesa 
amounts  granted  to  the  Boyal  Family  ia 
founded  on  Statute,  bat  part  also  ia 
founded  on  snch  mythical  agrcementa 
as  that  which  has  been  referred  to.  So 
far  as  the  expenditure  is  provided  for 
by  Statute — so  far  as  it  depends  on  the 
Civil  List  Act — I  am  aware  this  HonsS' 
is  powerless,  and  the  money  must  b& 
voted;  but  we  are  entitled  to  know 
all  about  the  distribntton  of  theae 
parts.  The  whole  administratioD 
of  the  Civil  List  Act  ia  shrouded 
in  mystery.  I  am  not  going  into  that 
for  the  moment;  but  until  our  legitimate 
demands  for  information  as  to  the  ex- 
penditure are  met,  I  am  not  willing  te 
sanction  a  farthing  of  these  Estimates. 
I  would  ask  the  First  Oommissioner  now 
to  tell  us  all  about  this  special  agreement 
which,  he  says,  justified  this  special 
Vote.  Further,  though  I  do  not  expect 
a  full  answer  now,  I  would  ask  him  to 


financial  position  of  the  House  in  regard 
to  His  Royal  Highness,  and  unless  he 
can  do  that  I  must  object  to  the  Vote. 

SiRQEOHGEOAMeBBLL:  lentirely 
agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  that  we  are 
entitled  to  information ;  but  at  the  same 
time  I  must  confess  it  would  be  a  most  in- 
vidious thing  for  the  House  of  Commona 
to  undertake  the  checking  of  the  accounts 
of  tradesmen  for  the  whitewashing  and 
other  incidental  items  for  the  repair  of 
Marlborough  House.  Vet  it  is  a  matter 
that  calls  for  some  explanation  that  an 
item  which  last  year  appeared  aa 
£390  should  this  year  have  risen  to 
£780.  The  present  arrangement  seems 
to  me  to  be  in  the  highest  degree  un- 
satisfactory. It  is  admitted  that  Hie 
Royal  Highness  undertakes  to  provide 
fittings  for  Marlborough  House ;  but  it 
ie  difficult  sometimes  to  draw  a  distinc- 
tion between  fittings,  alterations,  and 
repairs.  If  it  is  the  fact  that  we  are 
under  agreement  to  keep  up  the  fabric, 
would  it  not  be  much  better  to  make  a 
ba^ain  with  His  Royal  Highness,  and 
fix  upon  some  sum  that  will  represent 
the  average  cost  of  the  items  for  which 
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we  are  liable,  nay  £1,000  a  year,  or 
something  of  that  kind,  bo  tfaat  we  may 
not  every  year  have  to  scrutinize  the 
itemu  nnder  enb-head  B?  I  Qotioe 
another  snm  under  head  0,  whioh 
is  BuepioiouB  for  its  smallness  —  £10 
lor  a  water  rate.  Does  that  mean 
that  Marlborough  House  is  supplied 
with  water  for  £10  ?  It  la  a 
little  surprising  to  uB  who  hare  had 
'experience  of  water  rates. 

*AlE.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich] :  With  the  idea  of  supporting 
what  I  hold  to  be  the  proper  position  of 
the  Hoyal  Family,  t  join  in  objecting  to 
this  Vote.  I  am  of  opinion  that  it  is  a 
-detraction  from  the  dignity  of  the  Hoyal 
Family  that  they  should  come  to  the 
Houae  for  these  paltry  sums.  Look, 
for  inttanoe,  at  this  £10  for  water 
rate !  I  would  press  on  the  Govem- 
ment  the  desirability  of  reconsidering 
ihis  arrangement,  and  putting  these 
tnatterB  on  a  more  dignified  fqoting.  The 
Tight  hon.  Qentleman  is  alone  on  the 
Oovemment  Bench  just  now,  and  we 
«annot  aek  him  to  eater  on  such  a  nego- 
tiation aponhisovnreBponsibility;  buti 
have  no  doubt  we  shall  be  talking  upon 
this  same  subject  again,  and  meantime  he 
mieht  consult  with  his  colleagues.  I 
yield  to  no  man  in  loyalty;  but  it  is  be- 
cause I  dislike  this  petty  dealing  with 
.Auoh  items  that  I  support  the  olijeotion 
te  the  Vote. 

•Mk.  PLUNKET  :  I  have  only  to 
«ay,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  spoken,  that  the  form  ii; 
which  the  expenditure  upon  Marl' 
borough  Houae  is  presented  in  the  Ksti' 
matoB  is  the  form  in  whioh  the  House 
-of  Commons  has  seen  fit  to  have  it  pre- 
sented. I  do  not  think  it  woala  be 
possible  to  present  the  expenditure  «n 
hUe;  and  from  what  we  have  heard  it 
would  appear  that  that  would  be  likely 
to  meet  with  some  objection.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Dundee  bae  talked  about 
mystery  and  concealment ;  but  there 
really  is  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  will 
^y&  him  all  the  information  in  my 
power.  In  1878  an  arrangement  was 
made  between  the  Treasury  and  His 
Boyal  Highness,  and  this  has  been 
-oarried  out  nnoe.  That  arranffemsnt, 
as  I  hare  already  said,  was  that,  in 
iCOnBideration  of  the  sum  expended 
by  His  Boyal  Highness  in  improv- 
ing Marlborough  House,  thencefor- 
ward the  cost  of  repairs  and  main- 
Sir  Gforgi  Cawtpbtll 


tenance  should  be  borne  upon  the  Esti- 
matee,  putting  it  on  the  same  footing  aa 
Clarence  House.  The  expenditure  on 
fittings  and  furniture  is  borne  by  His 
Royid  HighnoBB.  That  is  the  whole  of 
the  story,  and  there  is  no  mystery  about 
it.  As  to  the  £10  for  water  rate,  that 
is  a  charge  payable  to  the  Chelsea  Water 
Company  for  the  privilege  of  a  high 
service  supply,  to  be  availed  of  in  case  of 
fire. 

Sm  G.  CAMPBELL  :  Who  pays  the 
ordinary  water  rate  ? 

Mb.  PLUNKET :  His  Boyal  High- 

Sm  O.  CAMPBELL:  And  why  not 
thisf 

Mb.  PLUNKET:  Beoause  it  is  for 
the  protection  of  the  house  from  fire. 

Mb.  E.  B0BKRT80N  :  I  thank  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  informa- 
tion, which,  a&  I  take  it,  comes  to  this : 
that  in  ltj7B  it  was  agreed  that  on  con- 
sidsratton  of  the  Prince  of  Wales 
Bpending  a  large  sum  upon  a  house  he 
lives  in  himBelf,  the  Treasury  bound  the 
nation  to  an  uncertain  annual  expendi- 
ture for  maintenance  and  repairs,  put- 
ting it  on  the  same  footing  as  another 
building  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  called 
Clarence  House.  This  ignotum  per 
t^nofuf,  I  think,  afForda  even  more  juatE- 
fication  for  objection  to  this  expenditnre. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said 
nothing  about  the  larger  question  I  re- 
ferred to,  which  ia  the  principal  motive 
iofinenoing  me  in  the  line  I  propose  to 
take  in  reference  to  all  these  Boyal 
Yotes;  I  mean,  the  withholding  from  us 
information  we  ore  entitled  to.  I  pro- 
pose, therefore,  to  oppose  the  Yote. 

Ma.  BBUNNER  :  I  did  not  mean  to 
suggest  that  the  sum  for  this  purpose 
should  be  set  down  as  a  lump  sum  with- 
out detail.  I  am  perfectly  willing  that 
House  should  grant  sufficient  to 
maintain  the  dignit>  of  the  position 
of  His  Boyal  Highness ;  but  when  that 
is  done,  do  not  let  us  have  all  these  mean 
and  trifling  claims  put  forward. 

Mb.  C.  J.  DABLING  (Deptford) :  I 
would  like  to  ask  whether  there  is  any 
legal  obligation  on  the  part  of  theTrcB'- 
aury  for  the  maintenance  of  Marl- 
borough House  f  If  there  is,  it  must 
he  of  a  vague  character,  for  I  notice 
the  amount  varies  from  year  to  year. 

Da.  TANNEB:  There  can  be  no 
doubt  in  the  world  that  the  estab- 
lishment of  H.B.H.  our  future  King 
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■hould  be  maintained  with  dignity, 
bat  when  we  find  inoh  rariations 
in  tbe  amounts  submitted  to  ua,  it 
needs  must  ohallenge  attention  and 
comment,  and  then  we  do  not  get  that 
amount  of  information  we  are  entitled 
to  ask  for  in  Oommittee  of  Supply.  I 
must  say  it  appears  to  be  a  foolish 
method  of  submitting  aocoants  to  lump 
together  an  item  of  £780  for  mainten- 
ance and  repairs,  leaving  UH  no  informa- 
tion as  to  why  the  item  should  be  in- 
creased by  £390  over  the  amount  last 
year,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  to  set  out 
a  small  item  Hke  the  £10  for  water 
rate. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE:  I  think  w« 
ought  to  take  note  of  the  improvident 
nature  of  the  arrangement  entered 
into  by  a  Oonservative  Oorernnient 
Trith  H.B.H.  in  1878.  It  appears 
that  H.It.H.,  when  he  oame  of  age, 
obtained  Marlborough  House  for  his 
residence  while  Prinoe  of  Wales,  and 
during  his  term  of  residence  be  spent 
Mmeiderable  sums  upon  adapting  the 
house  to  his  requirements.  But  that 
was  a  sort  otqutdpro  quo.  The  country 
gave  H.B.H.  the  house  on  that  condi- 
tion— he  had  what  I  may  oall  a  life 
repairing  lease.  Then  a  Oonservatire 
Qovemment  oomes  in,  ready,  as  Oon- 
serraldTe  Oovemments  always  are,  to 
throw  away  money  in  this  way,  and  tbe 
bargain  is  upset.  Why,  what  would  be 
thonght  of  a  private  individual  who, 
having  made  an  arrangement  for  a  long 
term  of  years,  by  which  he  maintained 
the  house  he  ocoupied,  should  after  an 
interval  come  to  the  landlord  and  olaim  to 
bereliered  from  the  conditionsofhislease 
becanse  he  bad  already  spent  so  much  ? 
Such  a  thing  would  be  regarded  as 
praposterons.  Yet  a  Conservatipe 
Oovermnent  entered  into  this  corrupt 
bargain — for  such  it  certainly  was. 
And  when  we  question  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  says  "  my  predecessor  " 
— another  Conservative — "  entered  into 
the  bargain,  and  you  are  bound  by  it.  " 
We  may  be  bound  by  it  or  not.  I 
should  say  that  we  are  not.  At  all 
events,  it  is  our  duty  to  call  attention 
to  this  improvident  habit  of  binding  as 
to  most  improvident  arrangements  in 
regard  to  the  Boyal  Family. 
•Mb.  PLUNKET:  While  there  is 
an  increase  for  repairs,  there  is  a 
oonsiderable  decrease  on  new  works 
and  alterations ;  and  the  reason  of  the 
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increase  is  that  the  Estimates  last  year 
were  cut  down  too  far. 

Dn.  TANNEB :  Z  think  that  thea« 
Estimates  ought  to  be  placed  before 
the  country  without  hesitation  and 
without  equivocation,  so  that  we  might 
know  what  is  really  required  for 
maintenance  and  repairs,  and  what  for 
new  works,  without  telling  us  that  a 
certain  sum  has  been  saved  in  on» 
direction  but  that  more  has  been 
expended  in  another.  The  amount  for 
Marlborough  House  is  only  a  small 
item,  but  if,  in  connection  irith  such 
small  items,  important  issues  can  he 
raised,  how  much  greater  issues  can  b» 
raised  in  connection  with  such  ail  item 
as  the  shipbuilding  for  the  Navy  ?  I 
have  nothing  to  say  against  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works,  who  always  tries  to  put  the 
beet  face  upon  matters,  not  only  in 
regard  to  hie  own  office,  but  with  regard 
to  the  Govemmeat  with  which  he  is 
associated,  and  who  invariably  displays 
towards  hon.  Members  the  greatest 
courtesy  on  every  occasion.  I  trust  that 
in  future  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
endeavour  to  prevent  a  reduction  being 
shown  on  one  item,  while  the  Vote  is 
being  swelled  on  others.  I  am 
certain  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
agree  with  me  that  in  all  these  matters 
honesty  is  the  best  policy. 

Ha.  E.  BOBERTSON :  I  wish  th« 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  explain  whether 
the  Committee  is  to  believe  that  the 
Prinoe  of  Wales  expended  a  sum  of 
£50,000  upon  Marlborough  House  in 
the  year  1878. 
*Mb.   FLUNEET:    No,   np  to   that 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON :  Then,  when 
did  this  expenditure  take  place  ? 

Mr.  HERBERT  GARDNER  CEsaez, 
Safh^n  Walden) :  Before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answers  that  question,  may 
I  ask  him  to  consider  the  adTisahility 
of  paying  a  regular  fixed  sum  for  keep- 
ing  up  Marlborough  House,  instead  of 
having  these  constantly  recurringtitemB  ? 
I  am  sure  it  would  be  more  convenient 
to  bis  Boyal  Highness,  and  better  for 
the  Estimates  of  the  year. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  Are  we  to 
understand  that  up  to  that  year  hie 
Boyal  Highness  was  bound  to  pay  the 
expense  out  ol  his  own  pocket?  The 
new  arrangement  has  relieved  him,  I 
understand,  of  that  responsibility.  It 
3H 
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is  admittod  that  hit  Boyal  Highnesa  is 
bound  to  pay  th*  water  rate,  and  it 
Menu  to  be  a  dirty  transaction  that  tha 
Oovemment  are  to  pat  upon  the  nation 
the  expense  of  oarrying  the  water  to  a 
oertain  height  to  guard  against  fire. 

*Mb.  PLnNKBT:  That  is  rather 
«trong  language.  I  have  already  ax- 
l^ained  the  matter. 

MB.BLANEKArmagh,8.):  The  Vote 
T*  are  asked  topassannuallyrepresents 
•  oapitalized  sum  of  something  like 
£75,000.  It  does  not  appear  that  this 
expenditure  is  required  on  hehalf  of 
His  Royal  Highness  himself,  but  that 
the  alterations  and  repairs  are  for  the 
benefit  of  Oermaa  vieitors  who  oome 
orer  here.  It  is  a  rery  humiliating 
tilling  that  a  palace  built  for  Englishmen 
should  be  oonsidered  not  good  enoug^h 
for  these  German  syoopbaots. 

Thi  OHAIBUAN  :  The  hon.  OenUe- 
man's  language  is  ezeeedingty  nnbe- 
ooming,  and  it  would  be  difficult  to 
oharaeterise  his  ailment. 

Ub.  BLAJf  E  :  I  was  only  intending  to 
aay  that  what  is  good  enough  for 
Englishmen  does  not  appear  to  be  good 
enough  for  foreigners.  It  oooura  to  me 
that  we  are  called  upon  to  rote  large 
sums  year  after  year  for  the  benefit  of  a 
particular  individual,  and,  as  the  house 
IS  giren  to  him  under  a  speoifio  arrangs- 
mest,  I  think  he  ought  to  be  required  to 
leep  it  in  repair  himself. 

Original  Question  put. 
The  Oommittea  dirided:— -Ayes  245; 
Noes  85.— (Div.  List,  No.  44.) 

Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  s  sain,  not  Moeadlng  J7B,39fi,  be 
frsntad  to  Hsr  llMietty,  to  oomplsta  th»  nun 
nwMMMT  to  dsfrs J  the  Char^  which  will  oom» 
in  ooucw  of  paynwDt  during  the  yeumdingon 
tlM  3I«t  day  of  Haroh,  ISSO,  for  ths  Boysl 
Farksand  Ftewnre  Owdeiu." 

*Ub.  PICEEBSGILL  (Bethual  Green, 
S-W.) :  This  is  a  Vote  which  stands  on 
a  different  footrng  from  the  last  Vote,  in 
lefareooe  to  wlu<£  I  regret  to  state  that, 
in  oonseqnenoe  of  a  mistake,  I  found 
myself  in  the  wrong  Lobby.  I  piopoee, 
bowaTer,to  atonefoT  that  mistake  by  mOT- 
ing  the  reduction  of  thsVote  bythe  sum  of 
£937,  tha  oost  of  the  maintenaaoe  of 
Hampton  Oourt^ark.  The  Boyal  parks 
professedly  exist  for  tha  pnbhc  advan- 
ta^  and  my  objeotioii  is  that  the  pnblio 
enjoyment  of  these  parks  is  unreasonably 


and  unjusUr  restricted.  Last  year  I 
obtained  a  Batum  which  gives,  on  tb« 
one  hand,  the  total  area  of  eaoh  Park, 
and,  on  the  other,  the  portion  of  that  aro> 
from  which  the  public  are  excluded. 
That  retom  shows  the  exorbitant  propor- 
tion of  these  parks  to  which  the  pnblio 
are  not  admitted.  The  case  I  haT* 
selected — that  of  Hampton  Court  Park 
— illustrates  the  extent  to  which  this  ob- 
noxiauB  priniupla  is  carried  out.  Hamp- 
ton Court  Park  contains  no  fewer  thaa 
702  seres,  or,  in  other  worde,  it 
is  considerably  larger  than  Hyde 
Park  and  Kensington  Qardeoa  pat 
together ;  and  yet,  with  the  oxwp- 
tion  of  a  faw  privileged  in£- 
viduals,  the  public  are  entirely 
excluded  from  the  enjoyment  of  it 
Last  year  the  First  Commissioner  was 
good  enough  to  say  he  would  inquire  if  it 
would  be  possible  to  remove  we  brick 
wall  now  enclosing  the  Pork  on  one 
side  for  nearly  two  miles,  and  see  whe- 
ther it  could  be  replaced  by  somethings 
of  a  more  open  character.  Xothing 
has,  howerer,  been  done.  The  First 
Commissioner  met  my  argomenta 
last  year  by  the  statement  ttiat  the 
Park  has  never  bees  open  to  the  public. 
I  daresay  that  is  true;  but  I  hardly 
suppose  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  to  advance  that  as  a  serious  anu- 
ment,  and  I  do  not  think  I  need  deal 
with  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also 
said  that  the  Park  was  not  required  in 
that  locality.  Well,  it  is  true  that 
the  neighbourhood  is  exceptionally 
favoured,  as  it  possesses  Hampton 
Court  .Gardens  and  Bushey  Park ; 
but  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wishes  to  take  his  stand  on  that 
argument,  I  think  I  may  put  be- 
fore him  an  alternative  conrse.  If  a 
lai^e  open  space  is  not  required  in  that 
neighbourhood  there  ara  oertainly  many 
localitias  in  the  Uetropolis  where  it  is 
grievously  needed.  If,  than,  the  Govern- 
ment refuse  to  open  Uiis  park,  why  not 
sell  it,  and  witn  tha  proooeds  of  the 
sale  provide  a  park  in  some  growing 
neighoourhood  in  the  Bast  of  London  r 
I  protest  altogether  against  the  Com- 
mittee being  required  to  pay  £937  a- 
year  for  the  sole  purpose,  as  it  seems 
to  me,  of  ^rovidin«  emoyment  for  a  fer 
favoured  individnau  who,  I  daresay,  are 
veiy  well  able  to  provide  gardens  for 
themselves.  I  beg  to  move  the  reduo- 
tion  I  have  proposed. 


u,^,..cjo:X3o6gle 


«81 


auppfy- 


Uotion  made  and  Qneitioii  proposed, 
*"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £77,458,  be 
jn«nted  for  the  aaid  seirice." — (Jfr. 
yicisrigill). 

*lf  B.  FLTTNKET :  Ab  I  promiBed  the 
Iton.  Hember  last  T^^i  this  subject  has 
l>een  oonridered.  Hampton  Ooort  Park 
is  ondonbtadly  the  midst  of  a  locality 
irbioh  is  admitted  b;  the  hon.  Member 
to  be  ezoeptionall;  favoured  in  the 
matter  of  pleasure  gardens  and  re- 
creation grounds,  and  so  far  as  I  hare 
"bean  able  to  asoertain  there  has 
been  no  such  strong  pressure  of 
public  opinion  broogbt  to  bear  upon 
us  as  should  orerDome  the  natural 
relnotanoe  of  the  Treasury  to  add 
-to  the  expense  «f  keeping  up  this 
park.  There  would  certain^  be  con- 
eiderable  addition  to  this  expense  if  it 
were  thrown  open  as  the  hon.  Member 
flUggests.  It  would  also  cost  a  large 
sum  even  to  pull  down  the  briok  wall, 
not  to  speak  of  supplying  in  its  platw 
fluob  palings  as  would  be  suitable  for  a 
public  park.  If  the  park  were  thrown 
open  we  should  have  to  provide  paths 
'and  gatee,  and  we  shoula  also  require 
a  larger  number  of  park-keepers.  The 
«08t  would  be  really  increased  by  some 
handreds  of  pounds  annually.  Under 
-the  oiroum  stances,  we  have  not  thought 
^e  should  be  justified  in  throwing  the 
Bark  open  to  me  public. 

Mb.  LABOTJOHEBE:  The  right 
lion.  Gentleman  has  put  his  refusal 
to  open  this  park  on  two  grounds. 
The  first  is  that  there  is  already 
adequate  sooommodation  in  the  matter 
of  parks  for  the  public  in  the  locality. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  alluded  to 
Boshey  Park,  but  in  Bushey  Park  only 
About  500  acres  out  of  1,000  are  open 
to  the  pnblic.  As  to  the  amount  re- 
ceived for  keys  at  Hampton  Court,  one 
.guinea  was  paid  for  each  key,  and  the 
total  amount  obtained  was  £90,  so  that 
-ve  are  oalled  upon  to  pay  £900  per 
annum  for  maintaining  a  park  used  by 
abont  90  persons.  In  point  of  fact,  how- 
ever, the  park  is  not  reserved  for  those 
90  persons,  but  a  great  part  for  certain 
breeding  horses,  and  I  am  obliged  again 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what 
becomes  of  our  foals  ?  I  have  been  told 
that  the  cream  coloured  horses  that  oc- 
casionally appear  roam  about  in  the 
park,  ao  that  apparently  we  pay  £900 
per  annum  for  the  purpose  of  maintain- 
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ing,  close  to  the  HetropoUs,  a  park  for 
the  benefit  of  90  persons,  of  certain 
foals  which  we  never  see,  and  of  oertwn 
cream  coloured  horses  which  we  nnoom- 
monly  seldom  see.  We  are  perfectly 
ready  to  vote  the  money  spent  upon 
this  park  if  we  can  have  the  run  of  the 
park,  but  not  otherwise.  I  shall  eer- 
twnly  support  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  J.  BOWLANDB:  We  are 
prepared  at  all  times  to  vote  money 
for  the  construction  of  gates  or  for 
the  maintenarca  of  paths  if  by  so 
doing  we  can  obtain  the  opening  of  a 
large  area  as  an  additional  lung  of  the 
Metropolis.  There  is  at  Hampton  Ooort 
something  in  the  way  of  green  fields  be- 
longing to  the  pnblic,  but  at  present  the 
spaoe  which  the  people  are  allowed  to 
use  there  is  extremely  rsstrioted.  It  ie 
time  that  the  Office  of  Works  should 
realise  that  these  public  spaces  are  to 
be  utilized  for  the  public.  We  are 
determined  that  the  public  shall  not  be 
shut  out  &om  them.  We  on  this  side 
have  dene  with  the  "favoured  few." 
We  do  not  know  anything  about  the 
"favoured  few,"  and  we  intend  to  per- 
severe with  Amendments  of  this  kind, 
year  by  year,  until  we  get  the  whole  of 
this  space  for  the  use  of  the  persons  who 
seek  a  little  fresh  air  on  Bank  Holidays 
and  other  ocoauons.  We  will  allow  the 
persons  who  pay  for  keys  to  use  the 
park  in  the  samn  way  as  the  general 
public  use  it,  but  in  no  other  way, 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVHE  (Bradford. 
Oentral) :  It  appears  to  me  that  it  will 
be  impossible  much  longer  to  exclude 
the  public  from  this  park,  I  must 
say  I  think  there  m  a  good  deal  of  force 
in  the  argument  that  the  genera!  public 
ought  not  to  he  called  upon  to  pay  any 
large  sum  towards  throwing  the  park 
open,  but  I  cannot  but  think  that  the 
ooat  might  be  defrayed  by  the  London 
County  Council. 

•Mb,  PLtTNKET :  Of  course  I  wiU 
consider  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  has  had  much  ex- 
perience in  this  Department. 

Mb,  WARMINQTON  (Monmouth, 
W.) :  There  is  something  more  serious 
than  the  mere  question  of  expenditure 
upon  this  park,  and  that  ie  the  prindpls 
upon  wlii(^  the  exclusion  of  the  puluic 
is  based.  It  is  all  very  well  to  call 
these  spaces  Boyal  ^arks.  We  can 
understand  appropriating  a  park  for  a 
Boyal  palace,  to  be  used  by  Boyalty,  but 
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this  IB  no  Buoh  case.  Here  we  have  a. 
laree  pieo«  of  groTmd  wbioli  ia  admitted 
to  De  public  property.  It  should  be 
Tised  for  the  pubho.  We,  on  this  side, 
are  not  disinolined  to  paj  for  publio 
BpBoea  if  the  pablio  use  them,  bat  bare 
jon  have  a  park  belongings  to  the  public 
taken  &om  tbs  publio,  and  the  expense 
of  keeping  the  publio  out  of  their  own 
propert;f  is  defrayed  out  of  ths  publio 
purse.  That  is  the  real  common  sense 
of  this  Vote. 

*Mb.  PLUNKET:  It  is  true  that 
I  did  not  rest  my  argument  upon 
the  question  of  this  being  a  Royal 
park,  bat  I  irish  to  prevent  any  mie- 
apprehenaion  arising  on  the  subject, 
whatever  the  policy  of  admitting  the 
publio  may  be,  it  would  be  an  entirely 
new  thieg.  This  has  always  been  a 
reserved  part  of  a  Boyal  park.  From 
time  to  time  portions  of  the  Royal  parks 
hare  been  ^ven  up  to  the  publio  ;  for 
instance,  it  is  only  within  the  last  50  or 
60  years  that  Regent's  Park  was  opened 
to  Uie  public.  It  is  not  the  oaae  that  the 
pnblic  were  ever  admitted  into  Hampton 
Court  Park,  and  tbey  are  not  now  ex- 
cluded A:om  something  to  which  they 
formerly  had  access. 

MR.MOLLOY;  Therigbthon. Gentle- 
man seems  to  think  that  this  is  a  new 
proposal,  though  he  does  not  bass 
his  argument  upon  that.  I  would 
point  out  that  for  the  last  four  or 
fire  years  bon.  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  hare  been  making  these 
proposals.  For  four  years  we  had  a 
controversy  in  this  House  as  to  a  rule 
laid  down  by  the  Banger  that  nobody 
should  drive  through  Richmond  Park 
except  in  a  private  carriage,  so  that 
those  who  aid  not  possess  private 
carriages  were  not  allowed  to  drive 
there.  To  my  own  knowledge  for  four 
or  five  years  it  has  been  ui^ed  that  this 

Sortion  of  Hampton  Court  Park  should 
s  thrown  open  to  the  publio.  I  would 
ask  whether  the  question  of  expense  is 
the  sole  obstacle  in  the  way  of  opening 
the  park  ?  If  so,  this  Committee  wiU 
always  be  willing  to  pay  that  expense. 
I  believe,  from  information  I  hare,  that 
the  obstacle  is  not  the  expense  of  throw- 
ing the  park  open,  and  that  the  land  is 
retained  for  the  benefit  of  more  or  less 
private  individuals.  I  would  ask  the 
risht  hon.  Qeuilsman  to  say  whether  the 
only  obstacle  to  throwing  open  the  land 
is  the  question  of  expense  ? 
Mr.  JFarmtMgton 


Da.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.):  I  should  like  to  be  c[iiit» 
clear  as  to  what  this  piece  of  land  is  used, 
for.  If  it  is  used  for  improving  thv 
breed  of  horses,  of  course  that  is  for  the 
benefit  of  the  publio.  If,  however,  ths 
stud  is  not  successful,  and  the  horses- 
bred  are  of  no  particular  character,  I 
think  that  the  last  refuge  of  the  First 
Commissioner  is  cut  away.  If  ths 
land  is  used  as  a  private  garden  for  the 
benefit  of  certain  private  persons,  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
do  well  to  take  the  adrice  given  him 
to-day  and  see  whether  the  park  cannot 
be  thrown  open. 

*Mb.  OUBITT  (Surrey,  Epsom):  I 
think  it  only  just  to  state  on  behalf  of 
my  constituents  that  when  a  representa- 
tion was  made  to  the  ri^bt  hon.  Gentle- 
man  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
by  certain  persons  at  Ditton  in  favour 
of  opening  a  locked  gate  at  Hampton 
Court  opposite  a  ferry  so  as  to  save 
them  a  long  walk  in  obtaining  accesa 
to  the  gardens,  he  at  once  responded 
to  the  request  made  to  him,  and  did  as 
he  was  asked  without  incurring  any 
extra  expense. 

♦Ma.  PLUNKBT  :  I  am  much  obli^ 
to  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Cnbitt) 
for  what  he  has  stated,  and  I  may  take 
this  opportunity  to  point  out  that  the 
expense  incurred  in  connection  with  the 
Stud- House,  Hampton  Court,  is  for  th« 
half-bred  breeding  establishment;  no 
portion  of  the  money  is  applied  to  the 
thoroughbred  establishment,  which  is 
maintained  wholly  out  of  the  funds  of 
the  Civil  List. 

Db.  tanner  :  ^th  regard  to  the 
gate  that  has  been  spoken  of,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  in  the  first 
place  considered  the  convenienoe  not  of 
the  bulk  of  the  people,  but  of  the  con* 
stituents  of  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  What  we  want  to  assure 
is  the  convenience  of  the  inhabitants  of 
London  generally.  Instead  of  talking 
about  the  cost  of  the  gate  and  paths, 
which  must  be  a  small  sum,  steps  should 
be  taken  to  throw  down  the  hideous 
brick  wall  which  bounds  the  park. 
Surely  if  we  were  to  take  example  firom 
other  countries  and  follow  the  mode 
adopted  in  the  parks  of  Franee, 
Germany,  and  other  civilized  places,  that 
wall  would  he  at  once  removed,  and  we 
should  get  rid  of  all  those  obstacles 
which  are  now  obtmded  by  obstinats 
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TorylBm    against    the   wiehea     of  the 
^wopla. 

Tha  Oommittae  divided : — Ayaa  121; 
Noes  2tl.~~(DiT.  List,  No.  46.) 
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Original  QaeadoQ  again  proposed. 

Hb.  LABOUOHEBE::  I  more  the 
Teduotioa  of  the  Vote  by  £1,000.  Eioh- 
mond  Park  oonaists  of  2,500  acres,  and 
you  have  an  expenditure  of  £636  for 
police  and  £1,000  far  roads.  Then  you 
Ikare  2,000  acres  of  undervood,  and  you 
are  oalled  upon  to  pay  fox  that  £3,000, 
bssidea  the  amounts  expendsd  on  the 
police  and  the  roads.    Now,  underwood 

riys  for  itself  I  have  always  understood ; 
do  not  know  why.  We  have  a  number 
of  rangers  and  sab-rangers,  and  that 
sort  of  thing.  You  have  changed  the 
name;  they  need  to  be  gamekeepers; 
but,  whatever  the  name,  they  are  the 
same,  and  still  exist.  Would  any 
gentleman  in  this  House,  or  anywhero 
else,  with  a  park  of  2,500.  acres,  oonsist- 
ing  of  plantations  aud  grass,  spend  upon 
it  £3,000  per  annum,  irrespective  of  the 
Toads,  and  get  nothing  for  it  F  That  is 
our  position  with  r^ard  to  Bichmond 
Park,  and  I  think  I  am  ezoeedingly 
moderate  in  only  moving  a  reduction  of 
£1,000.  I  leave  yon  £2,000  per  annum 
for  police  and  roads,  and  to  amuse  your- 
selves with  your  rangers  and  game- 
beepers  ;  but  I  do  think  that  a  protest 
ought  to  be  registered  against  this  ex- 
oesuve  expenditure  upon  this  Park. 

Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £77,395,  be 
granted  for  the    said  Service." — (Jfr. 

Da.  TANNEB  :  I  really  think  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  have 
some  reason  to  at  least  expect  a  response 
from  Her  U^esty's  advisers  upon  this 
questioQ,  upon  which  they  might  have 
«xpeoted  to  be  challenged. 

It  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the 
clock,  the  Ohairman  left  the  Obair  to 
report  Progress. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
*Hb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Perhaps  it  may 
be  convenient  to  the  House  that  I  should 
state  that  we  propose  to  resume  Oom- 
mittae  of  Supply  on  Thursday,  taking 
first  the  Tote  for  the  Submariae  Tele- 


rendered  necessary  by  the  Govemmenf  a 
assumption  of  the  telegraphic  oommuni- 
oation  net  ween  England  and  the  Conti- 
nent. After  that  we  propose  to  go  oil 
with  the  Oivil  Service  Estimates  in  thur 
order  as  they  stand,  and  at  10  o'clock 
to  take  the  National  Debt  Oonversion 
Bill. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  (Oookermouth) : 
When  does  the  right  hon.  Gentlenma 
propose  to  resume  the  disoussion  on  the 
Naval  Vote  ? 

•Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  On  Monday 
next.  We  are  under  an  engagement,  and 
are  bound  to  take  Supply  on  Thursday. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Do  the  Government 
intend  to  take  the  Oommittee  stage  of 
the  Army  Annual  Bill  to-night  ? 

•Mb,  W.  H.  smith  :  My  right  hon. 
Friend  is  not  in  his  place,  and  I  am  not 
able  to  give  an  answer  to  that  question. 
The  Committee  stage  of  the  Army 
Annual  Bill  is  usually  formal,  but  U 
there  are  any  notices  on  the  Paper,  no 
doubt  some  time  will  be  given  to  their 
ooneidsration. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  have  notice  of  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper. 
*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  wilt  be  taken 
on  Thursday  then. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  upon 
Thursday. 

Committee  also  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

THE  SLAVE  TRADE. 
*Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar) :  I  hope,  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  House  will  not  think  me  presump- 
tuous in  asking  it  to  listen  to  me  u 
reference  to  this  important  subject  of 
the  Slave  Trade.  I  should  not  have 
ventured  to  do  so  if  it  were  not  that  I 
have  a  strong  hereditary  interest  in  the 
subject.  I  do  not  think  the  House  would 
desire  me  to  detain  it  with  any  ref  eroices 
to  the  horrors  of  the  Slave  Trade.  We  all 
know  full  well  that  the  traffic  in  slaves 
throughout  AMca  produces  awful  suffer- 
ing and  an  appalling  waste  of  life  year 
after  year.  The  centre  of  Africa  is 
rapidly  becoming  depopulated  in  order 
to  gratify  the  graed  and  the  lust  of  the 
Oriental  slaveholders,  and  it  has  been 
calculated,  I  believe,  by  those  conversant 
with  the  subject,  that  for  every  human 
being  who  is  successfully  enslaved  some 
"'"or  30  othersare  sacrificed.    In  the  U"' 
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lumdttd  outldiig  war  aninot  thia  hideons 
traffic,  and  I  am  glad  to  think  tliat  of 
late  tMs  ooontiT  haa  liad  acme  seeming 
aaaiatanoe,  at  all  Bvents,  in  the  matter. 
The  latest  phase  is  the  Anglo-Oerman 
Agreement,  which  was  entered  into  a 
few  months  ago  in  order  to  oaii7  out  a 
more  thorough  hlookade  of  the  coast  of 
£ast  Africa.  I  do  not  desire  to  enter 
into  questionB  connected  with  that 
blockade,  bat  I  most  oonfees  that  I  am 
not  prepared  to  blame  the  GoTsmment 
for  having  entered  into  that  agreement, 
for  they  had  to  decide — a  new  departure 
faaying  been  already  taken  hy  the  Ger- 
man Qovemment — whether  it  was  not 
in  the  int«rests  of  Africa  and  of  Great 
Britain  that  we  should  enter  into  the 
arrangement.  Indeed,  I  doubt,  if  the 
Government  oould  hare  refused  to  aooept 
a  proposal  for  a  Mendly  Power  to 
help  her  in  her  great  work,  even  though 
the;  may  have  bad  soma  doubt  as  to 
the  entire  genuineness  of  the  object 
which  the  GermanB  had  in  view.  By 
joining  we  increased  our  friendship  with 
Germany,  tnat  partially  infiuenced  her 
proceedings.  By  forbearing  it  is 
pretty  certain  we  should  have  lost 
much  of  our  influeoce  at  Zanzibar. 
At  the  same,  time  while  I  do  not  blame 
the  Goremment,  I  confess  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  very  sanguine  view  of  the 
matter  which  is  apparently  taken  by  the 
Government — namely,  as  Lord  Salisbury 
said,  that  this  blockade  has  been  "ex- 
ceedingly satiafaotory."  On  two  essen- 
tial points  the  Government  were  over 
sangiuna.  England  and  Germany  en- 
tered into  the  agreement  on  the  under- 
Btanding  that  the  blookadiog  vessels 
should  have  the  right  to  search  ships 
onder  whatever  fiag  thi^  sailed,  and 
that  DO  land  operatione  would  be 
taken  in  connection  with  the  blook- 
ade.  But  it  now  appears  that  the 
French  are  inclined  to  stand  on  the 
dignity  of  their  flag,  and  will  not  allow 
the  right  of  search  where  it  is  oon- 
oemed ;  and,  as  we  are  all  aware,  the 
Germans  have  unfortunately  gone  in 
for  what  is  practically  a  land  expedition, 
and  have  destroyed  some  hitherto  peace- 
fill  towns.  But  the  moral  that  I  wish  to 
draw  is  this :  that  a  great  jquestiou 
like  this,  in  which  so  many  nations 
have  interests,  direct  or  indirect,  ought 
to  be  made  an  intematioDal  question  and 
not  left  to  two  Powers  alone.  All  the 
Great  Powera  should  take  oombined 
Mr.  Sydntg  Aafon 


action  in  order  that  they  might  finally,  it 
possible,  bring  this  hateful  traffic  to  an 
end.  By  international  agreement  they^ 
would  be  able  to  deal  wiu  a  larger  area 
and  to  serve  a  greater  purpose.  Tbay 
might  hope  not  only  more  effeotaallj  to- 
intaroept  the  supply,  but  to  strike  a 
deadly  blow  at  the  demand  for  slATes- 
themselves.  There  is  a  good  preaedent 
for  international  action.  I  need  not 
trouble  the  House  with  any  detailed  xe- 
ference  to  the  Congresses  at  which, 
this  subject  has  been  discussed. 
As  the  House  is  aware,  at  the  Vienna- 
Oongressof  IBlfi,  and  again  at  the  Oon- 
ferenoe  at  Verona  in  18^2,  the  English 
Government  sucoesalully  urged  the 
necessityol  dealing  with  the  Slave  Trade. 
In  1641  a  further  Treaty  was  made  by 
England,  to  which,  unfortunately,  Tranoe 
did  DOtassent,  which,  declaring  the  slave- 
trade  piracy,  as  far  as  they  were  eoD- 
oemed,  gave  reciprocal  powers  to  Aus- 
tria, Prussia,  and  Buseia  to  search 
suspected  ships.  Finally,  the  other  day 
the  representatives  ol  nearly  all  th» 
great  nations,  including  Turkey,  met  to- 
gether to  conuder  the  affairs  of  the- 
Oongo;  and  they  unanimously  agreed 
that  every  step  in  their  power  ought 
to  be  taken  to  put  an  end  to  the  Slave- 
Trade,  in  that  portion  of  Africa  at  all 
events.  Unfortunately,  the  opportnnity 
hich  was  afforded  England  of  agun.. 
dealing  with  this  question  at  the  time  of 
the  Treaty  of  Berlin  in  187H  was  entirely 
neglected ,  and  this  neglect  remains  a  blot 
on  our  escutcheon.  Now,  Ur.  Speaker,  at 
the  time  ofthat  Treaty  tbeattention  of  thai 
accredited  agenta  of  the  Great  Powera 
assembled  at  Berlin  was  called  to  thi» 
matter,  and  they  gave  personal  inter- 
views and  great  attention  the  delegatea 
appointed  to  lay  the  matter  before 
them ;  indeed,  they  eaid  that  as  f ar  ae- 
they  ware  concerned  they  were  willing 
and  desirous  that  a  new  departure 
should  ha  taken  in  regard  to  it.  But  it 
was  generally  thought  that  England 
should  take  the  iuitiatire,  yet  the 
representatives  of  Her  Majesty  were- 
alone  in  refusing  to  take  action,  and  to 
see  the  delegates.  Her  MEyesty'eOovem- 
ment  ware — to  our  shame,  be  it  said — 
bound  hand  and  foot  to  a  slave- 
owning  oouutry  by  the  secret  Treaty 
which  they  had  made  with  Turkey. 
That  is  a  blot  which,  though  the 
Government  cannot  wipe  it  out,  yet- 
I  hope  they  will  endeavour  to  diminish 
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iU  effeot  by  taking  the  iaitiKtiTa  now  in 
■  new  depKrtura.  Fifty  yean  ago  the 
Qreat  Nations  met  ttmtbor  to  oonsider 
the  qneation  of  the  Blare  Trade,  and, 
ooneiaering  the  enormooa  strideB  made 
on  the  sabjeot  by  public  opinion  daring 
the  last  decade  or  two,  considering  the 
inoreased  reaponaibility  whioh  reeta 
upon  all  natioaa  with  regard  to  the 
opening  up  of  the  Dark  Oontinent,  I 
think  it  is  not  in  any  way  prematore  to 
aak  that  a  farther  step  ahonld  now  be 
taken,  and  that  a  freah  Oonferenoe  of 
the  Powers  shonld  be  held  to  deal  with 
this  traffic.  Germany  and  England,  the 
two  Powen  moat  interested,  hare  prao- 
tioally  aoknowledged  the  neoessi^  of 
another  Oonrerenoe.  Whan  Prince 
Biomarok  applied  to  England  to  join  in 
the  blockade,  he  applied  also  to  the 
Oahineta  of  Paria,  Ijabon,  Bruseels,  and 
Rome  to  co- operate  in  the  under- 
taking, thuB  showing  that  he  thought 
the  matter  ought  to  be  settled  by  the 
general  oonsensua  of  the  Powers  ratbei 
than  by  one  or  two  States  individaally. 
Our  OtiTemment  haa  gone  area  further, 
for  in  a  despatch  written  in  Septem- 
ber last  Lord  Salisbury  requested  Lord 
YiTian  to  ask  the  Belgian  Government 
to  call  a  Conference  of  the  Powers  in 
order  to  diaouas  the  queation-  Theae 
are  hia  words— 

"  Har  Msjeaty'i  OorenuneDt  feal  that  tha 
altered  political  conditioiia  of  tha  Airiotn  ms- 
boud  obUi  tor  lome  nmtad  ftction  of  Oie  Powan 
now  raa^niible  for  iU  control  with  a  view  to 
tlie  oloaing  of  all  foreign  marksti  for  ilarea, 
and  the  oonaeqoBDt  diaooDragamsnt  of  tha  ia- 
tanial  ilaTe-himti." 

The  deepatoh  went  on  to  aak  Belgium 
to  call  a  Conference  of  the  Powers.  To 
that  deepatoh  ihe  Belgian  Govemment 
replied  that  they  would  be  verj  glad 
indeed  to  eall  a  Gunference  with  that 
object ;  but,  unfortunately,  the  inoidente 
in  the  German  Plan  of  Campaign,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  £ngtish  Government,  put  a 
stumbling-block  in  the  way  of  the  im- 
mediate calling  of  tbe  Conferanoe,  and 
Lord  Baliabury  in  November  with- 
drew hia  proposal,  though,  as  he 
■ud,  he  hoped  that  thia  step,  from 
which  ao  muoh  good  might  do  ex- 
pected to  result,  is  only  postmnied. 
The  principle  is  thus  admitted,  and 
it  oomea  to  this,  therefore — the  ques- 
tion is  whether  or  not  this  ie  an 
opportune  moment  to  call  a  Conference. 
Many  of  us  believe  that  tbe  present  is 


a  very  omortane  moment  to  call  a  Cod- 
ferenee  of  the  Powers  &gain  to  diaoues 
the  quaition  of  the  Slave  Trade.  On  the 
one  hand,  tracause  the  public  oonscienoe 
haa  been  awakened  and  the  pablic  mind 
aroused  on  the  enbject  of  late  in  a  way 
they  have  not  been  for  some  time  past. 
It  is  not  that  a  new  orusade  has  been 
preaohed,  but  there  has  been  an  awaken- 
ing of  public  opinion  in  this  and  in  other 
eoantnee,  and  other  nations  have  shown 
a  deatre  to  share  in  the  admirable  work  of 
the  anppression  of  the  SlaveTrade.  Ger- 
many, the  great  irritant,  and  France,  the 
great  obatruotive  in  Eaat  African  politios,. 
have  both  of  late  declared  their  willing- 
ness as  far  as  they  can  to  assist  England 
in  thia  work.  Italy  ia  anxious  to  join- 
also,  and  Portugal  has  declared  that  for 
this  time,  ai  all  events,  she  is  really  is 
earnest  in  desiring  to  co-operate.  While, 
on  the  one  hand,  there  ia  thia  great 
increase  of  pablic  opinion,  on  the  other 
there  is  at  the  present  moment  a  freah 
upheaval  of  tbe  Arab  element  in  Africa 
against  the  Europeans.  Itis  difficult  to 
eay  how  far  this  upheaval  ia  due  to  tha 
question  of  the  Slave  Trade,  to  religioua 
aaimosi^,  or  to  a  fear  on  the  part  of  th» 
Arabs  that  tbe  spread  of  the  inflnence  o£ 
tbe  European  in  South  Africa  will  ulti- 
mately annihilate  them  and  drive  them, 
out  of  the  Continent.  But  whether  it  U 
dne  to  fanaticism,  greed  of  gain,  or  a 
real  struggle  for  existence,  certain  it  ia 
that,  nnlesa  it  be  checked,  one  principal 
reault  of  that  fresh  upheaval  will  be 
this— that  tbe  Slave  Trade  will  be 
enormonsly  inoreaaed  and  the  canee  of 
civilization  and  humoni^  in  Africa  will 
be  thrown  back  for  many  a  decade.  I 
submit  that  the  Anglo-German  blockade 
will  neither  on  the  one  hand  aatiafr 
public  opinion,  nor  on  the  other  hand 
will  it  be  sufficient  to  check  the  rising 
of  the  Arabs  against  the  Europeane. 
What,  it  may  be  asked,  may  we  expect 
to  obtain  from  a  meeting  of  the  Great 
Powen;  what  meaaureaoould  they  take 
to  put  an  end  to  the  Slave  Trade?  There 
are  four  thinga  of  a  real  and  practical 
nature  which  we  might  hope  to  attain 
from  a  meeting  of  the  Powers.  In  the 
Srat  place,  the  itatu*  of  alavery  should, 
be  no  longer  reoogoized  by  international, 
law;  eeeondly,  the  Slave  Trade  should 
by  international  law  be  declared  pirai^^ 
thirdly,  we  ahoald  get  rid  of  the  dim- 
oul^  whioh  at  present  eziata  with  regard 
to  the  right  of  search  of  suspected  ehipa 
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the  others,  and  would,  I  beliere,  lead 
the  slaTers  to  Beek  Bome  other  trafflo 
in  which  there  would  be  lees  risk 
to  their  preoions  skins.  I  do  not 
think  T  need  trouble  the  House  with 
arguments  in  reference  to  the  ad- 
vantages to  be  gained  from  the  prohi- 
bition hy  mutual  international  agree- 
ment of  the  import  of  arms  and  ammu- 
nition into  Afrioa.  As  is  well  known, 
the  import  of  arms  and  ammunition  is 
voTj  much  at  the  bottom  of  the  Slave 
Trade,  because  by  the  possesBion  of 
arms  of  preoision  the  Arabs  are 
able  to  master  crowds  of  defenceless 
Africans,  and  to  depopulate  whole 
districts.  I  am  strongly  of  opinion  that 
Buoh  operations  as  we  do  undertake 
ought  to  be,  as  far  as  we  are  concerned, 
[fined  to  naval  operationa.  It  seema 
[He  that  to  engage  in  land  operations 
would  be  absolutely  fatal  as  a  polioy; 
and  the  Germans,  if  they  really  attempt 
to  carry  out  such  a  policy,  will  find 
that  out  to  their  cost.  If  a  land  force 
sent  ap  the  country  it  would  have  no 
objective  in  view,  it  would  have  no  oppor- 
tunity of  meeting  the  enemy  in  k  body, 
and  it  would  be  decimated  bydisease  and 
overwhelmed  by  the  difficulty  of  food  and 
transport.  So  far  as  our  physical  force 
polioy  is  concerned,  I  think,  therefore, 
it  should  be  coofiued  to  naval  opera- 
tions. But  I  should  like,  however,  to 
see  land  operations  of  a  peaceful 
character — namely,  that  we  should  ob- 
tain the  moral  pressure  of  international 
agreement  directed  against  the  exist- 
ence of  slavery  where  it  is  etiU  recog- 
nized as  an  institution.  It  would  be  a 
great  step  if  an  International  Oongress 
would  deolare  that  it  would  no  longer 
recognize  the  status  of  slavery  where 
slavery  still  exists.  One  great  difficulty 
which  arises  in  oonnectioo  with  the  con- 
tinued recognition  of  the  status  of 
slavery  is  the  question  to  which  refer- 
ence has  very  often  been  made  in 
this  House — the  difficulty  in  connection 
with  fugitive  slaves.  Every  Englixhrnan 
has  always  desired  that,  if  posnible.  the 
deck  of  a  man-of-war  shall  be  as 
free  to  the  slave  as  if  he  had 
set  his  foot  upon  our  soil.  When 
one    time    a    (Government    of 


carryingotberfiags;  and, fourthly,  there 
ought  to  be  greater  restriction  and 
supervision  under  international  law  of 
the  imports  of  arms  and  ammunition 
into  Oentral  Africa.  Now,  in  regard  to 
the  question  of  piracy,  what  we  desire  is 
that  by  international  law  a  slave  trader 
ehall  be  declared  a  pirate,  and  shall  re- 
ceive auoh  punishment  as  is  meted  out  to 
pirates.  I  am  glad  to  thiak  that  so  far 
as  regards  any  of  our  own  subjects  who 
have  engaged  in  the  Slave  Trade  for  the 
lost  60  years  they  have  been  treated  as 
if  engaged  in  a  piratical  pursuit ;  and  as 
long  ago  as  1841  we  were  able,  as  I  have 
already  shown,  to  obtain  the  assent  of 
some  of  the  other  Great  Powers  to  that 
part  of  our  programme.  But,  unfortu- 
nately, while  we  declare  slave  trading 
under  our  flag  to  be  piracy,  and  some 
other  Powers  do  the  Bame,  yet  it  is  only 
a  munioipal  law,  and  there  is  no  inter- 
national law  declaring  it  to  be  univer- 
sally    piracy.      Ore  at    difficulties    and 

serious  obstacles  to  the  prevention  of 
the  Slave  Trade  ensue  from  this  de- 
ficiency. "We  have  no  right  as  a  nation 
to  allow  our  war  vessels,  except  by 
mutual  agreement,  to  search  ships  sail- 
ing under  other  flags,  however  much 
we  may  suspect  them  of  being  slavers. 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  France  has  oon- 
uetently  refused  to  allow  dhows  sailing 
under  her  flag  to  be  searched.  She 
seems  to  think  that  the  dignity  of  her 
flag  is  enhanced  by  allowing— 
the  case  at  all  events  until  lately— its 
TPUTohase  at  a  small  price,  and  by  seeing 

it  wave  over  and  protecting  these 
piratical   slavers.     If  the    slave    trade 

were  declared   piracy  by  international 

law,  each    nation    would    acquire    the 

right  of  mutual  search  of  suspected  v< 

aelB.     And  there  would  be  a  great  fi 

ther  advantage.    At  present,  where  the 

Arab  slavers  fly  a  foreign  flag  or  no  flag 

at  all,  even  though  our  euaboats  may 

oatoh  them  red-bauded,  their  wretched 

persons  are  held  sacred,  and  the  most  we 

«an  do  ie  to  seize  the  dhows  and  liberate 

the     slaves,    while   the    slavers    tbem- 

velves  get  ofl'  scot-free.      Though    w€ 

have  abolished  capital  puuisbment  ex- 
cept for  murder  itself,  and  though  we 

may  not  be  able,  as  has  been  snggested, 

to  string'Op  the  slave-dealers  or  to  flog    same  constitution    as  the   present  did 

them,  still,  if  they  were  declared  pirates  ;  attempt   to  diminish   the  force  of  that 

by  international  law,  weoould  give  them  |  principle  the  public  outcry  was  so  great 

l!i  or  14  years'  penal  servitude.     A  few    that  they  hsd  to  revoke  the  sn-called 

4tich  sentenoes  would  greatly  encourage  |  Slave  Circular,  and  revert  to  that  which 
Jfr.  SgdHt]/  Biutm 
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everyone  believed  was  the  then  state  af 
onr  law,  but  whicli  tlisj  thoueht  waa 
not  BO.  But  there  ie  a  great  difflculty 
in  oonnectioQ  with  this  matter.  We  maj 
Itsre  a  strong  opinion  about  it,  and  may 
eend  strong  inetmotions  to  commandera 
of  oar  ships ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  we 
bare  no  real  right  so  to  deal  with  this 
question  in  the  present  state  of  iaterna- 
tional  lav.  Uoreover,  the  proceedings 
-of  different  nations  in  this  matter  vary 
ooneiderably,  and  some  do  not  in  any 
way  admit  that  the  decks  of  their  war 
Teasels  are  free  soil.  When,  again,  it 
oomes  to  the  question  of  the  deeka  of 
merchant-ships,  which  is  a  far  more 
important  question,  there  is  no  power  of 
declaring  tnem  free  soil  in  a  port  in 
w^hiob  uavery  exiate,  and  the  result  is 
that  if  the  fugitive  slave  cornea  on  board 
he  must  be  handed  back  to  hia  owner, 
or  the  captain  becomes  liable  in 
damages.  If  my  proposition  were  car- 
ried out,  we  should  no  longer  recog- 
nize that  Buoh  a  thing  as  the 
status  of  slavery  could  exist,  and  there 
would  be  no  necessity  to  hand  a  slave 
back  to  his  owner,  or  even  to  the  authori- 
ties of  the  country.  Further  than  that, 
the  no n- recognition  by  international  law 
of  the  status  of  slavery  would  exercise  a 
very  great  moral  pressure  in  the  direc- 
tion of  the  final  abolition  of  slavery,  and 
if  an  International  Congress  were  called, 
the  countries  in  which  slavery  still 
exists  would  be  asked  to  attend.  It  is 
-possible  that,  in  the  present  state  of 
public  opinion,  most  of  them  would  be 
ready  to  admit  that  the  time  haa  come 
for  the  abolition  of  slavery.  But, 
whether  they  did  or  not,  tbe  moral 
pressure  which  would  be  exercised  by 
the  other  Great  Powers  would  go  a  long 
way  to  finally  bring  to  an  end  the  ques- 
tion of  slavery.  I  know  we  are  told  by 
aome,  who  are  interested  in  the  work 
that  is  going  ou  in  Africa,  that  by 
taking  the  course  1  have  indicated  we 
shall  be  doing  more  harm  than  good, 
especially  in  the  interior  uf  Airica, 
and  that  we  had  better  leave  the  work 
of  putting  an  end  tri  slavery  and  the 
Slave  Trade  to  uur  missionaries,  and  to 
-(be  effects  of  civilization  and  trade. 
XTnfortunately,  however,  the  results  of 
mrsaionary  effort  in  the  direction  of  the 
Abolition  of  slavery  are  infinitesimal, 
sod  I  am  afraid  that  if  we  wait  until  the 
natives  are  converted,  the  inhabitants  of 
large  traota  of  country  in  Africa  will  be 


swept  away  before  the  influence  of  the 
missionaries  can  pat  an  end  to  this  traffic 
in  human  beings,  and  the  same  applies 
to  the  question  of  trade.  But  if  some 
general  arrangement  could  be  arrived 
at  among  the  civilized  Powers,  by  which 
the  Slave  Trade  should  be  declared 
piracy,  the  difficulties  surrounding  the 
right  of  search  and  the  importation  of 
arms  and  ammunition  could  be  removed, 
and  slavery  itself  affected  at  its  source, 
much  would  be  done  to  put  an  end  to 
the  Slave  Trade  and  to  give  increased 
opportunities  for  converting  the  aoula 
and  clothing  the  bodies  of  the  Africans. 
If  there  is  any  hope  that  such  an 
agreement  as  I  have  indicated  can 
be  arrived  at,  it  is  the  duty,  and  I 
am  aure  it  will  be  the  pleasure  of  thia 
country,  tu  take  the  initiative  in  bringing 
about  such  an  agreement.  We  ask  the 
Government  to  give  us  a  pledge  that 
they  will,  at  the  earliest  possible  moment, 
carry  out  the  opinions  they  formed  aome 
months  ago,  that  afurther  new  departure 
should  be  taken  in  order,  if  possible,  to 
exterminate  this  horrible  trade.  I  beg 
to  move  the  Motion. 

Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  Tbat,  in  Tiew  ot  the  present  inoreaiing  uld 
extending  deooUtioDB  of  Africa  caused  by  the 
slave  trade,  and  also  of  the  large  responsibili- 
ties which  European  nations  have  now  assumed 
in  respect  to  that  continent,  the  time  hai  come 
when  full  and  oomplete  effect  should  be  given 
to  khose  declaration*  agaioaC  the  slave  trade 
which  were  delivered  by  the  Congress  of  Vienna 
in  1916  and  by  the  Conference  at  Verona  io 
1822;  and  that,  therefore,  an  hnmble  Address 
be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  that  She  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  take  steps  for  calling 
together  (in  London,  if  passible)  a  Conference 
of  the  Powers,  in  order  to  devise  such  measures 
for  its  repression  as  may  be  at  the  same  time 
efTectiva  and  in  accordance  with  justice,  and 
under  tbe  regulations  of  international  law." — 
(Jfr.  S.  Htutim.) 

SiK  J.  KENNAWAY  (Devon,  Honi- 
ton) :  In  rising  to  second  the  Motion 
brought  before  tbe  House  by  my  hon, 
EViend,  I  feel  I  need  not  take  up  much 
of  its  time  in  striving  to  demonstrate 
that  the  question  of  the  Slave  Trade, 
which  has  deeply  moved  the  hearts  of 
tbe  people  of  this  country,  which  has 
been  fought  out  with  such  persistency 
in  this  House  and  in  this  country,  and 
which,  sn  far  as  this  nation  is  concerned, 
was  brought  to  a  triumphaut  issue  many 
years  back,  is  upon  us  now  with  all  its 
horrors.  We  cannot  shut  our  eyes  to 
the  pictures  of  the  slave  gangs,  with  sU 
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theb  miserable  BcoompanimentB,  otdu- 
ing  over  Africa,  leaving  eaorinoaa  traota 
of  onltivated  oountry,  equal  in  size  to 
European  oountries,  desolate,  and  tum- 
vag  them  into  howling  wildemeases. 
We  cannot  shut  our  ears  to  the  ory  of 
mffering  humanity  which  comes  to  us 
to  deliver  that  fruitful  land  from  the 
curse  of  the  Slave  Trade  ;  and  it  is  not  a 
question  of  humanity  alone,  but  one  of 
self-interest  also.  We  cannot  find  that 
sutlet  for  our  manufactures  which  is  eo 
necessary  to  our  oommercial  existenoe 
and  prosperity  in  communities  which 
have  been  deprived  of  all  their  in- 
habitants. We  cannot  help  feeling 
disappointed  that  after  all  our  efforts 
so  little  seems  really  to  have  been 
done.  The  slave  traders  are  now 
spread  through  the  length  and  breadth 
of  the  Oontinent  of  Africa,  and  even 
the  discoveries  of  men  like  Living- 
stone and  Stanley  have  in  many  cases 
been  the  means  of  opening  out  fresh 
Slave  Trade  routes  and  encouraging  the 
Arabs  to  penetrate  into  the  interior 
Airtherthan  the;  have  ever  done  before. 
But  there  has  been  of  late  a  new  step 
taken  by  European  Powers  which  seems 
to  call  for  a  new  departure.  The  whole 
political  map  of  Africa  has  been  par- 
celled out  between  the  different  Powers 
of  Europe,  and  it  is  right  that  we  should 
call  upon  those  Powers  to  remember  that 
right  and  duty  are  correlative,  and  that 
the  advantages  they  hope  to  gather  from 
acquiring  a  sphere  of  influence  over  this 
Otmtinent  car^  with  them  great  re- 
sponsibibty.  We  ooold  not,  of  course, 
protest  against  other  nations  seeking 
new  openings  for  their  trade,  and  we 
wish  them  well,  but  at  the  same  time  oui 
old  traditional  policy  calls  upon  us  tc 
make  an  appeal  to  them  to  use  their  in- 
fluence to  put  down  this  great  evil  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  and  to  try  and  obtain  the 
benefit  of  united  action  in  doing  so.  At 
the  Oongress  of  Verona,  at  which 
England,  Austria,  Prussia,  Bussia,  and 
France  were  represented,  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  brought  forward  resolutions 
urging  the  Powers  to  make  the  Slave 
Trade  piracy.  Prance  objected  on  the 
ground  that  such  a  proposition  was  ultra 
fir**  of  the  political  Conference.  The 
result  was  that  nothing  actually  was 
done.  Since  that  Conference  various 
Powers  have  been  induced  to  make  the 
Slave  Trade  piracy,  and  have  granted 
each  other  a  mutual  right  of  search. 
Sir  J.  Ximnaieajf 


Amtmg  them  are  Austria,  Brazil,  Oei^ 
many,  England,  Portugal,  Prus«a, 
Bussra  and  Spain,  and  as  late  as  1963 
the  captain  of  a  vessel  was  hanged  at 
New  York  for  piracy.  For  some  yeara 
the  limited  right  of  search  was  granted 
by  the  French  Oovemment,  but  at  the 
expiration  of  the  Treaty  of  1B65  thie 
power  was  withdrawn,  and  sinoe  that 
time  no  right  of  search  has  existed  in 
regard  to  vessels  carrying  the  French 
fisg.  The  slave  traders  have  avfuled. 
themselves  to  the  utmost  of  the  know- 
ledge of  this  fact,  and  I  believe  at  the 
present  time,  by  the  payment  of  £S 
or  £6,  the  right  to  use  the  French  flag 
can  be  obtained  at  Madagasoar.  The 
result  has  been  that  the  trade  under  the 
French  flag  amounts  to  twice  as  much  aa 
that  under  any  other  flag,  and  our 
efforts  with  regard  to  cruisers  have 
been  rendered  almost  entirely  nugatory. 
In  a  despatch  of  September  last.  Lord 
Salisbury  directed  that  the  attention  of 
the  French  Oovemment  should  be  called 
to  the  flagrant  case  of  the  landing  of  75 
slaves  from  a  dhow  carrying  the  French 
flag  under  the  guns  of  a  British  man -of • 
war.  The  result  was  that  orders  wero 
sent  out  to  the  French  ships  to  look  oat 
for  the  slave  traders,  and  catch  than  if 
possible.  Lord  Salisbury  followed 
that  up  by  an  iuiportant  despatch  in- 
October  to  Lord  Lytton,  pointing  out 
that  the  immunity  from  search  enjoyed 
by  vessels  flying  the  French  flag  was  an. 
enoouragementto  the  slavers  to  carry  on 
the  Slave  Trade  by  sea,  and  also  tended 
to  develop  it  on  land ;  and  that  that 
traffic  devastated  countries  which  the 
European  nations  were  endeavouring  to 
open  up  to  Christianity  and  civilisation ; 
and  he  asked  that  France  might  accord 
that  mutual  right  of  search  which  in  the- 
caseofotbernationshad  not  in  its  opera- 
tion led  to  any  difficulty.  To  that  ap- 
petd  no  answer  has  been  vouchsafed; 
and  we  can  look  to  nothing  but  the 
strong  force  of  public  opinion  to  induce  - 
France  to  change  her  attitude  on  th» 
subject.  A  gentleman  who  came  ovec 
here  with  Cardinal  Larigerie,  and  who 
is  an  active  supporter  of  the  French  Anti- 
Slavery  Society,  has  written  a  letter, 
stating  that  it  is  utterly  impossible  to- 
obtain  the  consent  of  the  French  Par- 
liament and  people  to  giving  English 
gunboats  the  right  to  search  vessela- 
carrying  the  French  flag.  He  recom- 
mends that  the  question  shall  be  dealt 
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irith  from  a  ^ner&l  point  of  view,  and 
that  there  should  be  an  agitation  for  a 
rule  oommon  to  all  nations,  authorii- 
ing  tlie  searching  of  Teasels.  We 
must  reoogaise  what  is  the  position 
of  the  tioTemment  of  France,  how  vetj 
delicate  is  the  oondition  of  parties, 
and  how  unwilling  any  Prime  Minister 
with  a  majority  of  a  dozen  or  so 
must  be  to  enter  into  a  ooune  of  action 
that  might  render  him  nnpopnlar.  We 
have  Ireatiea  with  Turkey;  but  they 
are  not  carried  out.  Joddtji,  wbioh  is 
under  Turkish  dominion,  is  one  of  the 
g;reat  marts  for  sl&res,  and  while,  as  it 
a  said,  there  are  a  thousand  eunuchs  in 
the  Palace  at  Oonstantinople,  it  is 
evident  the  Turks  will  be  unwilling  to 
curtail  the  source  from  which  supplies 
of  slaves  ore  obtained.  On  the  1 7th  of 
September  Lord  Salisbury  asked  Hel- 
ium to  take  the  initiative  in  summon- 
ing a  Conference  to  which  Great  Britain, 
Qermany,  France,  Spain,  and  Turkey 
should  be  invited.  Belgium  answered 
that  she  was  ready  to  do  so  if  the 
Powers  were  willing  to  oome  together; 
but,  in  the  month  of  N'ovember,  Lord 
Salisbury  wrote  and  said  he  thought 
the  oooasion  was  not  opportune,  for 
various  reasons.  Whether  those  raaeons 
were  the  complications  which  have  oc- 
curred in  Bast  Africa,  or  that  the 
Fowere  were  not  willing  to  take  part  in 
a  Conference,  was  not  stated.  All  wa 
know  Is,  that  though  Lord  Salisbury 
earnestly  desired  to  act  in  the  matter, 
he  thought  the  oooasion  was  inoppor- 
tune. It  is,  however,  to  be  hoped  that 
the  Conferenoe  will  not  be  postponed  ad 
infiHttwn,  and  that  Her  Uajesty's 
CKivemment  will  lose  no  fitting  oppor- 
tunity of  pressing  it  forwai^.  We 
spend  large  sums  of  money  on  cruisers, 
and  at  present  that  money  is  thrown 
away,  partly  on  aooount  of  ^e  immunity 
enjoyed  by  slavers  under  the  French 
flag,  and  partly  because  steam  launches 
are  needed  that  will  overtake  the  slave 
dhows,  which  at  present  outstrip  our 
ships  and  land  their  crews,   who  dis- 


appear in  the  bush.     It  would  seem  that 

the   time  is    now   very  opportune   for 

L  is  the  matter.     We  are  on  the 


very  best  terms  with  Qermany ;  we  have, 
at  this  moment,  in  this  country  a  very 
important  Envoy  from  Qermany ;  and 
Germany  is  under  some  obligation  to  us 
on  aooount  of  the  obloquy  we  have  been 
brought  under  from  falling  in  with  her 


proposals.  Among  the  questions  that 
will  oome  before  the  Congress,  I  think 
that  of  domestic  slavery  in  the  Congo 
will  have  to  be  considered ;  and  we  may 
hope  it  will  result  in  the  formation  of  ~ 
that  International  Oommissidn  which 
was  ordered  to  be  set  on  foot  at  the 
time  when  the  Congo  State  woe  founded, 
because  it  is  said  that  great  irrega- 
laritiee  have  occurred  in  that  State. 
But  while  we  endeavour  to  cut  off  tfa» 
supply  of  slaves,  it  is  neoessarjr  also  to 
cut  off  the  demand;  and  I  think  th» 
Congresa  should  be  asked  to  procure  the- 
abolition  of  the  legal  ttaltu  of  slavery 
in  Mahommedan  countries,  and,  first 
and  foremost,  in  Femba  and  Zanzibar. 
Through  our  occupation  of  Egyp^ 
slave  markets  are  no  longer  held 
there ;  and  any  slave  may  now  go 
and  demand  his  freedom.  That 
is  being  carried  out  now,  under  a~ 
Treaty  which  took  effect  in  1SB4,  with, 
the  hearty  co-operation  of  the  Khedive. 
The  same  policy  was  to  have  been  pur- 
sued in  the  Soudan-  Much  has  been 
done  by  Her  Uajesty's  Government  ia  - 
this  matter.  The  fact  that  Slave  Papera- 
have  been  presented  to  us  within  a  - 
month  or  two  of  the  actual  occurrences, 
instead  of  at  a  time  when  the  matters 
referred  to  have  become  ancient  history, 
deserves  recognition.  The  Government 
have  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
oonntry  at  their  back  in  this  matter... 
We  hope  that,  amidst  all  the  difKoultiea 
attending  Foreign  Office  work,  and  in  the 
special  circumstances  attending  the  pre- 
sent unhappy  state  of  things  in  East 
Africa,  the  Oovemment  will  not  let  tbi* 
matter  sleep,  but  will  realize  that  it  is  b  ■ 
question  on  which  the  country  has  set  ite ' 
heart  and  its  mind,  and  one  on  which  it 
will  not  relax  its  efforts  until  it  has  beeO- 
brought  to  a  successful  issue. 
*Un.  A.  E.  PEASE  (York) :  I  am  veir " 
sanguine  this  Besolution  will  meet  wit& 
general  approval,  and  I  am  not  without 
hope  that  Her  Majesty's  Government- 
will  give  a  favourable  response  to  th» 
appeals  made  from  both  sides  of  the  - 
House.  We  have  Lord  Salisbury's 
own  admission  of  the  necessi^  of  a 
Conferenoe,  and  the  expression  of  his- 
hope  that  the  question  is  only  postponed 
for  a  time.  1  am  sure  anyone  who  has- 
any  knowledge  of  the  horrors  of  this 
African  slave  traffic  must  regard  thit- 
question  of  an  International  Conferenc*' 
as  a  pressing  and  urgent  one.    During^' 
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the  last  10  or  10  ye&ra  there  has 
been  somethioK  like  apathy,  Bome- 
thing  like  poptuar  cjnioiam,  in  TOKord 
to  the  Slave  Trade,  and  this  has  D6en 
indicated  b;  the  hendloMneBB  of  this 
House  with  regard  to  the  publication 
ofpapsrBontheaubject.  But  Utelj  public 
opinion  has  baen  aroused  to  the  horrors 
<ti  this  trade,  and  we  have  aeen  the 
<}oremment  respond  by  laying  informa- 
tion abundantly  and  punctu^ty  before 
us.  I  do  not  think  anyone  who 
looks  at  the  Slave  Trade  ae  it  exists  in 
Afrioa,  or  who  has  given  any  atten- 
tion whatever  to  the  subject,  but  must 
be  Btruok  with  the  frightful  crueltjes 
that  Booompany  it.  It  is  a  trafflo  aaso- 
oiated  with  every  imagiaablo  crime, 
and  murder,  rape,  and  the  unsexiug  of 
males  are  amoai;  the  chief  atrocities 
perpetrated.  When  the  hon.  Member 
for  Poplar  alluded  to  the  fact  that  only 
one  in  30  of  the  alavea  originally  cap- 
tured reach  the  slave  market,  I  was 
much  struck  with  the  figures,  and  they 
remind  me  of  other  figures  given  by  a 
man  well  acquainted  with  the  interior 
of  Africa  and  the  Soudan,  and  ttn  ac- 
knowledged authority,  Mr.  Wylde,  who 
states  that  for  each  eunuch  that  iB.made 
200  human  beings  lose  their  lives  in  the 

rormanoe  of  the  horrible  operation, 
that  the  500  eunuchs  now  in 
Oairo  have  been  obtained  by  the 
aaorifioe  of  100,000  buman  lives  in 
the  Soudan.  It  is  not  only  for 
domestic  purposes  the  Slave  Trade  in 
Africa  is  carried  on ;  the  Arab  dealers 
employ  slavee  by  the  thousand  as  the 
means  of  transporting  goods  to  the 
coast  and  inland  markets,  whole  dis- 
tricts being  depopulated  to  make 
beasts  of  Durden  of  the  inhabit- 
ants. Therefore,  I  think  we  may 
justifiably  look  forward  to  increasing 
civilization  in  Afrioa  and  the  introduc- 
tion of  better  means  of  transport  as  one 
means  of  catting  off  one  of  the  great 
sources  of  the  Slave  Trade.  An  Inter- 
national Conference  is  wanted  in  order 
that  effective  measures  may  bring  about 
an  effective  blockade  ;  it  cannot  be  said 
that  the  present  blockade  is  effective. 
In    my    opicion    there    should    be    a 

Sreat  International  Preventive  Service, 
hough  I  know  many  argue  that  the 
«xiateiice  of  the  blockade  is  mis- 
•obievons  in  its  tendency,  I  cannot  but 
think  that  if  all  the  Powers  of 
.Europe  used  their  veeeels  aa  a  great 
Mr.  A.  E.  ftoH 


International  PoHoe  it  would  do  a 
great  deal  towards  stopping  th.» 
:port  trade  in  slaves.  But,  after  all, 
the  export  trade  is  but  a  small  fragoteat 
of  the  trade  as  a  whole.  Oommasdor 
Oameron,  with  whom  I  have  bad  the 
honour  of  conversing,  told  me  that  he 
estimated  that  the  export  by  aea  was 
only  about  a  thirtieth  of  the  whole  Slave 
Trade.  I  also  think  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Poplar  that  the  punishment  of 
Arab  slave  dealers  should  be  made  a 
matter  of  international  ooaoern.  There 
are  other  points  to  which  the  attention 
of  the  House  and  the  Qovern meat  should 
be  directed,  and  one  of  these  is  the  dif- 
ference in  the  method  adopted  by  differ- 
ent nations  is  dealing  with  fugitive 
slaves.  Even  our  own  method  is  some- 
times open  to  oommeat.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers will  peruse  the  Blue  Book  issued  in 
1(188  they  will  find  numerous  instances 
recorded  of  fugitive  slaves  having  come 
on  board  English  men-of  war  and  where 
the  commander  of  the  vessel  has  been 
perplexed,  by  the  confiioting  instruc- 
tions, how  to  act,  and  seems  almost  to 
apologize  for  giving  runaway  slaves 
their  freedom.  A  most  flagrant  case  of 
the  kind  was  reported  not  -long  ago  by 
an  oEBcar  on  board  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
ships  on  an  African  station,  and  de- 
serves, I  think,  the  attention  of  the 
House.  An  account  of  the  oireumstanoee 
appeared  in  the  Uhitti  ^grvict  OautU  of 
September  8  last  year.  The  ship  was 
lying  off  Muscat,  and  at  daybreak  a 
poor  black  fellow  svarn  from  the  shore 
and  climbing  on  board  fell  exhausted  oa 
deck.  He  deaoribed  through  an  inter- 
preter how  he  had  escaped  from  a  dhow 
in  which  he  had  made  a  passage  from 
Zanzibar.  Furthei',  ha  said  two  more 
dhows  with  slaves  were  expected,  but 
no  advantage  was  taken  of  this  in- 
formation. To  the  horror  of  the  block 
fugitive,  when  the  commander  of  ths 
vessel  appeared  he  ordered  the  man 
overboanl  at  once,  without  listening  to 
his  story,  and  told  the  quartermaster 
he  had  grievously  exceeded  his  duty  by 
allowing  him  on  board.  When  the  hon. 
Member  for  Falmouth  called  attention 
to  the  incident,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  declared  that  the  report  was 
incredible  in  view  of  the  definite  instruo* 
tions  given  to  commanders,  and  so  it 
may  appear  to  many  Members,  but 
nevertheless  the  editor  of  the  Wttttm 
Moming  Natei  has  declared  that  he  can 
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produce  the  offioex's  letter,  and  will  die- 
close  the  name  if  hie  correspondent  is 
gnaranteed  againet  any  punishment 
for  breach  of  regnlationa  for  writ- 
ing to  a  newspaper  on  such  a 
matter.  I  do  not  Ic&ow  whether  the 
Admiralty  bare  an;  farther  informa- 
tion on  this  Bal>jeot.  This  right  of 
refuge  is  one  of  the  points  to  which  the 
attention  of  a  Conference  would  he 
directed.  Thereisnonsedformetomake 
anj  references  to  the  historr  of  the  Slave 
Circulars.  I  am  sure  that  if  the  country 
knew  that  any  doubt  eziete  about  whe- 
ther a  fugitive  slave  beoomes  free  when 
setting  ^t  on  an  English  vessel  it 
would  at  ones  insist  on  the  issue  of  in- 
structione  removing  any  doubt  whatever 
on  the  point.  I  believe  Italy,  Germany, 
and  certainly  the  United  States,  agree  in 
'reguding  a  slave  as  perfectly  free  im- 
mediately he  gets  on  board  one  of  their 
vessels.  A  Secretary  to  the  TTnitedStates 
Nary  hae  asserted  that  most  emphati- 
cally, in  these  words — 

"No  offloer  ironld  for  a  inamsiit  think  of 
KivinK  op  a  alave  who  hftd  ukon  refuge  od 
btuTd  hu  vMMt,  in  order  that  ha  might  Atom 
to  a  condition  of  slavery." 

I  do  not  think  we  should  be  behind 
our  American  conains  in  this  matter. 
Another  matter  is  the  enforoement  of 
Treaties  which  already  exist  with  semi- 
oiviliied  Powers,  like  Abyssinia  and 
Zancihar,  in  which  Treaties  they  here 
pledged  themselves  to  deny  the  legal 
iMhi  of  slavery.  Cargoes  of  slaves 
have  been  run  into  Pemba  under  the 
very  nose  of  an  English  man-of  war,  hut 
becauee  the  French  flag  was  flying  we 
have  been  unable  to  interfere-  It  is  a 
monstrous  anomaly  that  the  mere  flying 
of  the  French  flag  or  of  any  flag  should 
limit  our  right  to  search  any  vessel  that 
may  be  engaged  in  the  Slave  Trade, 
whilst  we  permit,  and  the  French  give 
inatruotions  for,  the  searching  of  any 
native  vessels  under  our  flag.  I  have 
a  letter  from  an  officer  in  the  Navy, 
whose  name  I  am  afraid  to  give,  because 
I  suppose  making  public  matters  of  this 
hind  IS  an  irregularity  in  the  Service. 
He  says— 

"  At  Zanzifaai  thero  is  *□  excellent  French 
Convol.  who  TBTT  rarelj,  if  ever,  gives  the 
protection  of  the  flag ;  bat  I  am  conviitoed  that 
the  flag  it  obtained  with  the  greatest  fkoUity  at 
Uayotte,  Noon  B&,  th«  Comoro  lalanda,  and 
poaaibly  alao  Madagatoar.  The  aum  chafed  ia 
about  JE8  per  jt*i  per  dhow." 


The  fact  that  the  French  flag  abel- 
ters  the  worst  slave  trading  in  the 
world  is  a  curious  comment  upon 
Cardinal  Lavigerie's  crusade;  and  al- 
though I  most  heartily  sympathize 
with  that  noble  man  in  his  efforts  to 


teach  the  French  nation  and  the  French 
Sepubltc  that  they  should  do  eomething 
to  prevent  the  carrying  on  of  the  Slav* 
Trade  under  the  French  flag.  Th» 
subject  has  been  dealt  with  ao  exhaus- 
tively by  previous  speakers  that  I  need 
not  add  more  to  these  few  words  in 
support  of  the  Beeolution. 
*8mWALTEH  BAETTELOT  (Sussex, 
N.W.):  I  think  the  House  must  feel 
it  a  pleasure  to  get  away  from  viru- 
lent Party  attacks,  and  to  turn  to  a 
subject  which  must  awaken  in  aU  Eng- 
lish breasts  a  feeling  of  generosity  and 
hope.  Previous  speakers  have  touched 
but  lightly  on  the  losses  we  have  sus- 
tained in  the  Dark  Oontiaent;  and  I 
might  mention  that  on  this  very  day  W9 
have  heard  of  the  loss  of  ■  man  who 
did  good  service  to  his  country,  not  only 
in  office  at  home,  but  iu  Suakiu  and 
other  places  in  Africa — namely,  Mr. 
Guy  Dawnay,  whose  lose  we  all  de- 
plore. In  placing  before  the  House 
a  few  considerations  as  to  the  short- 
comings of  this  country  with  regard 
to  the  Slave  Trade,  I  may  mentionj 
first,  the  questioa  of  the  Soudan ; 
secondly,  the  questioa  of  Zauribar 
and  the  coast  below  Zanzibar ;  thirdly, 
the  question  of  the  Congo ;  and, 
fourthly,  the  question  of  the  Gold 
Coast.  I  would  ask  any  fair  and  honest 
man  in  this  House  whether  any  greater 
encouragement  was  ever  given  to  the 
Slave  Trade  than  was  given  to  it  by  the 
abandonment  of  the  Soudan  f  Surely, 
even  if  it  was  thought  by  some  people 
to  be  right  that  the  Soudan  and  the 
Egyptian  garrisons  should  he  given  up, 
our  duty  still  was  clear  in  regard  to  the 
Slave  l^ade.  We  have  lost  a  Gordon, 
but  there  is  one  of  his  lieutenants  still 
remaining — Emin  Faaha — who  still  00- 
cupies  the  Equatorial  Provinces,  has  done 
his  duty  nobly  and  gallantly  maintain- 
ing civilization  in  the  country  which  we 
abandoned.  What  ought  to  have  been, 
our  great  object  with  regard  to  all  that 
country?  If  we  had  had  the  pluck  to 
do  what  a  great  nation  ought  to  hav«^ 
done,  we  should  not  only  have  under 
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ooi  eontrol  the  whole  oountr;  up  to 
Khutoam,  now  a^n  the  centre  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  but  ve  ehoald  be  able  to  go 
thiongh  lite  fiOO  miteH  of  independent 
connti7  between  Bmin  Pasha  and  the 
Congo  Hirer.  When  Belginm  ander- 
-took  great  oommeroial  interest  on 
the  Congo,  it  might  have  been 
bought  that  Belgium  would  deter- 
jinne  that  slaver;  should  be  put  a 
atop  to  ;  but  when  Stanley  started  from 
Zanzibar  to  relieve  Emin  Pasha,  he 
took  with  him  Tippoo  Tib,  the  greatest 
slave  trader  in  the  world.  Tippoo  Tib 
has  since  been  appointed  Glovemor  of 
Stanley  Falls,  anj,  instead  of  giving  up 
the  Blave  Trade,  daee  just  as  he  did  be- 
fore, to  the  great  diegraoe  and  dis- 
.«redit  of  thoae  who  employed  him. 
Then,  what  has  taken  plaoe  at 
Zanzibar?  Mr.  Stanley  ha!s  stated 
clearly  that  when  he  got  to  Zanzibar 
he  was  astonished  at  the  state  of  affairs 
there.  He  found  that  the  Oermans  had 
'been  plaoed  in  poseession  of  a  large 
tract  of  coast.  The  trade  with  whioh 
we  had  been  connected  had  been  en- 
-tizelv  destroyed,  and  the  oolonization  of 
the  Germans,  however  well-intentioned, 
had  ended  in  a  stupendous  blow  being 
dealt  not  against,  but  in  favour  of,  the 
Slave  Trade.  We  ought  to  have  de- 
manded compensation  for  the  injories 
which  our  Bntish-Indian  subjects  have 
■ufFered.  That  is  a  subject  whioh  de- 
mands the  serious  consideration  of  this 
country,  and  we  ought  to  do  everything 
in  our  power  to  protect  their  interests. 
It  is  not  too  late  even  now,  and  I 
venture  to  hope  the  Government  will 
Jiave  the  courage  to  demand  from 
Germany  that  compensation  which  our 
British-Indian  subjects  so  fully  deserve. 
And  briefly  now  let  me  touch  upon  this 
-question  as  it  concerns  the  Gold  Coast. 
What  is  the  town  in  the  neighbourhood 
— in  the  immediate  neighbourhood — of 
the  Gold  Coast,  which  furnishes  the 
largest  nnmber  of  slaves  for  sale  in  the 
coarse  of  the  vear?  Why,  it  is  the 
town  of  Salagha,  120  miles  firom  our 
frontier.  There  are  never  less  than 
30,000  slaves  sold  there  every  year. 
Even  our  own  people  are  in  the  habit  of 
baying  6,000  or  8,000  slaves,  who  are 
taken  back  to  the  Gold  Coast,  and  the 
antboridea  know  it  to  be  done ;  but, 
'because  these  slaves  are  exchanged  for 
goods  and  the  trade  is  prosperous,  it  is 
-lulowed  to  go  on.  Why  ehould  we  not 
Sir  WaUtr  SartUkl 


do  as  we  did  before  in  the  case  of  our 
Possessions  in   the  West  ladies,  and 

¥iit  a  stop  to  this  horrible  trade? 
he  largest  town  in  our  Proteo- 
torato  near  the  Slave  Uarket  is  Panto, 
oontaming  S.OOO  inhabitants.  My 
authority  was  in  Salagha  in  time  to  see 
the  arrival  of  two  caravans,  the  one  con- 
taining 400,  the  other  500  slaves.  He  saw 
an  old  woman  of  80  bought  for  a  few 
cowries  of  the  value  of  8s.,  to  look  after 
five  or  six  little  children  from  two  to  ten 
years  old,  who  were  sold  at  the  same 
time.  The  men  to  be  sold  came  in  after 
a  march  of  two  or  three  months,  wiUi 
their  right  hands  tied  in  a  knot  behind 
their  necks,  and  fromthefirsttothelasta 
rope  was  passed  through,  so  that  the 
Arab  dealers,  if  they  pulled  it,  oould 
drag  down  all  these  men  at  once.  To 
the  north  and  north-west  of  our  Gold 
Coast  there  is  a  country  densely  popu- 
lated, but  which  has  never  been  ezpltrnd 
by  Europeans.  The  people  there  are  all 
pagans,  and  there  is  a  certain  King 
Jaberima  there,  who  has  15,000  men, 
mostly  mounted,  and  all  well  armed. 
They  are  Uahommedans.  With  them 
he  besieges  villages  and  towns,  carries 
off  the  men,  women,  and  children,  and 
kill  the  men  who  resist.  All  the  men 
who  fight  he  mows  down  unmereifdlly. 
Salagha  is  oomparatively  close  to  our 
frontier,  and  we  ought  to  show  oar 
willingness  to  forego  anything  we  might 
otherwise  gain,  and  make  a  start  and 
do  something  in  the  intoreet  of  thoae 
unfortunate  creatures.  All  these  facta 
can  be  verified  by  two  gentlemen  in 
this  country  at  present.  I  do  not  like 
to  weary  the  House  by  too  many  state- 
ments  of  this  kind,  because  there  will  be 
many  hon.  Members  anxioas  to  speak, 
but  theee  are  matters  which  certainly 
deserve  our  most  serious  consideration. 
There  is  another  subject  whioh  is  of 
interest  to  the  House  in  whioh 
I  would  say  a  word.  I  hold  in 
my  hand  a  letter  written  in  August 
by  Mr.  Bonner  to  Mr.  Jamieson, 
whioh  states  that  Mr.  Stanley  has 
arrived  at  TJnana,  some  500  or  SOD 
miles  txora.  Stanley  Falls,  bringing 
with  him  130  Zanzibarese,  and  66  oi 
Emiu  Pasha's  porters.  That  shows  that 
Emin  Pasha  was  able  to  give  him 
a  certain  nnmber  of  porters.  All 
Stanley's  own  followers  would  appear 
to  have  been  dissipated  in  some  way  or 
other,  but  it  would  sMm  that    Emin 
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Pasha  lui  been  able  not  only  to  hold  his 
own,    bat  has  been   in   a  position   to 

f've  StanleyaoertainnambeiofporterB. 
irill  not  read  anTthing  further  in  the 
letter,  as  it  ie  a  sad  aubjeot  to  me.  I 
feel  moGt  grateful  to  all  my  frienda  who 
hare  bo  kindly  expressed  their  sympathy 
to  me  in  my  terrible  loss,  and  I  certainly 
feel  grateful  to  my  country  for  having 
-ralued  as  it  has  done  the  serrioes  of  my 
poor  son.  This  brings  me  to  the  great 
<|aeBtion  of  what  must  be  done  in  the 
present  condition  of  aSiaira.  It  seems 
-to  me  that  the  first  thing  is  to  determine, 
and  having  determined,  to  maintain 
Aose  spheres  of  inSaenoe  which 
we  have  laid  down  for  ouraelveB. 
I  am  one  of  those  who  are  bold  enough 
-to  think  that  this  is  not  a  policy  too 

Eiat  for  this  oountry.  We  ought  to 
Qw  oar  own  minds,  and  not  to  give  in 
to  any  other  nation.  We  have  said  that 
oar  sphere  of  inflaenoe  should  extend 
from  the  south  to  the  Zambesi,  the 
magnifioent  waterway  up  wbioh  so  many 
of  oar  missionaries  have  lost  their  lives. 
Onr  missionaries,  with  the  Bible  in  their 
liands,  whom  we  as  a  nation  are  bound 
in  ereiy  way  to  protect,  hare  been  the 
pioneers  into  tDose  regions.  I  am 
prond  in  this  connection  to  mentiDn  a 
DUBsax  man,  Bishop  Hannington,  tant 
jwur  It  tatu  riprocht,  who  has  done 
«Terything  that  a  good  and  religious 
man  oould  do  for  the  work  he  took  in 
hand.  But  he  is  only  a  type  of  those 
who  have  nine  forth  to  proclaim  the  glad 
tid  ings  to  utose  unf ortnn  ate  people  whom , 
I  hope,  we  shall  never  neglect.  Portugal 
is  a  oountry  we  should  help  in  every  way 
IB  our  power;  bat  she  is  not  a  colonising 
country  like  England.  I  say,  with  pride, 
that  there  is  no  other  nation  which 
has  the  same  gift  of  colonization  as  the 
English  nation  has.  We  ought  to  deal 
liberally  with  Portugal,  but  at  the  same 
time  we  should  ask  for  Delagoa  Bay. 
We  have  lands  on  the  West  Coast  we 
could  well  exchange  with  FortugaL  It 
is  only  by  statiDg  what  we  want  and 
what  lands  we  are  prepared  to  throw 
our  protecting  shield  over  that  a  great 
country  like  ours  can  do  its  duty.  But 
there  is  another  question.  Operationi 
by  land  have  been  talked  about— though 
they  have  been  touched  upon  very 
lightly,  because  the  question,  as  every- 
one knows,  is  a  dimoult  one.  Such 
operations  may  in  certain  eventaalities 
-from  time  to  time  he  necessary,  but  I 


will  put  that  question  aside.  We  have 
oompauies,  the  East  Africa  Oompany, 
for  example,  at  this  moment  anxious  to 
do  their  duty.  The  East  Africa  Oompany 
has  a  large  tract  of  laud  running  up  to 
the  Albert  Nyania,  and  we  know  from 
Ur.  Maokeniie  that  nothing  has  been 
left  undone  on  their  part  to  obtain  the 
affections  of  the  nativeB.  That  is  the  best 
civilizing  influence  that  can  be  used. 
We  are  bound  to  give  these  ooontriea 
every  aid  and  protection  in  our  power, 
especially  by  sea.  Well,  there  is  another 
company  proposed  to  operate  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Suakin.  Nothing,  it 
seems  to  me,  would  do  more  good  to  the 
neiKhbourhood  of  Buakin  than  if  we 
could  get  a  company  to  go  there.  I 
deeply  regret  that  the  railway  between 
that  place  and  Berber  has  never  been 
carried  out.  If  we  had  had  the  pluck 
which  some  of  our  ancestors  possessed, 
we  might  have  sent  a  little  expedition 
across  the  country,  and  then  Gordon 
would  have  been  still  alive ;  and  if  we 
had  the  railway,  though  we  should  pre- 
vent  a  good  deal  of  traffic  going  down 
the  Kile,  we  should  have  turned  it  ia  a 
directiDn  where  it  would  be  a  great  deal 
more  profitable,  and  where  it  would 
operate  as  a  material  Bafeguard  against 
the  Slave  Trade.  It  is  because  I  beliere 
that  oompanies  are  anxious  to  undertake 
the  arduous  duty  of  extending  the  civi- 
lizing influence  of  this  country  and  will 
carry  oat  the  duty  loyally  that  I  press 
this  particular  question  on  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment.  I  will  only  say  in  oonola- 
sion  that,  as  one  of  the  greatest  nations 
in  the  world,  as  the  country  which  has 
done  more  than  any  other  to  promote 
civilization,  we  ought  to  do  all  that  lias 
in  our  power  to  promote  the  peace,  dri- 
lization,-  prosperity,  and  happiness  of 
these  people. 

Mr.  MACNEILL  (Donegal,  8.) :  The 
hon.  Member  who  has  moved  this  Reso- 
lation  possesses  an  hereditary  interest  in 
this  question,  and  I  personally  cannot 
but  feel  a  national  interest  in  it,  as  I 
remember  that  the  great  man  who  fox 
13  years  in  this  House  fought  the  battle 
of  beedom  aoknofvledged  his  obligations 
to  the  Irish  Members  of  the  Unreformed 
Parliament  of  that  day.  Ae  far  as  I  re- 
member, this  Beeolution  is  in  the  very 
words  of  the  Resolution  which  stirred 
the  great  heart  of  humanity  and  the 
conscience  of  the  world  at  the  great 
meeting  held  in   Prince's  Hall  whmi 
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Oftrdinal  LaTiEsrie  mado  his  mag^ifi- 
oant  speech.  Bishop  Hamungton,  whom 
I  have  the  honour  of  knowing,  and 
Biehop  Bmythiea,  who  knows  more  uf 
this  portion  of  Africa  than  anj  other 
man,  are  in  exact  accord  with  the  Uover 
of  the  fiesolution.  that  no  vreat  good 
to  be  expected  from  armed  expeditioi 
intotheinterior.  Bi  ah  op  Smjthies  writes 
that  where  a  British  mission  is  esta- 
blished, there  elavei^  graduallj  disap- 
pears in  all  ita  worst  forms,  and  that  mia- 
sionary  zeal  is  the  onlj  effective  remedy 
for  the  evil.  The  Bishop  farther  writes 
that  great  good  will  also  combine  to  de- 
clare the  Slave  Trade  piracy  and  to  act 
oa  the  declaration.  I  beliere  also  that 
we  might  reckon  on  the  oo-operation  of 
Uahommedan  Powers.  It  is  true  that 
the  Koran  recognizes  domestic  slavery; 
but  the  sanctity  of  the  conjugal  tie  ie 
respected  and  children  are  not  separated 
from  their  parents.  In  spite  of  the  many 
revolting  features  of  American  slavery 
the  owners  always  had  regard  to  the 
health  and  productive  capabilities  * 
their  slaves.  But  no  such  mitigating 
cumstanoes  exists  in  the  hideous  traffic 
in  Africa  with  which  this  country  has  so 
long  contended.  There  ought  to  be  no 
difficulty  in  obtaining  a  Conference  of 
the  European  Powers,  for  on  this  question 
there  are  no  jsalousies  of  nationality, 
DO  parties,  no  conflicting  interests.  It 
is  a  question  upon  which  all  the  coantries 
of  Europe  are  united  by  the  bonds  of 
hnmaa  sympathy.  I  have  great  pleasure 
in  supporting  the  Resolution. 
•Si»L.PBlIiT(Hackney,  N.):  There 
is  no  question  concerning  the  evils  of 
slavery,  although  the  domestic  slavery 
in  Asia  is  not,  perhaps,  so  cruel  a  crime 
as  wae  that  of  predial  slavery  in  the 
West,  where  a  white  man  might  drive 
a  nigger  to  death  for  the  sake  of  en- 
hanced profits  in  suear,  or  what  not. 
Still,  whatever  may  De  the  shades  of 
difference  in  slavery,  slavery  is  every- 
irhere  so  great  an  evil,  that  every  man 
is  this  House  will  do  his  utmost  to  put 
a  stop,  not  only  to  the  Slave  Trade,  but 
to  the  status  of  slavery.  But  how  ie 
this  to  be  done?  It  does  not  necessarily 
follow  that,  because  this  widely- spread 
evil  pervades  two  Continents,  tiierefoxe 
the  Qovemment  of  these  Islands  should 
feel  itself  bound  to  cope  with  and  able 
to  destroy  it.  Nevartheless,  we  have 
done  what  we  could  in  many  wa^s.  We 
have  for  generatiooB  past  maintained 
Mr.  Mm  IftOl 


Her  Uajesty's  ships  along  tbe  £iftat 
Coast  of  ^rica,  watching  the  slaTS 
craft,  destroying  dhows,  and  enfran- 
chising slaves.  I  know  from  my  own 
official  experience  in  the  territoriea  of 
Zaoidbar  that  so  long  ago  as  1861  tlu» 
country  was  assured  that  if  it  would 
only  persevere  in  its  naval  operations 
against  the  Slave  Trade  for  a  few  years 
longer,  that  trade  would  be  extin- 
guished. Tet  now,  in  1689,  we  ore 
told  on  authority  that  the  Slave  Trado 
is  more  active  and  thriving  than  ever, 
and  the  B«solution  now  before  ua  d«- 
olares,  on  the  face  of  it,  that  it  is  in 
consequence  ol  the  increase  and  exten- 
sion of  the  trade  that  the  Resolution  it- 
self is  framed,  and  that  it  is  because 
the  time  is  opportune  tbat  the  Resola- 
tion  proposes  an  International  Confer- 
ence, and  Bxpresaes  a  hope  that  countries 
like  Turkey,  Arabia,  and  Persia  may  be 
induced  to  abolish  the  status  of  slavery. 
Well,  one  thing  is  plain,  that  the  use 
of  naval  force  during  a  generation 
along  the  East  Coast  of  Africa  has  ad- 
mittedly failed.  No  doubt  the  ships 
we  are  now  able  to  station  between  the 
Mozambique  Channel  and  the  Chilf  of 
Aden  are  both  swifter  and  in  every 
way  superior  to  the  five-knot  gunboats 
that  used  to  steam  with  green  wood 
after  swift  dhows  in  1861.  But  still  it 
is  absurd  to  suppose  that  half  a  dozen 
vessels,  dependent  upon  coal,  can  suo- 
cesefuUy  watch  the  indeutatione  of  a 
savage  coast-line,  beset  with  ooral  reefs 
and  rapid  currents,  and  extending  from 
18  degrees  south  latitude  to  11  degrees 
north.  Nor  is  it  to  be  expected  that  the- 
Admiralty  will  permanently  retain  on 
the  East  Coast  the  foioe  with  which 
they  have  complemented  the  German 
Squadron  in  the  olookade.  I  am  aware  it 
is  understood  that  the  Islands  of  Pemba 
and  Zanzibar  are  now  to  be  blockaded, 
and  no  doubt  the  present  blockading 
squadron  can  lay  out  their  boats  and 
encircle  these  Islands,  and  drive  the 
Arabs  there  ashore  up  into  a  comer. 
But  what  then?  Suppose  you  find  the 
Arabs,  you  cannot  touch  ^em.  They 
will  embark  in  their  craft  under 
your  very  noses,  and  sail  off  to  the 
mainland,  where  they  will  again  pro- 
secute their  nefarious  trade.  But 
return  to  the  Beeolation.  I  confess 
my  inabili^  to  eonour  with  the  Hover 
that  the  present  time  is  particularly 
*      "      "  iest^i  Qovem- 
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msnt  volnnteeriDg  a  lesdin^  part  in 
an  Intematioiial  Conference  for  the 
suppression  of  slavery  in  the  East. 
There  was  a  time,  and  I  witnessed  it, 
when  the  representation  of  the  TJaited 
Kingdom  was  tenfold  more  powerful 
than  it  is  at  present.  Aje,  from  the 
Indns  along  the  coast  of  Mekran, 
round  the  shore  line  of  the  Qulfs  of 
Persia  and  Oman,  along  the  coast  of  the 
Arabian  Peninsular,  thence aoTOBS  to  Cape 
Guardafui,  and  so  alon^  the  Bast  Coast 
of  Africa  to  the  borders  of  ithe 
Portuguese  Settlements,  the  word  of  the 
British  Bepresentatire  was  almost  law. 
But  those  days  are  gone.  I  do  not  at- 
tribute the  deeadence  to  any  question 
connected  with  the  Slave  Trade  in  par- 
ticular, but  rather  to  the  evolution  of 
European  States,  and  to  the  opening  of 
the  Suez  Canal.  But  the  fact  remains 
that  in  Asia  and  Africa  we  are  not  what 
'  we  were,  and  that  the  present  day,  as 
compared  with  days  gone  by,  cannot  be 
reguded  as  opportune.  Again,  the 
Hover  of  the  Beeolution  suggests 
the  most  desirable  object  of  inducing 
Turkey,  Arabia,  and  Persia  to  abolish 
within  their  several  territories  the  status 
of  slavery,  for  he,  doubtless,  feels  that 
in  this,  as  in  other  trades,  supply  will 
endeavour  to  follow  demand.  It  is 
likely  that,  if  powerful  combined 
pressure  be  brought  to  bear  on  Persia 
she  will  make  promises,  but  will  she, 
can  she,  fulfil  them  ?  Her  slave  demand 
is  one  which  rests  upon  national  opinion, 
and  I  venture  to  question  whether  there 
be  any  sudden,  exterior  cure  for  an 
ancient  social  disease.  Anyway,  if 
Persia  does  crush  the  slave  status,  she 
has  become  a  very  different  country 
from  what  she  was  when  I  resided  1 1 
years  within  her  limits.  Nevertheless, 
by  all  means  try  a  Ooofarence ;  try 
moral  force,  as  physical  force  has  failed. 
One  hos.  Afember  has  cited  an  instance 
in  which  the  commander  of  a  British 
man-of-war,  lying  in  the  Cove  of 
Muscat,  ordered  a  fugitive  slave  off  his 
deck-  Well,  he  was  lying  in  territorial 
waters,  and  his  proper  course  would  have 
been  to  communicate  with  the  British 
Consul  and  the  Sultan.  But  if  you  will 
neither  apply  to  your  own  civil 
authority,  nor  to  the  head  of  the  State, 
nor  to  his  functionaries,  what  can  you 
expect?  I  can  only  e^  that  the  Sultau 
of  Husoat  has  never  faUed  to  respond  to 
my  wishea  when  I  hare  mode  a  sinular 
VOL.  CC0XX2IT.     [laiBD  bbbub.] 


application  to  him.  But,  be  all  that  as 
it  may,  of  this  rest  assured — that  boats 
scouring  along  the  shore  line  of  the 
East  Coast  of  Africa  will  incur  man; 
dangers,  will  harass  trade,  and, 
as  experience  has  amply  shows,  aohievs 
no  practical  permanent  good. 

Me.  ATHEELEY-JONES  (Durham): 
The  House  must  feel  the  force  of  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Qentlemanwho 
last  spoke.  The  weight  of  experienoe 
and  the  great  knowledge  which  he  pos- 
sesses on  this  questdon  entitle  us  to  re- 
gard with  the  greatest  respect  whatever 
falls  from  him  upon  this  question.  A 
Conference  limited  in  its  operations  and 
kept  within  well-defined  limits  might  be 
valuable,  bat  a  Conference  each  as  has 
been  suggested,  not  in  this  hut  in  pre- 
vious debates,  might  give  rise  to  serious 
commercial  and  political  complications, 
which  might  be  extremely  detrimental 
and  prejudicial  to  the  object  which  we 
have  in  view.  Where  is  the  Slave  Trade, 
and  where  is  it  to  he  dealt  with?  I 
suppose  it  may  be  assumed  that,  at  any 
rate  at. present,  it  is  impossible  to  reach 
the  Slave  Trade  at  its  source.  Tou  can 
only  do  that  by  a  gradual  process  of 
civilization.  Therefore,  you  are  com- 
pelled to  grapple  with  the  Slave  Trade  at 
its  outset,  which  is  almost  entirely  eon- 
fined  to  the  littoral  of  the  Bed  Sea.  It 
is  perfectly  true  that  there  is  a  consider- 
able Slave  Trade  along  the  ooaet  of 
ZaoKibar,  I  think  it  would  not  be  a  dif- 
ficult thing  for  the  Qovemment  to  con- 
clude a  Treaty  with  the  Sultan  of 
Zanzibar,  whereby  a  system  of  registra- 
tion might  be  introduced,  and  the 
gradual  extinction  of  the  Slave  Trade  so 
effected.  I  understand  from  authorita- 
tive sources  that  the  Sultaa  of  Zanzibar 
is  disposed  to  treat  with  the  English 
Power  aiid  with  no  other  European 
Powers.  But  where  is  this  great  evil  of  . 
the  Slave  Trade  ohieflv  to  be  found  ? 
Along  the  Bed  Sea,  and  its  destinaticm 
is  Jeddah,  and  it  is  distributed  by 
various  channels  through  a  large  ex- 
tent of  Asia  Minor.  Considering  the 
relations  which  we  hold  with  Turkey,  it 
is  a  perfect  scandal  that  an  open  Blave 
market  should  he  permitted  to  exist  at 
Jeddah.  I  ask  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
J.  FergusBOn)  whether  it  is  possible  for 
Her  Maj  est^'s  Oovemment  to  make  such 
representations  to  the  Sultan  of  Turkey 
as  will  finally  stop  this  slave  market  at 
Jeddah  7    The  traffio  is  corned  od  by 


911 


2%tSlm* 


Trad*. 


SIS 


means  of  dhowa,  wfaioti  ohiefly  convoy 
the  slaves  across  the  Bed  Sea  at  sight 
time.  The  means  of  suppressing  the 
Slave  Trade  consists  of  some  five  gun- 
boats which  steam  at  the  rate  of  abont 
five  knots.  I  would  sni^gest  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  necessitj  of  organizing  an 
Intellig;eiice  Department,  whereby  in- 
formation would  be  aSbrded  as  to  the 
movements  of  slave  dhows  along  the 
QOftst.  Now,  from  information  which 
recently  appeared  in  the  French  jour- 
nals, it  would  appear  that  the  Arab 
slave  dealers  have  the  most  perfect 
system  of  information.  They  know  the 
whereabouts  of  Her  Majesty's  boats, 
and  the  information  is  conveyed  through 
various  channels  along  the  coast,  and 
they  seize  the  time  for  transmitting  their 
slaves  across  the  channel,  when  they 
know  there  is  no  probability  of  an  efiec- 
tive  preventioa  by  Her  Majesty's  vessels. 
I  should  wish  to  point  out  that  for  im- 
mediate purposes  something  of  a  useful 
character  might  be  efi^ected  by  the 
organization  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  an  Intelligence  Department 
which  could  employ  gunboats  steaming 
rapidly  along  the  coast,  and  per- 
forming duties  that  would  put  a 
stop  to  the  Slave  Market  at  Jeddah. 
I  do  not  think  there  would  be 
any  difficulty  in  putting  on  end  to  the 
present  abuse  of  the  French  flag,  and  I 
trust  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  will  be 
able  to    state  that  a  Oonvention    will 

Seedily  be  concluded  between  Her 
ajesty's  Government  and  that  of 
France,  whereby  that  abuse  will  once 
for  all  be  stopped. 

*Sm  B.  T£&n>LB  (Evesham) :  As  the 
House  is  aware,  I  never  rise  to  address 
it  unless  I  have  had  some  experience — 
often  of  a  hard  and  laborious  character 
—in  regard  to  at  least  some  portion  of 
the  subject  under  debate.  Of  course,  I 
cannot  pretend  to  a  knowledge  of  the 
vast  region,  comprised  in  this  debate, 
extending  from  about  1,500  south  of  the 
Equator  to  about  1,600  miles  north  of 
the  Line ;  but,  at  any  rate,  I  do  know 
something  of  the  North  Easit  OoasL  of  the 
African  Continent,  inasmuch  as  I  have 
had  to  govern  Aden,  which  ia  a  coaling 
station  and  port  opposite  the  north- 
eastern comer,  and  also  the  islands  of 
Soootra  ontaide,  and  of  Perim,  a  mari- 
time station  inude  the  strait  of  the  Bed 
Sea.  I  have  bad  to  do  witli  the  political 
affaira  of  the  Bod  Sea  and  the  f  erdan 
ifr.  Athm-Ut-Jontt 


Gulf,  and  especially  die  Gonsulate  of 
Jeddah.  Therefore,  I  have  had  some 
practical  experieace  in  relation  to  the 
question  under  discussion,  and  I  cannot 
but  express  the  hope  that,  whatever  ma; 
be  the  result  of  this  debate,  whether  it 
may  lead  to  a  Conference  or  not,  whether 
we  decide  on  stopping  the  slave  traffic 
at  its  source,  or  on  arresting  it  at  its 
outlets,  at  all  events  it  will  go  forth  to 
England  and  to  the  world  at  large  that 
the  British  House  of  Oommoos  does, 
from  the  bottom  of  its  heart,  denounce 
this  African  slavery  as  the  greatest 
of  .  all  crimes  perpetrated  under 
Heaven  in  this,  the  nineteenth  oentniy. 
I  trust  also  that  it  will  this  evening 
register  a  vow  that,  as  for  as  in  it  lies, 
it  will  do  its  very  utmost  to  sappr^s 
this  most  inhuman  and  infernal  trafflo. 
This  country  has  preponderatiag  power 
in  the  north-  west  of  Africa,  and  we  are 
one  of  the  several  Powers  amon^  which 
the  control  of  the  central  continent  is 
divided.  In  the  first  plaoe  we  have, 
most  honourably  to  onraelves,  oreated 
and  maintained  missionary  establish- 
ments throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  country.  These  mission- 
aries fortunately  have  friends  in  Eng- 
land who  can  make  their  voices  heard 
within  the  walls  of  this  House.  We 
have  establishments  on  the  Zambesi, 
we  have  influence  on  the  Congo,  we 
have  jurisdiction  on  the  Gold  Coast 
and  on  the  Niger,  we  have  domina* 
tion  over  S^pt,  and  last  December  we 
resolved  to  keep  Bijokin.  Whether  our 
resolve  in  this  latter  respect  was  right  or 
wrong,  having  decided  to  keep  Suakin, 
we  ore  bound  to  fulfil  the  responubilities 
of  that  position,  and  the  moot  important 
of  these  has  reference  to  the  Slave  IVods. 
Now  this  hateful  traffio  exists  from  one 
end  of  that  vast  continent  to  the  other, 
and  it  is  said  to  be  cm  the  iscreaM.  To 
this  description  the  southern  part  of  the 
Continent  under   British    influence    or 

i'orisdiction  is  the  sole  exoeption. 
t  is  most  truly  heartrending  to 
read  the  tales,  which  are  told, 
as  I  believe,  with  scoroely  a  tinge 
of  exaggeration,  of  the  horrors  attend- 
ing, not  so  much  the  Slave  Trade, 
as  the  process  of  slave  oapttire,  and  the 
brin^g  away  of  the  victims  from  ths 
interior  of  .  the  country  to  the  coast 
with  a  terrific  loss  of  A&ioan  life. 
From  numerous  regions  in  Africa,  bom 
the  sonroea  of  the  Zambesi,  {rom  tbe 
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upper  raaohea  of  the  Oougo,  where 
IdTingstone  once '  laboured,  tram  the 
heart  of  the  Dark  Oostiae&t  itaelf, 
from  the  sources  of  the  Niger, 
from  the  shores  of  Lake  Tchad,  from 
the  head  waters  of  the  Nile  and  its 
lower  mid-ralley,  from  the  coast  of 
Zannbar — &om  each  and  all  of  these 

Sirtions  of  the  great  Atiioan  territory 
e  blood  of  murdered  Africans  cries 
aload  to  Heaven.  We  have  listened 
to  the  testimony  of  African  travel- 
len,  such  aa  Bpeke  and  Grant, 
and  Lirin^tone  and  Gameron — all 
of  whom  fnraish  ample  evidence  of 
the  extent  to  which  this  abominable 
traffic  prevails.  Besides  our  power  in 
Africa  we  posseas  much  influence  else- 
where. We  have  influeaoe  with  Turkey, 
Arabia,  Persia,  and  other  Asiatic 
regions,  and  that  influence  we  are  bonnd 
to  ezeroise  in  order  to  put  down  this 
nefarious  trade  which  is  carried  on  by 
the  Arabs,  a  race  which  forms  the  most 
important  factor  in  Africa.  Bora 
beneath  the  cloudless  skies  of  Arabia, 
in  a  climate  that  nerves  the  physical 
enngiee,  and  hardens  the  character, 
they  have  left  their  arid  fatherland  and 
oromed  the  Bed  Sea  to  the  fertile  tracts 
of  A&ica.  Thus  they  have  acquired 
a  domination  over  the  whole  of  the 
NOTtheni  and  Oentral  Continent,  which 
(or  oentories  they  have  held.  Not  mare 
sorely  does  the  Indian  tiger  track  down 
and  prey  upon  the  deer,  the  antelope,  and 
the  gaeelle  than  do  these  Arab  hunters 
— I  will  not  call  them  traders — pursue 
and  prey  upon  the  flesh  and  blood  and 
muscle — nay  upon  the  very  lives — of 
these  poor  Africans.  The  Arabs  con- 
stitute indeed  a  prime  mover  in  most 
of  the  political  movements  connected 
with  the  African  Oontinent.  What  is  it 
that  has  disturbed  the  relations  between 
the  German  Establishment  near  Zanzi- 
bar and  the  natires  f  The  slave  trade 
and  theinflueDoe  of  the  Arabs.  What 
was  it  that  made  Egyptian  rule  im- 
powibU  in  the  Soudan  f  The  slave  trade 
and  the  Arabs.  What  was  it  tbat  nerved 
the  soldiers  of  the  Uahdi  in  the  gallant 
reaJBtanDe  they  offiered  to  the  trained 
diaoipliBe  and  scientific  arms  of  onr 
English  troops  t  Why,  the  slave  trade. 
Every  one  of  the  men  who  thus  opposed 
OS  was  either  a  slave  holder  or  a  slave 
trader,  or  both  combined.  These 
Arab  hordes  oome  swooping  down 
like  the  simoom  wind  of  their  Aza- 
biaa    daaarti,    on    the    villBgea     of 


the  native  races — carrying  off  the 
women  and  children  when  the  men 
are  away  at  work,  so  the  men  return 
home  at  eventide  to  flnd  their 
cottages  desolate.  Or,  haply,  the  Arabs, 
coming  across  the  men  when  they 
are  engaged  in  the  fields,  bear  them 
straight  away,  leaving  the  women  and 
ohil^en  to  mourn  the  husbands  and 
fathers  who  will  never  return.  What 
then  happens  we  are  too  well  ac- 
quainted with.  The  victims  of  both 
sexcB  thus  seized  and  captured  are 
marched  first  through  the  moiat  and 
temperate  regions,  where  they  are  still 
in  their  native  climate ;  then  the?  are 
dragged  aaroes  the  dry  and  torrid  por- 
tions of  the  country,  where  they  sink 
and  faint  by  the  way,  or  are  slaughtered 
to  save  the  cost  of  transport.  A  rem- 
nant at  last  reaches  the  mid-valley  of 
the  Nile,  where  they  are  packed  on 
board  the  river  boats  like  herrings  in 
a  barrel,  where  most  of  them  die  of 
putrid  fever,  the  result  being  that  only 
about  one  in  30  of  those  oripnally 
captured  are  actually  sold  into  ^avery 
and'sent  to  foreign  countries.  Now,  Sir, 
we  have  heard  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney  that  the  real  cause  of  the 
slave  trade  is  the  demand  for  slaves  in 
Asiatic  countries.  The  demand  in  the 
interior  of  Africa  is  verv  great  and 
beyond  ocntrol,  and  until  civilization 
shall  be  spread  throughout  that  conti- 
nent, I  know  of  no  way  in  which  it  can 
be  stopped,  except,  perhaps,  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  Bntisb  Gold 
Coast  border,  as  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Baronet.  But  something  may  be  done 
for  Asiatic  oountries ;  and  may  I  ask  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  this  subject 
from  a  geographical  point  of  view? 
In  that  re^rd  we  have  two  {Kunts 
at  which  we  might  stop  the  traffic^ 
the  mouth  of  me  Bed  Sea  and  the 
entrance  of  the  Persian  Gulf.  The  Bed 
Sea  is  like  a  botUe,  of  which  the  strait 
of  Babel  Mandeb  is  the  neck.  Inside 
the  neck  is  the  Island  of  Ferim,  which 
I  have  already  mentioned.  The  Persian 
Gulf  is  also  like  a  bottle,  opening  out 
into  the  Sea  of  Oman.  Its  neck  is 
formed  by  a  promontory  of  Arabia  jut- 
ting out  right  opposite  the  territory  of 
Mekran.  Both  straits  ore  narrow, 
only  a  few  miles  in  breadth.  The  necks 
of  these  two  bottles  could,  if  England 
ohose,  he  stopped  against  the  slave 
trade  by  her  gunboats  and  cruisers.  I 
may  be  asked  why  I  did  not  do  that 
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GoTemor  of  Bombay  I  never  had  at  my 
disposal  a  auffioient  maritime  force  for 
that  purpose.  We  had  but  13  or  14 
vesselB  for  all  tho  East  Indian  Seas. 
The  Member  for  Hackney,  who  spoke 
deapondingly  somewhat,  mentioned  a 
miserable  force  only  of  a  very  few  enn- 
boats.  Of  course,  we  oonld  not  check 
the  slave  trade  without  some  maritime 
force  being  detailed  for  the  purpose. 
If  I  had  now  placed  at  my  disposal 
such  limited  naval  force  as  I  might 
ask  for,  I  would  undertake  to  stop 
any  slaver  entering  the  Bed  Sea  or 
Persian  GKtlf,  and  if  they  do  not  enter 
there  I  do  not  see  how  these  human 
cargoes  are  to  be  got  into  Asia.  It  may 
be  said  that  between  the  mouth  of  the 
Bed  Sea  and  the  Persian  Gulf  there  is 
a  long  stretoh  of  Hadiamant  territory, 
but  there  are  few  facilities  for  landing 
on  that  coast,  and  we  might  almost 
certainly  stop  the  slave  trade  there. 
There,  too,  is  situated  Muscat,  where 
the  ruler  (as  mentioned  by  the  Member 
for  Hackney)  can  be  induced  to  co- 
operate. In  the  Ked  Sea  there  are  the 
two  ports  of  Massowah  and  Suakin. 
The  former  is  in  the  hands  of  the 
Italians,  whose  co-operation  may  he 
secured,  and  the  latter  is  in  our  own. 
Then  there  is  the  great  slave  market  of 
Jeddah.  The  fact  ^lat  it  is  a  great 
slave  market  is  one  of  the  principal 
reasons  that  a  British  Consulate  haa  been 
established  there  for  the  puniose  of 
putting  a  spoke  in  the  wheel  of 
the  slave  traders,  and  nothing  could 
be  easier  than  for  our  gunboats  and 
omisers  to  bar  the  entrance  to  Jeddah. 
Much  might  be  done  in  this  direction 
by  diplomatic  negotiations  in  Asiatic 
countries  where  we  have  influence.  Of 
course  too  much  reliance  must  not  be 
placed  in  Mahommedans  in  a  matter  of 
this  sort;  as  observed  by  a  preceding 
speaker ,  they  are  too  apt  to  make  pro- 
mises which  they  oannot  fulfil.  I  do 
not  know  whether  there  is  any  test  in 
the  Koran  approving  slavery,  bnt  it 
mnst  be  remembered  that  wherever 
Mahommcdanism  has  esisted,  slave- 
owning  also  has  prevailed.  With  re- 
gard to  vessels  sailing  under  the  &ag  of 
fiance,  it  ia  important  to  come  to  an 
understanding  with  her;  if  we  allow 
slavers  bearing  our  flag  to  be  searched, 
she  might  allow  the  same  fgr  slavers 
carrying  her  flag.  In  dealing  with  the 
slave  trade,  I  may  add  that  we  require 


might  pursue  the  dhows  in  shallow 
water  and  capture  them.  Oertainly,  as 
remarked  by  the  hon.  Proposer  of  the 
Besolution,  we  need  legal  power  to  treat 
slaver  crews  as  pirates.  Aa  to  arms,  a» 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  MembOT,  it  was 
shown  in  the  debates  of  last  December 
that,  but*  for  our  prevention,  Suakin 
would  drive  a  roaring  trade,  the  exports 
being  human  creatures,  the  imports 
being  gnns,  shot,  and  shell!  Iseoncln- 
sion,  I  desire  to  express  the  hope  that 
the  conntry  may  he  assured,  by  the 
passing  of  some  Besolution,  that  the 
House  is  unanimous  in  its  practical  de- 
testation of  the  evil  of  the  slave  trade, 
and  is  determined  to  put  an  end  to  it  so 
far  as  the  means  available  to  ua  will 

fermit.  The  action  taken  in  years  past 
y  Members  of  the  Liberal  Par^  for 
the  suppression  of  the  slave  trade  may 
be  numbered  among  the  most  glori- 
ous traditions  of  the  Liberal  Party  and 
among  the  brightest  jewels  of  tlie 
Liberal  orown.  But  I  must  not  attri- 
bute to  them  a  monopoly  in  a  good  cause. 
As  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  reminds  me,  there  were 
heroes  of  humanity  on  the  Oonserva- 
tive  side  of  the  House  also.  As 
these  humane  principles  of  the  past 
generation  seem  to  be  still  preserved  by 
the  Liberal  Party,  so  they  ore  also  by 
the  Conservative  Party,  and  if  the  pleas 
for  suffering  humanity  are  sounded  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  they  find 
an  echo  from  the  Minieterial  Benches. 
*Th5:  UNDKE  SEORETAIIY  FOn 
FOEEI&N  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fan- 
oussoiT,  Manchester,  N.£.) :  The  debate 
which  has  been  raised  on  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Poplar  has  been 
somewhat  remarkable,  as  it  has  attracted 
an  unanimous  expression  &om  all  parte 
of  the  House.  Such  a  debate  cannot  be 
without  advantage,  because,  however 
desirous  any  Government  may  be  to 
advance  in  the  path  in  whiw  their 
Predecessors  havo  done  so  mnoh,  it 
requires,  no  doubt,  a  popular  impulse 
to  strengthen  their  hands,  even  in  a 
national  policy.  Sir,  although  there  has 
been  little  difference  of  opinion  expressed 
the  question  has  been  regarded  £com 
many  points  of  view.  The  hon.  Member 
who  introduced  the  Motion  had,  as  has 
been  justly  observed,  an  hereditary  right 
to  take  an  interest  in  this  subject,  and 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Devon, 
who  seconded  the  Motion,  has  not  this 


joyCjOOgle 


917 


fkt  8l(MM 


{Uahoh  36,  1889} 


TVwb. 


91S 


eveninfc  for  the  first  time  attempted  to 
Qxdte  ihe  inteieet  of  the  Houbs  in  the 
oanse  of  the  Bunpreaeion  of  the  slave 
trftde.  It  ia  well  that  from  tliua  to  time 
we  ihonld  be  reminded  of  our  duties  in 
this  mattra-.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Poplar  has  kindly  reoogniiod  the  faot 
that  Her  Hajeety's  Qavemment  have 
not  been  indinereut  to  this  oaaae ;  and 
he  has  referred  to  the  despatch  which 
Ijord  Salisbury  addressed  to  the  QoTem- 
meat  of  Bel^um  in  September  laat,  and 
which  was  undoubtedly  a  fresh  depar- 
ture in  this  matter.  Well,  Sir,  that 
despatch  indicated  a  desire  on  the  part 
of  the  Oovemuient  to  secure  the  co- 
operatiDn  of  the  other  Fowere  who  had 
preriously  been  allied  with  this  country 
in  the  suppression  of  the  slave  trade  in 
a  &eah  endearonr  suited  to  the  times. 
The  faoD.  Member,  while  approving  of 
that  step,  referred  to  another  matter; 
he  touched  upon  the  great  step  which 
was  taken  by  the  Qovemment  in  the 
oouzse  of  last  autumn,  alon^  with 
Gtermany,  for  the  more  active  suppres- 
uon  of  the  slave  trade  on  the  £aat 
Coast  of  Airioa — namely,  the  joiut  naval 
oporatioas  in  that  quarter.  I  oould 
have  wished  that  the  bon.  Member  had 
not  dropped  one  senteaoe  in  which  he 
expressed  some  want  of  faith  in  the 
unoeritj  of  our  allies.  If,  however 
Justly,  that  sentiment  was  expreesed, 
the  hon.  Member  subsequently  answered 
bimself  on  that  point  in  the  latter  part 
of  his  speeoh,  because  he  pointed  out 
that  Frince  Bismarok  had  also  sought 
the  co-operation  of  the  other  Fowers 
of  Europe.  I  oanuot  understand  with 
what  justifle  we  can  assume  for  our- 
selres  entire  honesty,  sincenty,  and  dis- 
intareetednesB  in  our  endeavours  to 
suppress  the  slave  trade  if,  at  the  same 
time,  we  throw  doubts  on  the  siuoerity 
of  other  Powers.  I  do  not  know  why 
we  should  be  regarded  as  the  only 
people  sincerely  desirous  of  snppresBing 
the  slave  bade.  Ghristiauity  and  humane 
sentiments  are  not  confined  to  ourselves, 
I  suppose,  and  at  all  oveats.  Her 
H^esty's  Qoverument  could  not  have 
done  otherwise  than  aooept  the  oo-opera- 
tion  which  was  extended  to  us  by  the 
Qerman  Government  for  more  active 
operationR  on  the  East  Ooast  of  Afrioa. 
Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  Member  referred  to 
the  hindranoes  to  benefloial  operations 
that  have  resulted  &om  the  collision 
between  the  (German  East  Afrioan  Oom- 
pany  and  the  Arabs,  and  he  has  spoken 


of  the  Oermjns  as  an  irritant  influence 
in  that  quarter.  I  do  not  wish  in  the 
least  to  sniink  from  distinct  referenue  to 
the  Bubjeot.  Let  it  be  remembered  that 
we  have  had  great  experience  in  deal- 
ing with  Oriental  nations,  yet  our  con- 
tact with  Eastern  nations  has  not  always 
been  attended  with  success;  bat  by 
long  aoquaintanoe  with  them  we  have 


and  to  control  Oriental  Powers  without 
humiliating  ourselves,  and  so  our  new 
efforts  at  ooloiuzatioD  may  have  met 
with  more  snooess  than  those  of  ether 
nations.  But  it  is  natural  that  other 
Christian  Powers  should  also  have  the 
desire  for  expansion  and  oolonixation ; 
and  when  the  great  Empire  of  Oermaoy 
was  formed.  It  was  oalv  natural  that  the 
people  of  that  Empire  sDould  feel  a  desire 
to  form  oolonies  as  we  had  done.  They 
are  a  kindred  race  to  us,  and  there  is  no 
reason  why  they  should  not  he  as 
suooessful  in  oolonization  as  we  have 
been.  In  the  British  Colonies,  where  I 
have  had  the  honour  to  hold  a  commis- 
sion aa  Governor,  I  found  the  Germaos 
among  the  most  useful,  enterprizing, 
and  orderly  of  colonists;  and  it  is 
natural  to  suppose  that  those  who  have 
done  so  well  ander  our  flag  and  onder 
that  of  the  United  States  should  also 
form  Colonies  of  their  own  which  should 
beoome  to  their  Empire  a  Germany  be- 
yond the  sea.  Let  us  hope  that  the 
troubles  which  have  attended  the  first 
OTieratioos  of  the  German  East  Afrioan 
Company  will  come  to  an  end,  and  that 
they  will  be  enabled  to  extend  the 
blessings  of  civilisation  and  oommfrce 
in  that  continent  as  we  have  to  some 
extent  been  able  to  do  ourselves.  We 
may  hope  that  the  Imperial  Commis- 
sioner who  has  gone  there  to  oontrol 
operations  will  be  able  to  bring  to  an 
end  the  unfortunate  oollisionB  that  have 
ooourred.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber spoke  as  if  there  had  been,  in  con- 
sequeooe  of  these  unhappy  events,  a 
failure  of  onr  operations  on  the  coast, 
but  that  is  far  from  being  the  ease. 
Happily  we  have  had  aa  yet  few 
tronhlea  in  the  sphere  of  our  own  inter- 
ests. It  would  be  premature  to  speak 
of  what  might  happen  in  the  future 
among  the  excitable  races  we  have  to 
deal  with ;  but  at  present  there  has 
been  a  good  foundation  laid  for  oolonijt- 
ing  operationa  ^  East  Afrioa  by  means 
of  the  chartered  company  whish  we 
have  astabliahed  there.    And  as  to  tiie 
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Bappiesrionoftbd  slave  trade  by  means  .withdrawn,     botii     from    modreB    of 
of  om  oporations  in  concert  with  those  I  eooaomy  and  efflm«no7,  it  i 
of  Gennany,  there  has  been  an  almost 
entire   cessation  of  the  seaboard  slave 


trade  for  several  months  past, 
believe  Her  Majesty's  ships  have  visited 
between  600  and  700  oraft  on  the  ooast 
within  the  last  few  months,  and  have 
not  foand  a  single  slave  on  board.  That 
shows  that  the  more  active  operations 
which  have  been  lately  taking  place 
have  not  been  without  reeolt.  The 
season  is  approaohisg  in  which  the 
slave  traders  are  ugnally  more  active, 
and  their  operations  will  require  the  close 
attention  of  onr  ships  ana  their  of&cera 
to  prevent  an  increaae  in  the  slave  trade. 
But  these  measores  cannot  be  taken 
without  great  exertions  and  consider- 
able expense.  When  hon.  Members 
talk  BO  easily  of  the  suppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  and  of  oocupying  im- 
portant points  on  the  coast,  they  must 
remember  it  would  require  a  larger 
number  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  than 
ooold  well  be  spared.  These  things 
must  be  done  on  ^stem,  and  your  net 
oould  not  be  so  wide  as  to  dose  a  traffic 
which  has  gone  on  so  long,  and  in 
which  so  many  are,  unfortunately,  in- 
terested. Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  mce  to 
omit  noticing  another  point  taken  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Poplar,  and  I 
hardly  think  it  was  worth  his  while  to 
refer  to  the  fact  that,  at  the  Oongress  of 
Berlin,  the  British  Bepresentatives  de- 
clined to  enter  into  the  question  of  the 
Slave  Trade  with  some  popple  who  went 
over  to  Berlin  for  the  purpose  of  direct- 
ing the  attention  of  the  Flenipoten- 
tiaries  to  it.  Bemember,  their  attention 
was  really  engrossed  by  other  subjeots, 
and  that  rendered  the  disouseioa  of  the 
Slave  Trade  inopportune.  During  the 
last  15  years  Her  M.ijostT's  Qovem- 
ment,  of  whatever  Party,  have  given  no 
reason  to  believe  that  there  has  been 
indifference  to  the  hereditary  duty  of 
repressing  and  suppressing  the  Slave 
Trade — a  matter  in  whii-h  we  know  no 
Parties.  In  1871  there  -.ras  an  inquiry 
by  a  Oommittee  of  this  Uoose,  ana  the 
tesnlt  of  it  was  the  expedition  of  the 
late  Sir  Bartle  Prere  to  Zanzibar,  and  a 
better  anderstanding  of  the  mischiefs  of 
iba  Slave  Trade  than  ever  existed  before. 
Following  on  that  visit  a  ship  was  per- 
manently stationed  at  Zanzibar,  &om 
whidi  boats  were  continually  sent  to  in- 
tenwpt  slave  traden  leaving  the  ports  of 
Afriea.  Although  the  London  has  been 
SirJ.  Rrguuon 


question  whether  the  i^stem  adopted 
since  has  been  more  satinaotory  and,  in 
the  end,  more  economical  than  the  system 
of  having  a  stationary  ship.  In  order 
to  carry  on  the  blockade  of  the  coast 
against  the  exportation  of  ^vea  and 
the  importation  of  arms,  we  have  bad 
to  concentrate  a  number  of  vessels  <m 
that  coast,  which  it  is  impossible  for  ns 
to  permanently  miuntain  there;  aad 
therefore  it  is  questionable  whether 
it  would  be  judicious  again  to  have  a 
station  arysbipor  some  barraoks  on  shoie, 
from  which  swift  vessels  OOold  go  oat  to 
intercept  the  departure  of  &e  dhows 
from  the  mainland.  Sinoe  1873  (there 
have  also  been  oonventionB  with  Sgypt 
and  with  Turkey  for  the  entire  sappres- 
sion  of  the  slave  trade,  and  it  has  oeen 
acknowledged  that  this  has  oondooed  to 
very  efficient  results  in  the  dimination 
of  slavery  in  those  countries.  Some- 
thing has  been  said  as  to  the  innnowi^ 
of  the  Ottoman  Government  in  their 
undertaking  to  suppress  the  slave  trade, 
and  it  has  been  pointed  out  that  a  large 
part  of  the  Turkish  dominions  oontaias 
the  chief  market  for  the  slaves  from  the 
coast  of  Africa.  It  is  undoubtedly  the 
fact  that  the  Arabian  ooast  is  the  great 
slave  market,  and  that  a  large  portion 
of  it  is  under  the  protectorate  of  ths 
Turkish  Qovemment.  Bat  I  do  not 
think  that  it  is  possible  to  hold  the 
Turkish  Government  reeponsibis  for  aU 
the  violation  of  the  conventiona  in  that 
respect.  In  a  previous  debate  on  tbia 
subject  —  I  thmk  in  the  month  of 
November — I  told  the  House  that  (Jure 
had  undoubtedly  been  an  inerease 
of  activity  on  the  part  of  Turkish 
officers  m  the  neighbourhood  of 
Jeddah  to  suppress  the  Slave  Trade,  and 
I  am  now  glad  to  say  that  aboat  ten 
days  ago  the  Government  heard  of  very 
active  steps  having  been  taken  by  a 
Governor  in  that  district  to  disoovar 
where  slaves  were  concealed  who  had 
been  run  across  the  Bed  Sea.  A  raid 
was  made  on  Mecca,  Jeddah,  and  some 
other  places,  resulting  in  the  discovery 
of  several  hundred  slaves,  who  reoeirea 
their  manumission.  UndoubtedlT  we 
have  many  difficulties  both  by  land  and 
sea  to  contend  with.  One  of  &»  great 
difficulties  we  have  to  encounter  is  the 
refusal  of  the  French  Govemnent  to 
join  the  other  Ohristian  nations  in  allow- 
ing mntaal  right  of  warah  and  the  o^ 
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tore  of  Teasels  under  the  Freneh  &.»g 
who  aio  found  to  be  engaged  in  the 
SUts  Trade.  The  Treaty  of  1841  be- 
tween Austria,  Qreat  Britain,  France, 
Frassia,  and  Bassia  for  the  suppression 
of  the  African  Slave  Trade  was  assented 
toby  the  representative  of  France;  but 
the  Govemment  of  France  did  not  ratify 
the  Treaty.  France  has  always  been 
jealona  of  permitting  the  ships  of  other 
nationa  to  visit  vessels  flying  ber  fiag 
and^io  the  oase  of  the  Slave  Trade,  to 
ezeroise  the  tight  of  capture.  That  is 
a  very  unfortunate  oiroumstanoe,  be- 
oanee  there  are  great  numbers  of  native 
vessels  which  obtain  licences  from 
French  Oonsular  Agents  on  account 
of  the  protection  which  the  French  flag 
legitimately  gives,  and  which  abuse  it. 
The  abuse  of  the  French  flag  in  the  way 
of  sUvery  ia  not  a  thing  of  yester- 
day. For  half  a  century  it  has 
been  a  matter  of  frequent  report 
ftnd  oon^laint.  I  believe  that  the 
I^noh  Government  and  people  are 
b^  no  means  wanting  in  the  sense  of 
disgrace  which  attaches  to  their  flag  by 
this  abuse,  and  I  know  that  there  are 
French  Consular  aod  Naval  officers  on 
the  East  Ooast  of  Africa  who  were 
BctiTS  in  endeavouring  to  suppress  the 
abuse.  But,  nevermeless,  the  fact 
exists  that  one  of  the  great  hindrances 
to  the  proceedings  of  the  Q-erman  and 
the  British  Naval  officers  on  the  £ast 
Ooast  of  Africa  has  been  the  prevalence 
of  vessels  flying  the  French  flag.  They 
have  only  to  display  theb  papers  to 
secure  immunity  from  capture,  and 
Blares  have  been  landed  ia  the  Island  of 
Pemba,  and  other  places,  within  sight 
of  the  British  and  German  cruisers. 
Something  has  also  been  said  about  the 
Uockade  not  having  been  useful  in  the 
Buppresdou  of  the  Stave  Trade,  and 
having  operated  as  a  hindrance.  That 
is  a  mistake.  Had  it  not  been  for  the 
proclamation  of  a  blockade,  according 
to  the  law  of  nations,  we  should  have 
had  no  right  to  search  French  vessels, 
but  the  blockade  having  been  established 
along  the  great  line  of  coast,  all  vessels 
can  be  visited,  and  it  is  open  to  cruisers 
to  seise  any  vessels  having  slaves  on 
boud,  and  take  them  into  Zanzibar ; 
and  the  result  of  that  power  has  been 
to  paralyze  the  seaborne  Slave  Trade  on 
that  coast.  But  other  remedies  are 
undoubtedly  needed.  The  hoa.  Uem- 
ber  ibr  Poplar  and  others  have  pointed 
oat  the    necessity  of   something  much 


more  vigorous  being  required  to  deter 
persons  from  continuing  this  cruel  and 
devastating  trade.  It  has  been  sug- 
gested that  it  should  be  made  punish- 
able as  piracy  to  carry  slaves,  and  that 
persons  engag.d  in  the  trade  should  be 
sentenced  to  death.  At  present,  as  the 
House  knows  well,  we  have  a  Treaty 
with  many  nations  which  engaged  us 
to  declare  the  Slave  Trade  piraov, 
which  gives  us  mutual  right  of  search, 
and  enables  us  to  carry  vessels  found 
with  slaves  on  board  into  port;  but  the 
traders  can  only  he  tried  according  to 
the  law  of  their  own  country.  In  the 
United  States  men  have  been  executed 
for  the  crime.  It  is  highly  desirable 
that  the  slave-trader  should  be  punish- 
able by  tbe  oounti?  whose  ship  has 
captured  him  and  Wat  the  peoal^  of 
death  should  he  attached  to  the  offence, 
which  involves  not  only  murder,  but 
the  murder  of  many  human  beings  for 
the  enslavement  of  one.  Then,  again, 
it  is  exceedingly  necessary  there  should 
be  a  general  agreement ;  we  should  be 
glad,  therefore,  if  the  Powers  of  Europe 
could  be  induced  to  meet  and  deliberate 
upon  the  moat  suitable  measures  for  the 
purpose  which  tbey  have  long  had  in 
common,  and  if  the  Oovemment  of 
France  could  be  induced  to  join  on 
equal  terms  with  other  nations  and  to 
surrender  an  iuimunity  which  does 
them  no  honour.  The  question  of 
prohibition  of  arms  into  A&ica  is 
a  very  difBcult  question.  Cardinal 
Larigerie,  whose  zeal  and  spirit  of 
benevolence  all  have  recognized,  has 
made  a  proposal  that  a  corps  of 
Volunteers,  supplied  with  funds  to 
the  extent  of  £40,000,  ebould  operate 
under  on  International  Committee  on 
the  line  of  lakes  in  Central  Africa  and 
interfere  with  the  passage  of  slave  cara- 
vans. I  must  say  I  think  a  proposal  of 
that  kind  does  more  honour  to  the 
Cardinal's  heart  than  to  bis  head.  It 
would  be  exceedingly  difficult  and 
dangerous  to  carry  out.  It  was  not 
endorsed  by  the  hon.  Member  fox 
Poplar  in  his  practical  speech,  and  no 
other  Member  of  the  House  has  given 
his  assent  to  it.  But  it  does  not  follow 
that  because  Cardinal  LaTigerie'sscheme 
in  that  respect  does  not  commend  itself 
as  practical  that  something  in  some 
measure  upon  its  lines  may  not  be 
thought  of.  Personally,  I  think  it  is 
not  by  plim^ng  into  the  heart  of  such  a 
country  wiu  a  corps  lorn  mt   natiXL 
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which  must  be  supported  in  oiise  of 
disaster,  that  we  can  best  cope  with  this 
enormooB  traffic.  Slave  huntin?  in  the 
interior  of  Africa  is  of  immemoriu  usage, 
and  BsemB  to  be  ingrained  in  the  habits 
of  the  people.  They  prey  apon  each 
other,  and,  perhaps,  as  in  the  case  of 
the  freebooters  of  old,  it  is  as  much  for 
wild  sport  as  &oni  motiTes  of  plunder 
that  they  eogage  in  it.  But  it  is  so 
widely  spread  and  so  deeply  rooted  in 
their  nabits  that  it  cannot  be  put  down 
by  any  sudden  movement.  It  must  be 
sapped  and  mined;  it  must  be  approached 
by  gradual  operations,  by  the  advance 
of  civilization  from  man;  points  with  a 
settled  purpose,  and  with  common  views 
on  the  part  of  civilized  nations.  We  are 
now  operating  by  means  of  powerful 
companies,  managed  by  men  of  great 
abihty  and  public  spirit,  who  are  ani- 
mated as  much  or  more  by  philanthropic 
motives  as  by  the  desire  for  gain,  and 
the  operation  of  these  companies,  I 
believe,  will  in  a  few  years  produce  a 
Kreat  eETect  on  the  warlike  and  predatory 
habits  of  the  tribes  of  the  interior  of 
Africa.  Now,  the  despatch  addressed 
by  Lord  Salisbury  to  the  Belgian  Oo- 
vernmeot  in  September  last  has  been 
referred  to.  There  is  no  doubt  that  any 
real  effective  measures  ought  to  be  based 
on  united  aetion.  We  must  have  a  cou- 
seusus  of  international  purpose,  and  that 
can  only  be  attained  by  avoiding  all 
international  jealousies.  Had  Her  Ma- 
jaety'sOovemment  themselves  proposed 
a  Cooference  to  deal  with  this  subject,  I 
tnink  we  might  possibly  have  such 
jealousies.  No  such  feeling  whatever 
has  interfered  with  oar  co-operation  with 
Germany  in  the  matter;  but  we  might 
possibly  have  excited  doubts  in  the 
minds  of  some  nations  as  to  our  alto- 
gether disinterested  motives  if  we  had 
ourselves  proposed  a  Conference.  At  all 
events,  it  seemed  to  Her  Uajesty's  Gh)- 
vernment  more  probable  that  such  a 
proposal  would  produce  beneficial  results 
if  made  by  what  I  may  call  a  neutral 
Power.  Hence  Lord  Salisbury,  last 
September,  directed  Her  Majesty's 
Ihfinister  at  Brussels  to  propose  to  the 
Belgian  Oovemment  that  ^ey  should 
take  the  initiative  in  getting  together 
the  Powers  interested  in  the  suppression 
of  the  Slave  Trade,  in  order  to  deliberate 
as  to  further  united  measures  with'  that 
otiject.  The  proposal  was  cordially 
accepted.  The  King  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  Belgium  were  perfectly  ready 
Sir  <l.  /Wytwrn 


to  serve  as  an  intermediary  betveen  the 
Powers.  But,  in  the  meantime,  there 
oDcnrred  those  unfortunate  events  on  the 
East  Ooast  of  Africa  which  rendered 
the  summoning  of  the  Conference  in- 
opportune. It  is,  therefore,  postponed, 
but  not  tint  du.  I  think  that  the 
debate  that  has  taken  place  to-night  can- 
not fail  to  give  a  new  impulse  to  the  move' 
ment ;  and  it  was  one  of  those  impulses 
which,  when  supported  by  all  Portiee  in 
the  House,  as  this  has  been  to-night, 
must  produce  a  powerful  effect  in  this 
county,  and  perhaps  also  abroad.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Honiton  (Sir  J.  Slenna- 
way)  referred  to  the  blockade  of  the 
East  Ooaat  of  Africa,  and  hoped  that 
it  is  approaching  its  end.  I  am  glad  to 
say  that  the  objects  of  that  blockade 
have  been  nearly  attained.  The  effect 
of  our  vigorous  measures  cannot  possibly 
but  be  felt.  With  respect  to  the  re- 
marks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Honiton  Division,  let  me  say  that 
though  it  is  obvious  that  good  results 
cannot  b  e  eipected  from  in  ferior  steamers, 
whose  approach  can  be  discerned  by  the 
slave  dhows,  yet  good  service  has  been 
done  by  the  native  vessels  which  have 
been  fitted  out  for  that  service.  It  is.only 
too  true  that  a  number  of  vessels  have 
eluded  observation,  and  that  a  great 
deal  more  must  be  done  before  the  trade 
can  be  stopped.  It  is  also  true  that 
the  evacuation  of  the  Soudan  baa  led  to 
a  revival  of  the  traffic.  General  Gordon 
had  suppressed  the  trade  on  the  Upper 
Nile,  but,  unfortunately,  since  his  death 
Khartoum  has  become  a  centre  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  and  slaves  are  constantly 
being  sent  to  the  Bed  Sea.  Valuable 
service  has,  indeed,  been  done  by  the 
enterprize  and  missionary  zeal  of 
Englishmen  and  Sool^hmen  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Lake  Nyassa.  The 
Government,  however,  unfortunately  can- 
not guarantee  these  devoted  men  protec- 
tion and  succour ;  but  we  have  expressed 
Durintereatinthem,andwehave,  in  their 
interests,  represented  to  the  Portugueee 
Government  that  they  have  daima 
upon  us  which  we  cannot  disregard. 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Sus- 
sex has  sadly  earned  a  personal  interest 
in  African  affairs.  His  all^ations  of 
participation  in  the  Slave  Trade  of  per- 
sons within  our  Protectorate  on  the 
Gold  Coast  will  receive  attention;  but  as 
to  his  remarks  in  reference  to  the  action 
of  Germany,  I  do  not  think  it  is  neces- 
sary for  me  to  say  more  tbftn  that  I 
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firmly  boliere  it  was  our  duty  to  join 
with  Gtermany  in  Tigoroas  efforts  to  sup- 
press the  sIrto  traffic  on  the  £ast  Coast ; 
and  after  the  painfol  experience  we 
have  had,  I  trust  we  may  proceed  on 
better  lines  to  the  aooomplUhment  of  the 
good  work  on  which  we  have  been  en- 
(CUfed.  As  to  the  loeaeB  suffered  by 
Bntish  Indian  subjects,  we  much  re^et 
these;  but  it  was  beyond  our  power, 
beyond  the  power  of  anyone,  to  prevent 
those  who  are  engaged  in  peaoeful  avo- 
cations from  suffering  loss  when  war- 
like operations  are  proceeding.  These 
British  Indian  subjects  have  earned,  I 
believe,  the  confidence  of  all  parties;  and 
I  make  no  doubt  that  when  quietness  and 
order  is  restored  their  influence  will  con- 
tinue. The  descriptions  of  the  horrors 
of  the  Slave  Trade  we  have  heard  are  not, 
I  believe,  in  the  least  overdrawn.  Oar 
efforts  to  stop  the  traffic  on  land  may 
not  be  effectual;  but  certainly  we  can 
make  snooessful  efforts  to  stop  the  trade 
at  sea.  Every  possible  opportunity  will 
be  taken  to  prevent  the  maesaoree  and 
erueltiee  which  have  made  that  sunny 
land  one  of  the  blackest  spots  on  the 
face  of  the  earth.  In  that  way  we  shall 
perform  the  duty  handed  down  to  us  by 
our  forefathers,  and  shall  ful&l  the 
just  expectations  of  the  country,  whioh 
expects  Her  Majesty's  Govemment  to 
carry  on  this  holy  cause.  And  now 
let  me  say  a  few  words  on ,  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Uember.  1  hope 
that  he  will  recognise  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qovemment  are  in  no  wise 
hostile  to  it.  As  the  Motion  mns,  how- 
ever, it  would  be  hardly  in  aooordanoe 
with  diplomatic  usage.  It  would  be 
more  convenient,  I  think,  and  more 
likely  to  attain  the  object  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  if  he  would  leave  out  the  words 
after  "stepa"  down  to  "devise,"  so 
that  the  Motion  would  read — 

"That  Her  Majesty  would  be  graiuouBly 
pleated  to  take  steps  to  osceitaia  whether  the 
Powers  siKustory  are  wiUing  to  maet  iu  Coii> 
ferenoe  for  the  purpose  of  discuiaiag  luoh 
tnessures  for  itsrepreiuon." 

If  the  hon.  Member  will  be  good  enough 
to  adopt  these  words,  Her  Majesty's 
Govemment  will  be  very  glad  to  accept 
the  Motion. 
•Mb.  8TDNBT  BTJXTON :  Just  a 
word  or  two  in  reply.  I  need  hardly  say 
that  I  am  glad  the  Goveroment  have  so 
oordially  accepted  the  Motion  ;  and  cer- 
tainly I  agree  to  the  amended  form 
proposed,  and  anticipate  that  it  will  be 
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accepted  unanimonsly.  As  to  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  may 
notice  one  omission;  he  did  not  touch 
upon  the  question  of  the  abolition  of  the 
status  of  slavery  which  we  regard  as  one 
of  the  chief  objects  of  an  International 
Conference,  I  will  only  add  that  wo  re- 
cognize, as  I  am  sure  the  oouutry  at  large 
will,  the  intention  of  the  Goverament  to 
move  in  this  matter,  and  that  whether 
the  Government  make  London  the  cen-- 
tral  home  of  the  Oonfereooe  or  prefer  to 
rely  upon  Belgium  as  an  intermediary  is 
to  us  equally  satisfactory. 
*arE  JAMES  FERGU890N:  If  I  may 
be  allowed,  I  would  mention  this  omitted 
point  to  whioh  the  hon.  Member  has 
called  my  attention.  I  am  afraid  that 
there  would  be  great  difficulty  in  Her 
Majesty's  Government  proposing  to  Ma- 
hommedan  countries  to  abolish  the  insti- 
tution of  slavery.  Oompulsory  servitude 
of  a  domestic  character  is  a  different 
thing  from  the  traffic  in  slaves,  and  these 
most  important  and  necessary  reforms 
must  be  gradual.  We  were  unable  to 
abolish  slavery  even  in  Her  Majesty's 
Dominions  without  paying  a  large 
amount  of  eompensation. 
*SiaB.  FOWLEE  (London):  I  only 
rise  to  congratulate  my  hon.  Friend  OQ 
the  success  of  his  Motion,  and  I  trust 
it  may  bear  fruit  and  be  of  great  service 
to  the  cause  of  humanity.  My  hon. 
Friend  has  worthily  upheld  the  traditions 
of  his  family,  as  his  grandfather  advo- 
cated the  cause  in  this  House  for  a  long 
course  of  years. 

*Me.  db  lisle  (Leicester,  Mid) :  It 
is  too  late  now  to  take  up  another  sub- 
ject ;  and  I  may  be  allowed  a  few 
words.  I  would  endorse  the  viewa 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  W. 
Barttelot),  and  urge  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  take  energetic  steps 
against  the  Slave  Trade  carried  on  at  the 
Gold  Coast.  I  may  mention  that  some 
years  ago,  when  I  had  the  honour  of 
serving  in  the  Malay  Peninsular  under 
Sir  F.  Weld,  there  were  districts  under 
the  protection  of  Her  Majesty  the  Queen 
where  slavery  in  a  most  revolting  form 
'  waspractised  by  the  natives  upon  women. 
Although  he  was  assured  that  tointerfere 
with  a  system  which  had  so  long  had 
legal  sanction  would  probably  lead  t^  re- 
bellion, the  Governor  of  the  Straits  Settle- 
ments came  to  the  determination,  after 
full  consideration,  that  it  should  be  put 
down,  and  in  sis  months,  and  without 
any    great    difficulty,    the    system    of 
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debt  slarerf  for  vomen  vaa  put 
ftn  end  to.  Equally  successful,  I  hare 
no  doubt,  would  be  euergetiD  measures 
on  the  Gold  Coast ;  and  I  am  sure  the 
dietiDg^ished  officer  commanding;  there 
would  be  ready  enough  to  give 
effect  to  the  wishes  expressed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  this  direction. 
As  to  other  points,  I  may  say  I  regard 
the  suppression  of  the  Slare  Trade  at 
Jeddah  an  of  the  utmost  importance.  If 
the  Turkish  GuTernment  oannot,  or  will 
not,  use  its  influence  for  the  suppression 
of  the  traBfic,  then  a  gunboat  or  two 
sent  there,  and  preparations  made  to 
bombard  the  town,  would,  I  am  sure, 
hare  the  desired  effect.  This  iafamnus 
trade,  especially  the  mutilation  of  youths 
of  the  male  sex,  without  doubt,  is  fos- 
tered by  the  Caliph  of  the  UahomedHO 
Empire,  and,  therefore,  pressure  should 
be  applied  to  him,  and  the  Sultan  must 
be  made  to  feel  that  his  exiateaoe  in 
Europe  is  simply  tolerated  with  a  view  i 
to  the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade. 
I  sincerely  hope  Hsr  Majesty's  Oovsrn- 
ment  will  induce  France  to  act  in 
Donjunction  with  us  in  ohecking  the 
trade  in  the  Bed  Sea,  and  allow  dhows 
carrying  the  French  flag  to  be  searched 
if  suspected  of  carrying  elares. 
*SiB  J.  PEASE  (Durham,  Barnard 
Castle) :  With  much  pleasure  I  have 
heard  the  declaration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  as  expressed  by  the  Under 
Secretary,  and  I  am  sure  the  country 
will  approve  it.  I  congratulate  my 
bon.  Friend  on  tbe  tone  and  spirit  of 
the  debate  which  has  been  manifested 
on  both  aides. 


Qneetion  put,  and  agreed  to, 

{t.)  Resolved,  That  in  view  of  thspreBentin- 
creaainK  and  eiteading  deaolatiooi  of  Africa 
cauwd  Dy  the  Blave  Trade,  and  also  of  the  Urge 
reapoaaibilitiea  wbioh  European  Nutiona  have 
now  uaunibd  in  reepecl  to  that  Cootinent,  the 
time  haa  oome  when  full  snd  complete  effect 
ihould  be  given  to  thoie  declaratioiu  againat 
the  Slave  Trade  which  irere  delivered  by  the 
Oongreaa  of  Vienna  in  181S  and  by  the  Confer- 
snce  at  Verona  in  1822. 

(S.I  Besolred,  That  an  humble  Addrew  be 
presented  to  Qer  Hajraty,  praying  Her  M^eity 
to  be  graoioualy  pleaeed  to  take  itepa  to  aaoea'- 
tain  whether  the  Powert,  tjiguatorie*  to  the 
Declarationi  agaimt  the  SIbtb  Trade,  are  wil- 
ling to  meet  in  Conferenoe  for  the  paipoaa  of 
devi«iiig  soch  meaanres  for  its  mpreaaion  a* 
may  be  at  tbe  Mme  time  effective  and  in  accord- 
ance wiUi  juatice,  and  under  the  ragulationi  of 
TntemationBl  Iaw. 

To  be  presented  by  Frivy  Cuunoillon. 
Mr.  B,  LMt 


excoND  BEADina. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden) :  As  time  is  short.  I  will  only 
aay  that  I  have  permission  to  State  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  offer  no 
objection  to  this  Bill. 

Mb.  F.  H.  POWELL  (Wigan) :  I 
think  we  ought  to  have  some  explana- 
tion of  it. 

Thb  secretary  to  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Lo»o, 
Wills,  Devizes] :  I  may,  perhaps,  say, 
shortly,  that  the  Government  see  no 
objection  to  the  Bill.  Its  purpose  is 
simply  to  avoid  the  necessity  of  iseuiog 
two  rates  ;  but  it  in  no  way  altera  tbe 
incidence  of  the  rate  or  the  power  now 
vested  in  authorities.  Simply,  it  pro- 
poses that  one  rate  may  be  levied  in- 
stead of  two,  and  is,  in  fact,  the 
application  of  a  principle  that  has  been 
adopted  in  previous  legislation. 

Bill  read  a  sesond  time,  and  oommitted 
for  April  4. 


SKOOITD  BEAD  IN  O. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  long  :  Tbe  Government  oan- 
not possibly  accept  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill ;  and,  looking  at  the  time, 
I  hope  that  no  attempt  will  be  made  to 
proceed  with  it  now. 

Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Fiusbu^,  E.); 
I  must  press  the  Motion  for  Second 
Beading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
"That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,^'  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this 
day  six  months."— ( Ifr.  T'omImim.) 

Question  put,  "That  the  word  'now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided:— Ayes  31; 
Noes  t9. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Beading  put  off  for  six 
mouths. 

And,  it  being  after  One  of  the  olook, 
Mr.  Speaker  adjourned  the  Hooaa 
without  Queadon  put. 
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qUE8TI0N8. 

A  POINT  OP  ORDEB. 
Mb.  CONYBEAEJE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne] :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wisli  to  put  a 
qaeBtioQ  to  70U  apon  a  point  of  Order 
in  reference  to  a  DirieioQ  which  took 
place  at  an  earlv  hour  this  morning, 
upon  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill  of 
m;  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  FiuB- 
bury  (Mr.  J.  BowlaodB).  The  Division 
took  place  immediately  before  I  o'clock 
on  the  Question  that  the  word  "  now  " 
stand  part  of  the  Question.  By  the 
time  the  Division  was  over  it  was 
past  I  o'clock,  and  the  proceedings  of 
the  House  came  to  a  close.  Bat  I  find 
in  the  Minutes  circulated  this  morning 
the  following  entry,  "  Question  put  that 
tiie  word  '  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion. The  House  divided : — Ayea,  31 ; 
Noes  69.— Words  added."  Now,  Sir, 
I  understood  at  the  time  that  you  did 
not  put  those  words  as  a  separate 
Motion  on  account  of  1  o'clock  having 
been  reached.  If  that  be  so,  I  would 
aak  that  the  Minutes  should  be  amended 
so  that  before  the  words  "  on  this  day 
six  months  "  be  added  it  may  be  com- 
petent far  hon.  Gentlemen  to  move 
another  Amendment. 

*Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  OenUe- 
man  is  in  error.  I  distinotiy  put  to  the 
House  the  Question  "that  the  words 
'  on  this  day  six  months '  be  added." 

Mb.  OONTBEABE  :  What  I  wish  to 
know  is  whether,  on  an  oooasion  like 
that,   before  the  words,  "this  day  six 
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months  "  are  added,  it  Is  not  oompetent 
for  any  hon.  Member  to  propose  a 
further  Amendment  instead  of  six 
months — say,  two  months  or  on  this 
day  fortnight  ? 
*Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  universal  prac- 
tice was  followed,  and  such  an  Amend- 
ment as  the  hon.  Member  suggests  would 
have  been  inadmissible. 

THE  "  FROG'S  MARCH." 
Mr.  PIOKERSQILL  (Bethnol  Green  r 
S.W.] :  I  wish  to  put  a  question  to  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment of  which  I  gave  notice  last  week,, 
and  which  I  intended  to  raise  on  the 
Motion  for  Adjournment  last  night — 
namely,  whether  the  attention  of  the 
Home  Office  has  been  called  to  the  case 
of  Samuel  Mahoney  who  died  on  Fridajr 
last  while  being  conveyed  to  a  police 
station  by  what  is  known  as  the  "fxog'B 
march."  I  am  anxions  to  obtain  an  ex- 
pression of  opinion  that  in  all  cases  of 
tide  kind  it  is  extremely  desirable  that 
the  body  of  ttie  deceased  should  b» 
examined  by  a  medical  man  uncon- 
nected with  the  polioe.  My  object  in. 
rising  now  is  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  it  is  now  too  late,  even  in 
this  instance,  to  act,  and  direct  that  the- 
body  of  Samuel  MtthoDey  shall  be  ex- 
amined by  an  independent  medical 
"fleer? 

Thr  under  8ECRETAET  of 
STATE  FOR  THB  HOME  DEPABT- 
MENT  (Mr.  Stuakt  Wobtlby,  Sheffield, 
Hallam)  :  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  given  directions 
that  an  inquiry  should  be  made  into 
this  case,  bat  the  result  of  that  inqaiiy 
has  not  yet  oome  to  hand.  I  will  com- 
municate to  my  right  hon,  Friend  the 
substance  of  uie  rranarks  which  harfr 
been  mode  by  the  hon.  Membw. 
3  L 
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Hb.  FIGKEBSQILL:  I  am  mooh 
obliged,  and  I  beg  to  Bay  that  I  will 
return  to  the  sabject  on  the  liotdon  for 
A^jonrnment  this  erening. 

FOOT-AND-MOUTH  DISEASE. 

Ub.  CHAFUN  (Lincolnahire,  Slea- 
ford) :  I  hsTa  a  question  to  pnt  to  the 
noble  Lord  the  Tieej  Chamberlain  of 
which  I  have  onl;  given  him  short 
notice,  and,  if  he  prefers  to  pye  an 
answer  to-morrow,  I  will  pnt  a  further 
queetion  then,  although  the  case  is  very 
urgent.  I  wish  to  ask  him  whether  it 
is  tme,  aa  reported,  that  four  oargoea  of 
eheep  have  been  shipped  from  G'ermany 
suffering  from  foot-and-mouth  disease, 
and  that  the;  have  been  landed  at  four 
different  ports  in  this  country — Hartle- 
pool, Grimsby,  Deptford,  and  Hnll  ? 
Oan  the  noble  Lord  give  any  informa- 
tion as  to  the  oircumstanoes  of  the  case  ? 

The  vice  chamberlain  (Vis- 
oonnt  Lkwibhau,  Lswisham) :  I  regret 
to  Bay  that  the  facts,  as  stated  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  are  correct.  I  am 
not,  at  the  present  moment,  in  a  position 
to  make  any  further  statement,  but  I 
will  endeavour  to  obtain  further  infor- 


THE  DEATH  OF  MR.  BaiGHT. 

•Thb  first  lord  of  thb  TBEA- 
fiUHT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand) :  I 
desire  to  refer  for  a  moment  to  a  subject 
which  I  am  sure  has  been  the  oo- 
caBion  of  great  sorrow  to  every  Mem- 
ber of  this  House.  News  has  reached 
the  House  in  the  course  of  the  last  few 
minutes  of  the  death  of  one  of  its  Mem- 
bers, for  whom  every  Membor  has 
always  entertained  the  highest  respect. 
i  feel  that  in  the  absence  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  tor  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone),  with  whom  the 
late  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  was  associated  during  a  great 
part  of  hisoaraer,  it  would  not  be  fitting 
or  convenient  that  I  should  refsr  at  any 
length  to  the  miafortane  that  has  be- 
fallen the  country.  Therefore,  Sir,  I 
desire  to  postpone  any  referenoe  to  the 
ovent  until  Friday  next,  when  I  under- 
stand the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Hid  Lothian  will  be  here  in 
hie  place. 

«Mr.  J.  MORLET  (NewoaaUe-on- 
^^ne) :  Sir,  I  beg  to  express,  on  the 


senseof  the  oonsiderateness  shown  by  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  in  postponing  his 
remarks  until  the  arrival  of  the  only 
man,  on  this  side  of  the  House  at  least, 
who  could  give  a  full  expression  to  the 
sentiment  of  deep  regret  with  which 
we  have  heard  of  this  incident.  Un- 
fortunately for  ua  in  this  quarter  of  the 
House,  it  has  been  onr  lot  to  be  divided 
from  Mr.  Bright  on  the  great  contro- 
versy of  the  day.  But  I  am  sure  that, 
heavily  as  we  have  felt  the  weight  and 
power  of  his  opposition,  it  has  never 
m  the  smalleat  dogrse  impaired  our 
gratitude,  our  veneration,  and  our  affec- 
tion for  him.  I  believe  the  deepest 
feeling  in  the  minda  of  many  of  ns  has 
been  one  of  heartfelt  regret  that  his 
laat  days  should  have  in  any  degree 
been  clouded  or  made  less  happy  by 
division  &om  the  oomrades  and  feUow- 
workers  of  a  lifetinie.  We  have  lost  a 
great  orator.  We  have  lost  one  who,  in 
his  day  and  generation,  was  a  most 
wise  counsellor.  We  have  lost  a  true 
and  faithful  lover  of  his  country. 

ORDERS  OF  TBE  DAT. 


CONSOLIDATED    FUND  (No.  2)  BILL. 
OOUIflTTKX. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Olanae  1. 

Sib  Q.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy): 
In  rinng  to  move  in  Hue  18  to  leave 
out  "29,000"  and  insert  "23,000,"  I 
wish  to  avail  myBclf  of  the  opportunity 
of  calling  attention  to  the  conduct  of 
the  Colonial  Office  in  connection  with 
the  alienatiou  of  what  I  may  call  the 
last  half  million  of  square  milea  of  land 
in  South  Africa  which  are  available 
for  the  emigration  of  the  poor  of  this 
country. 

The  CHAIBHAN  :  Order,  order  I 
The  observationB  which  the  hon. 
Member  proposes  to  make  on  that  topio 
will  not  be  relevant  to  the  present  Bui. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  The  Bill  deals 
with  the  Vote  for  the  Colonial  OfBoe. 

Thx  CHAIRHAN  :  There  is  nothing 
in  the  Bill  which  applies  specially  to  the 
Colonial  Offioe.  Th.a  only  Amendment 
permissible  is  an  AmmdnteDt  for  the 
rednotion  of  the  sum  mentioned  in  the 
Bill. 
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8iK  O.  OAUPBELL:  That  is  what  I 
meant  to  moT«. 

Thb  CHAIBHAN  :  But  inasmuch  as 
-the  moufly  is  not  intended  for  any  par- 
ticular eenioe,  it  would  be  irregular  to 
«ateT  into  the  diseassion  of  a  particular 

Clause  I  agreed  to. 


Bill  reported  without  Amendment,  to 
be  read  3'  to-monow. 

BEMOVAL  OP  WRECKS  ACT  (1S77) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.  (No.  3.) 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 
*Sia  E.  BIEKBEOK  (Norfolk,  E.): 
Tn  moving  the  Second  BMdiog  of  this 
Bill  it  wiU  not  be  necessary  for  me  to 
take  up  the  time  of  the  House  by  ex- 
plaining the  provisions  of  the  measure. 
Everybody  must  realize  how  extremely 
important  it  is  that  no  obstacle  should 
«ziat  that  might  in  any  way  jeopardize 
or  impede  the  great  work  of  saving  life 
at  sea — a  faaurdous  operation  at  all 
times,  but  mo«t  espedaUy  so  at  night, 
when  lifeboats  often  have  to  go  out 
-to  vessels  in  danger,  in  order  to 
save  the  lives  of  the  crews.  When  the 
Bill  for  the  removal  of  wrecks  was  be- 
fore this  House  in  1877  the  question  of 
the  safety  of  vesseb  in  navigable  waters 
vas  alone  before  the  House,  and  the 
<tuestioii  as  regards  the  safety  of  those 
engaged  in  lifeboat  work  was,  as  far  as 
I  am  aware,  not  disoussed  at  all.  The 
two  sections  of  the  Bill  which  related 
to  the  removal  of  wreck  were  Sections  4 
and  S.  Section  4  gave  power  to  the 
harbour  and  oonservauoy  authorities 
-to  remove  wreck,  and  Section  5  gave 
power  to  the  general  lighthouse  autho- 
rity also  to  remove  wreck.  But  since 
1877  great  stridea  have  been  made  in 
the  work  of  the  saving  of  life  around 
our  coast,  and  I  venture  to  say  that 

giblic  opinion  is  more  than  ever  in 
voor  of  legislation  of  this  character, 
and  that  nothing  onght  to  stand  in  the 
way  of  the  best  measures  for  saving  the 
lives  of  the  crews  of  shipwreoked  vessels. 
T  hope  that  hon.  Uembera  have  read  the 
admirable  speech  which  was  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  "^et  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain) laet  week,  at  the  annual  meeting 


of  the  Boyal  National  lifeboat  Institu- 
tion, on  the  question  of  saving  life  at 
sea.  In  my  opinion,  it  was  undoubtedly 
a  great  overught  and  omission  that  the 
Bemoval  of  Wrecks  Act  of  1877  con- 
tained no  power  for  removing  wrecks 
that  were  dangerous  to  the  work  of 
saving  life— a  work  that  our  gallant 
fishermen  and  OoastgUBTdsmen  and 
others  are  always  ready  to  undertake 
at  the  risk  of  their  own  lives,  however 
great  the  danger  may  be.  I  feel 
very  strongly  that  dangerous  obstacles, 
Buoh  as  wrecks  either  near  the  shore 
or  in  the  vicinity  of  a  lifeboat  station  or 
wrecks  on  outlying  sands,  should  no 
longerbeleftasthey  now  are  to  jeopar- 
dise the  lives  of  the  gallant  men  who 
man  our  lifeboats.  As  regards  the 
question  of  what  is  an  obstruction  or 
danger  to  navigation  is  defined  in  the 
Bemoval  of  Wrecks  Act,  1877.  It  is 
simply  that — 

"WhereTST  there  ia  a  wreck  or  portion  Ot 
wreck  that  ii  in  navigable  waters,  lapposed  to 
be  an  obstractioD  or  a  dangsr  to  nstigation, 
the  authorities  shall  have  power  to  remove  it.'> 
But  if  a  vessel  is  wrecked  in  the  vieisity 
of  any  lifeboat  station  around  our  coast 
and  it  ia  in  such  a  position,  either  on 
account  of  the  state  of  the  tide  or  the 
state  of  the  wind,  that  in  some  cases  life- 
boats absolutely  cannot  be  launched 
until  there  is  a  change  of  the  wind  or  a 
change  of  the  tide,  then  I  say  that  there 
ought  to  be  power  to  remove  suoh  an 
obstacle.  It  is  of  no  use  to  argue  that 
a  lifeboat  can  be  launched  so  many 
hundred  yards  on  one  side  or  the  other, 
becauee  at  many  of  the  lifeboat  stations 
it  is  absolutely  impossible  to  launch  the 
lifeboat  except  from  a  slipway  attached 
to  the  lifeboat  house  itself.  If  a  life- 
boat is  launched  on  either  side  of  a 
wreck  to  try  and  avoid  it,  thers  are, 
in  many  places,  still  more  dangeroua 
obstacles  in  the  shape  of  breakwaters, 
rooks,  and  other  impediments,  and 
therefore  I  oontend  that  where  a  wreck 
is  oppoeite  a  lifeboat  station,  endangering 
the  Ufeboat  services,  it  ought  to  be  re- 
moved. Then,  as  r^ards  wrecks  on 
outlying  sands,  that  le  another  mat- 
ter of  very  great  importance,  not  only  to 
the  lifeboat  service,  but  to  the  work  of 
saving  ships.  There  are  many  oases 
where  a  vessel  in  thick  weather  or  a 
snowstorm  is  driven  on  a  sand  bank.  It 
may  be  just  on  the  very  e^e  of  the 
hank;  a  portion  of  the  wreck  may  be 
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in  deep  water,  sad  if  it  is  a  wooden 
veseel,  in  all  probability  after  the  firet 
two  or  three  galea  of  wind  it  would  be 
knocked  to  pieces  and  blown  away.  Bnt 
that  is  not  the  oaae  if  the  vessel  IB  aoom- 
poeite  er  an  iron  Tesael.  In  aooh  oases 
it  often  oocurs  that  the  vessel  may 
main  lor  years,  not  intaot,  perhaps,  but 
with  part  of  her  ribs  or  stamps  stuck 
out  ol  water,  and  possibly  only  visible 
at  dead  low  water.  This  is  a  eouioe  of 
very  g;reat  dan^r,  and  I  am  informed 
that  in  many  cases  where  a  vessel  has 
gone  on  the  sand  in  the  vicinity  of  one 
of  these  wrecks,  the  tugs  in  trying  to 
tow  off  the  vessel  from  the  sand  have 
been  in  ver^  great  danger.  I  have 
been  aasnred  by  the  master  of  a  tng  that 
it  would  be  of  great  benefit  if  there 
were  power  to  remove  such  wrecks  &om 
the  edges  of  a  sand  bank,  and  that  it 
would  greatly  facilitate  the  work  of 
saving  stranded  vessels.  I  hope  that 
every  shipowner  will  consider  that  point 
if  ho  has  any  doubt  on  the  subject.  I 
do  not  wish  to  apeak  entirely  from  hear- 
say, bnt  I  can  prove  my  case  by  facta. 
Laat  September  I  went  out  in  a  lifeboat 
five  miles  from  Great  Yarmouth  on  the 
ooast  of  Norfolk,  to  see  the  remaina 
of  a  compoaite  vessel — the  Andmuda. 
I  went  out  at  dead  low  water,  and 
the  vessel  whose  remains  I  saw  had 
been  lying  thwe  for  upwards  of  six 
montha.  I  was  able  clearly  to  realize 
that  if  it  had  been  a  dark  night  with  a 
strong  apring  tide  running  the  lifeboat 
might  have  atruok  one  of  the  riba  of 
this  vessel  and  must  have  been  lost. 
Sven  the  lifeboat  men  themselves, 
although  they  might  have  had  cork 
jackets  on,  must  have  been  swept  away 
and  would  have  perished  in  a  short 
time  from  cold  and  exposure.  Perhaps 
I  may  be  allowed  to  read  the  following, 
whioh  I  have  received  from  the  ooz- 
swain  of  the  Gaister  lifeboat.  The 
letter  ia  dated  December  35th,  tSSS, 
nd  the  writer  aaya — 

"  Wa  were  ont  with  oat  large  lUaboat  a  hit 
nights  ago  in  a  desM  fog  to  the  OroM  Sand  in 
anlver  to  gnni,  but  we  could  not  find  tha  ihip. 
Wa  oToiMd  oTer  tba  aand  several  timea  and  u] 
our  fear  wai  the  wreck  of  the  Andromtda, 
■bniild  the  Ufaboat  have  rtnick  the  wreck,  with 
onr  eiew  of  30  men  «o  tar  from  the  tdiore,  what 
veold  have  bMQ  the  cotuaquMice  F  I  have 
t«en  looUngotthe  wrack  to-da;  with  the  glass 
from  the  boat  shed,  and  it  remains  about  the 
■ante  a*  it  waa  when  you  went  out  with  me  in 
the  lifeboat.  I  know,  dear  Sir,  that  yoa  are 
doing  your  dot]'  in  tr3nng  to  get  tlte  wreck  re- 
8ir  E.  Siribsek 


There  are  very  strong  reasoos  why  the 
crew  of  this  lifeboat  should  have  called 
my  attention  to  that  wreck,  inaamuoh  as 
in  the  year  1886,  mi  the  Slst  of  Jnfyr 
they  heard  signals  of  distress.  It  waa 
peif  eotl;  smooth  water,  and  in  order  to 
save  time  they  did  not  launch  the  life- 
boat, but  put  off  in  a  yawl.  After  pro- 
ceeding about  two  miles  she  suddenly 
struck  upon  a  sunken  wreck  ana 
immediately  sank,  and  oat  of  a  crew 
of  15  men  eight  of  the  poor  fellows  were 
drowned.  Yet  only  the  previous  winter 
these  same  men  had  saved  thelivea  of  th» 
crew  of  that  very  veseel.  1  have  no  de- 
sire to  give  to  this  lifeboat  station  inor» 
praise  titan  is  due  to  it,  bnt  I  may  menv 
tion  as  amattai  of  fact  that  since  1858 
this  station,  with  two  boats,  have  saved. 
1,143  lives.  £  may  quote  another  statioir 
whore  there  are  well-known  ontlying 
sands  of  great  danger — namely.  Bams- 
gate  and  the  Goodwin  Sands.  Sines' 
1865,  theBamsgate  lifeboat  has  saved 
898  lives.  The  same  may  be  aaid  of 
many  other  lifeboat  atationa,  and  it 
shows  how  important  it  is  that  steps- 
should  be  taken  and  power  given  to  re- 
move these  hidden  dangers.  Let  me 
remind  the  House  that  lifeboats  are 
bound  to  put  off  at  onoe.  There  most 
be  ao  hesitation  and  no  delay.  They 
must  go  the  straighteat  oourae, 
and  on  a  dark  night  a  green 
wreck  buoy  near  a  sunken  wreck 
ia  of  no  use,  becauae  the  crew  would, 
be  unable  to  see  it  befiure  they 
were  on  to  the  wreck  itseU.  I  have 
made  inquiries  of  the  Trinity  Board 
whetiier  tbere  are  any  other  means  of 
enabling  a  lifeboat  to  avoid  a  sunken, 
wreck.  It  haa  been  8u^;ested  that  the 
newly  invented  gas  buoys  might  be  put 
down,  but  it  ie  imposrible  to  carry  out 
that  arrangement  all  around  the  coast. 
I  have  been  told  that  there  is  no  meanK 
of  getting  over  the  difficulty  except  the 
one  whioh  I  propose — namely,  the 
amendment  of  the  Act  of  1877.  As  & 
matter  of  fact,  the  Trinity  Board  some- 
times  remove  wrecks  not  in  navigablfr 
waters  that  are  within  a  few  hundred 
yards  of  the  buoys  whioh  show  the  navi- 
gable water.  They  have  done  ao  faeeanse 
they  oonsidered  that  although  snch 
wrecks  were  not  within  navigable 
waters  strictly  speaking,  atiU  the  tuga 
in  many  inatanoee  had  bees  in  great 
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jeopardy  of  beings  wrecked  tkemaelves 
in  trying  to  get  off  vessels  from  the 
sand.  I  understand  that  some  ship- 
owners consider  that  I  have  no  right  to 
CQ^feet  that  there  should  be  further 
<lhargea  on  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund 
in  respect  of  this  Bill  if  the  House  can- 
aenta  to  pase  it.  At  the  present  time  the 
Mercantile  Marine  Fund  is  charged  to 
-the  extent  of  £12,000  a  year  in  rexpect 
of  the  earing  of  life,  bat  the  greater 
portion  of  that  amount  is  paid  in  con- 
seotton  with  the  rocket  serrioe.  Two 
lifeboats  belonging  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  are  maintained  out  tA  that  fund, 
and  the  expenses  connected  with  the 
Bemoral  of  Wrecks  Act,  1877,  also  came 
out  of  that  fund.  Now  I  do  not  think 
that  if  this  Bill  paMos  tha  charges  im- 
posed upon  the  Meroantile  Marine  Fund 
will  be  greatly  augmented.  There  are 
not  many  cases  in  which  wrecks  would 
hareto  be  remored,  but  from  timeto  time 
mch  oasea  will  oocor.  At  preaentl  know 
■of  eix,  five  in  England  and  one  in 
Ireland,  all  of  which  are  sources  of  very 
fpteat  danger.     I  do  not   believe  that 

Scat  demands  would  be  made  on  the 
ercantile  Marine  Fjind,  especially  if 
-the  work  were  carried  out  in  the  summer 
time ;  by  that  means  the  expenses 
would  ba  ve^  much  minimized.  The 
■Committee  otLloyd's  have,  I  understand, 
written  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
4izging  them  to  support  this  Bill.  The 
wm}le  of  the  pilots  of  the  United  King- 
dom are  strongly  in  favour  of  it,  and  I 
would  suggest  to  the  House  that  if  it 
(roes  to  a  Second  Reading  the  words  in 
'Clause  4,  "  of  the  Boysl  National  Life- 
boat lustitution"  should  be  struck  out. 
I  admit  that  it  was  an  error  to  introdnae 
^at  reference,  beoanse  as  a  matter  of 
fact  there  are  two  boots  belonging  to  the 
Soardo{Tnide,and  tUrt^  others  belong- 
ing to  volnntanr  aaaooiations.  I  am  also 
ready  to  amead  Clause  4  by  adding  at 
4he  end  the  words—"  Provided  that  in 
•the  case  of  obatmetion  or  danger  to  life- 
boats no  expenditure  shall  be  incurred 
4>y  the  General  lighthouse  Authority 
oxoept  with  the  previous  sanction  of  the 
.Boanl  of  Trade."  I  hops  that  that  sug- 
^eetioa  will  satisfy  my  right  bon.  Friend 
die  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
Struattiie  Hoosewill  realize  the  great im- 
^poitanoeofthe  work  of  aaving  life  around 
onr  coast  by  reading  the  Bill  a  seoond 
•time.  I  oonndar  that  every  poerible 
^noonragement  shonld  be  given  to  this 
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I  work.  In  this,  the  greatest  meroautile 
country  in  the  world,  we  ought  to  be 

'  foremost  in  doing  our  utmost  in  saving 
the  lives,  not  only  of  our  own  sailors, 
but  of  foreigners  and  fisharmen.  I 
have  been  asked  why  I  have  not  pro- 
vided for  obstructions  that  are  detri- 
mental to  other  services  besides  the 
lifeboat  service,  and  especially  in  con- 
nection with  the  fishing  interest.  I 
wonld  remind  those  hon.  Members  who 
desire  that  such  a  proposal  should  be 
embodied  in  the  Bill  that  fishing  vessels 
do  not  pay  light  dues,  and,  therefore,  it 
would  not  be  fair  to  charge  the  Mercan- 
tile Marine  Fund  with  that  expenditnre. 
With  these  remarks,  I  beg  to  move  the 
Second  Beading  of  the  Bm. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— C  air  £.  Birkheek.) 

«Ha.  MABJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) :  My  hon.  Friend  opposite  has 
very  clearly  stated  the  reasons  for  this 
Bill,  and  X  have  great  confidence  that 
the  House  will  consent  to  read  it  a  second 
time.  The  proposal  is  altogether  of  a 
non-Party  character,  as  I  think  will  be 
evident  from  the  names  on  the  back  of 
the  Bill,  for  a  more  incongruous  lot, 
from  a  Party  political  point  of  view, 
could  hardly  be  got  together.  There 
is  but  one  motive  in  regard  to  this  Bill. 
On  this  we  are  perfectly  homogene- 
ons,  and  there  is  no  personal  or  money 
interest  in  the  matter  whatever.  Th« 
only  desire  is  to  help  our  seafaring 
population  at  a  time  when  the  ser- 
vices they  are  rendering  in  the  cause 
of  humanity  should  command  the 
sympathy  and  respect  of  the  people  of 
this  country.  When  a  vessel  is  in 
danger  these  brave  men  go  out  to  save 
the  crew  at  the  risk  of  their  own  lives ; 
b«m  this  point  of  view  I  think  the  Bill 
should  receive  the  approbation  of  this 
House.  It  would  be  carrying  Con- 
servatism to  an  altogether  unheard-of 
pitch  to  advocate  as  demrable  the  reten- 
tion, in  the  gniss  of  ancient  monuments, 
dangerons  wrecks  dotted  around  the 
coast.  I  am  sure  they  are  neither  use- 
ful nor  ornamental,  and  it  must  be 
evident  without  any  argument  whatever 
that  the  h(»rible  skeletons  of  ships 
which  have  gone  to  pieces  on  our  shores 
oan  be  productive  of^nothing  but  danger 
to  seafaring  men.  I  do  not  think  it 
is  neeeesaiy  to  say  more  in  order  to 
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a  I  and  iai«e,  remove,  or  deaboy  Qie  whole  or  Any- 
put  of  tbo  veanl,  and  may  light  or  btioy  taxy- 
such  vewel  or  part  until  the  ni«iiig,  mnovalr 
dettraoUon  thereof,  aod  ma}-  lell,  in  «ach 
nnar  as  they  think  fit,  any  tsbkI  or  part  m> 
Taiaed  or  remOTed,  and  alao  any  other  property 
recovered  in  the  ezeroiae  of  their  powen  ondor 
thie  Act." 

This  provinon  is  earned  much  farther- 
by  Seotion  S,  which  eaya — 

Where   any   Teasel  ii  snnk,  atnuided,   or 
abandoned  in  any  fair  way,  or  on  the  ae«— 

Of  course,  there  is  a  conaideration- 
which  I  am  afraid  that  hon.  Members- 
ma;  have  lightly  passed  orer,  and  that 
is,  if  yon  eztand  the  prorisiana  for  th»- 
removal  of  what  the  rig-ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Berwickshire  (Mr. 
Uaijoribank«)  calls  "ancient  mona-- 
menta "  where  is  the  money  to  come 
from?  Atpresect.  theremoTalofwreokB 
imposes  a  sarions  burden  upon  the  Con- 
serranoy  and  Harbour  Authorities,  which 
authorities  are  charged  with  the  removal 
of  wrecks  under  the  Act.  In  certain 
eventualities,  my  hon.  Frimd  says,  the 
Mercantile  Marine  Fund  oughtto  bear  th» 
expense.  I  ask  the  attention  of  the  Houae- 
to  the  speech  of  my  hon. Friend,  and  beg 
hon.  Members  tti  note  that  la  a  period  of 
1 1  years  which  has  passed  since  tbe  Be- 
moral  of  Wrecks  Act  was  carried,  my 
hon.  Friend  has  not  been  able  to  obtain 
for  quotation  (with  one  exception  ]  a  single- 
case  where  there  has  been  an  accident 
owing  to  the  non-removal  of  a  wreck, 
and  r  must  say  that  if  there  had  been 
any  actual  danger  I  think  my  hon. 
Friend  would  hare  been  able  to  have 
obtained  a  list  of  snch  oases.  I  think 
that  speaks  volumes  for  my  oontention 
that  every  necessary  iirovision  is  made 
by  the  Act  of  1877.  I  will  take  the- 
case  of  the  Hnmber  Conservancy  Com- 
missioners, who,  at  the  present  timer 
have  no  power  to  levy  does  oa  ahippingr 
or  to  raise  the  neoosaary  funds  for  re- 
moving wrecks.  The  funds  of  these- 
Commissioners  are  raised  by  private- 
contributions  from  railway  and  dock 
authorities  interested  in  the  efficient 
navigation  of  the  Hnmber,  and  I  eon- 
tend  that  if  this  Bill  were  psued  it  would 
involve  very  serious  oonseqnenoes  to- 
the  Board.  Then,  agun,  in  order  to 
give  an  illustration  of  the  practical 
and  possible  working  of  the  provieinne 
of  the  Bill,  I  may  mention  that  in  the 
Humber,  on  the  north  shore  of  the- 
river  at  Bperm  Point,  the  Hall  Tiinit^ 


induce  the  House  to  read  the 
second  time. 

Ms.  QBOTRIAN  (HuU,  E.) :  In  the 
absence  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bristol  (Colonel  Hill),  who  is  at  this 
moment  engaged  at  the  meeting  of  the 
Associated  Chambers  of  Commerce,  I 
beff  to  move,  as  an  Amendment,  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  this  day  six 
months.  I  feel  the  difficulty  of  the 
position  I  am  taking,  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  I  have  to  contend  against 
some  of  the  considerations  which 
have  been  put  forward  very  forcibly 
hj  the  bon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
East  Norfolk  (Sir  E.  Birkbeok)  in 
support  of  the  Bill.  I  may,  however, 
be  allowed  to  say  that  in  every  expres- 
sion of  opinion  to  which  he  has  given 
utterance  in  praise  of  tbe  action  oi  tbe 
noble  men  who  man  our  lifeboats  I  en- 
tirely concur.  Their  deeds  have  not 
only  commanded  the  admiration  of  this 
country,  but  have  presented  a  bright 
example  to  the  rest  of  the  world.  I 
entirely  support  everything  the  hon. 
Baronet  has  said  in  regara  to  the  de- 
sirability of  removing  any  obstruction 
to  the  efficient  performanoe  of  the  duties 
of  the  lifeboat  service ;  but  I  oontend 
that  there  is  no  necessity  for  this  Bill, 
and  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  show  that 
my  bon.  Friend  has  hardly  made  oat  a 
good  case,  apart  &om  the  sentimental 
considerations  which  have  no  donbt  pro- 
perly influenced  him,  and  may  possibly 
influence  other  Members  of  tbis  House. 
At  all  events  I  hope  that  we  shall  give 
an  impartial  and  a  thorough  examina- 
don  to  a  Bill  of  this  sort,  which  I  shall 
endeavour  to  show,  although  it  is  ap- 
pareiftly  very  simple  in  its  clauses,  is  of 
a  very  wide  and  Ear-reaching  character. 
Tbe  first  question  to  consider  is  what 
tbe  proposal  involves,  and  whether  there 
ia  any  real  neoeaaity  for  it.  I  hope  the 
House  will  bear  with  me  while  I  quote 
the  provisions  of  the  existing  Act  of 
1877  which  is  sought  to  be  amended  by 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Baronet.  It  is  an 
Act  to  facilitate  the  removal  of  wrecks 
obstnicting  navigation,  and  Seotion  4 
provides  that — 

"  Where  any  Teaiel  ii  sunk,  itranded,  or  ahttn- 
doned  in  any  harboor  or  tidal  water  under  the 
jniiadiction  of  a  harbour  or  conaerrancy 
anthority,  or  in  or  near  any  spproooh  thereto, 
in  sach  manner  as  in  the  opinion  of  the 
aathority  to  be,  or  be  likely  to  become,  on 
obstruction  or  danMr  to  nangation  in  the 
harbour,  the  anthonty  may  take 
Hr.  Mnjmiimtt 
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House  aatborities  hare  for  many  jean 
maintam«d  at  their  own  expense  a  life- 
boat, which  has  rendered  moat  valuable 
Berrioes  indeed.  That  boat  has  a  eplen* 
did  record ;  bnt  the  Hull  Trinity  Corpora- 
tion are  not  in  favonr  of  the  Amendment 
proposed  b;  my  hon.  Friend's  Bill, 
DOT  are  the  Humber  Conservancy,  and 
their  contention  is  that  it  is  entirely 
imneceaaary,  b;  reason  of  the  pronsion 
which  already  exists.  On  the  opposite 
shore,  at  the  entrance  to  the  Linooln- 
ahire  ooast,  there  is  a  station  under  the 
charge  of  the  Xatioual  Lifeboat  Institu- 
tion. On  the  shore,  some  few  years  ago 
there  was  a  violent  gale,  and  33  wreoss 
took  place.  Those  wrecks  are  driven 
biKh  and  dry  at  certain  st&tee  of  the 
tide;  and  if  the  Bill  is  passed  it  would 
be  contended  (hat  those  wrecks,  which 
took  place  so  long  ago,  ought  to  be 
removed.  The  consequence  would  he 
that  very  heavy  and  unneosssaiy  ex- 
pense would  be  thrown  on  tbe  aathority. 
I  hope  it  will  be  quite  oaderstood  that, 
in  moving  that  this  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  this  day  six  months,  I  am  not  in 
any  way  antagonistic  to  the  Boyal 
National  Lifeboat  Institutiou — an  in- 
Htitution  which  I  cordially  support,  and 
which  I  believe  merits  the  eulogies  cast 
upon  it.  But  I  do  ask  the  House  seri- 
ously to  oonaider,  before  allowing  the 
Bill  to  become  law,  whether,  in  the 
first  place,  it  is  really  seceseary — 
whether  the  demanda  are  not  entirely 
met  by  the  provisions  of  the  Act  which 
it  proposes  to  amend ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  to  remember  that  no  pro- 
vision is  made  for  the  very  serious  extra 
liability  it  will  throw  anon  Harbonr 
Oonservancy  and  other  auUiortties. 

Un.  MAOLtJ&E  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Stretford)  :  I  beg  to  second  the  Motion. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Qnestion  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  six  months." — (  Mr.  Orotrian.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'now '  stand  part  of  the  QueeUon." 
•Ma.  PENE08E  FITZGERALD 
(Oambridge) :  I  will  endeavoar  as  far 
as  posaible  to  answer  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down, 
but  it  is  somewhat  difficult,  because  he 
has  read  out  to  the  House  the  oom< 
menoement  of  two  secttons  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament  whioh  bears  upon  the  case, 
stopping  abort  at  the  actual  part  which 
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has  any  bearing  whatever  on  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  now  before  the  House. 
Our  contention  is  that  the  Bill  is  neces- 
sary for  the  purpose  of  removing 
wrecks  in  shallow  water,  where  suob 
wrecks  "  are  not  in  the  way  of  naviga- 
tion," which  are  the  obstruotionB  ^O' 
vided  for  by  the  Act  of  1877.  Th» 
wrecks  to  which  this  Bill  will  apply  are 
not  directly  in  the  way  of  large  vessels, 
but  they  are  in  the  way  of  all  small 
vessels  by  day  and  by  night.  They  are 
sometimes  even  barely  visible  in  the 
daytime,  and  at  nigfat  their  whereabouts 
can  be  indicated  only  by  lighting,  which. 
is  more  costly  than  buiwing  them  up 
with  dynamite.  Some  of  these  wrecks 
are  directly  in  the  way  of  the  launching 
slips  of  the  Lifeboat  Institution,  and 
can  only  with  difficulty  be  avoided. 
Not  very  long  ago  there  was  a  wreck 
lying  almost  directly  in  front  of  the  step 
of  the  Cromer  lifeboat.  The  boat  baa 
to  ^  within  a  few  fathoms  of  it  every 
time  she  was  launched,  and  at  night,  or 
when  the  weather  was  thick  or  snowing, 
I  would  defy  auy  coxswain  steering  the 
lifeboat  to  avoid  coming  into  collisian 
with  it  it  chance  took  'him  in  its  dizeo- 
tion.  It  must  be  remembered  that  in 
rough  weather  on  the  East  Coast  the  life- 
boats get  out  to  save  life  by  crawling 
round  the  banks  and  over  the  shoals, 
and  that,  therefore,  old  shark's  teetb 
wrecks  lying  in  these  places  are  a  source 
of  great  danger.    The  boats  could  not 

Ent  to  sea  in  deep  water  snch  aa  you 
ave  on  the  Weet  Coast.  We  are  told 
that  the  mercantile  Uarine  Fund  is  not 
in  a  flourishing  condition — and  it  is 
not  likely  to  be  when  hon.  Members 
who  have  to  pay  to  it  can  corns 
here  and  get  the  fees  reduced— but  I 
would  point  out  that  the  object  thia 
Bill  has  in  view  was  laid  down  as  oa» 
of  theporposes  of  that  Fund.  It  is  pro- 
vided by  Sub-section  5  of  the  418th 
sectioa  of  the  Act  that  the  Mercsntilo 
Marine  Fund,  subject  to  any  prior 
ehargeet  shall  be  ohai^able  with  main* 
tainiug  lifeboats,  crews,  and  equip- 
ments, and  affording  assistance  towards 
the  preeervatiOQ  of  life  and  property  in 
Gosea  of  shipwreck  and  distnos  at  sea. 
That  clause  distinctly  contemplatea  & 
proper  service  of  lifeboats  on  the  coast. 
Thanks  to  the  benevolenoeof  ourfeUow- 
countr, 

a  perfectly  voluntary  a 
the  National  lifeboat  Institution,  wboaa 


tntrymen  and  countrywomen,  we  hav» 
Aifectly  voluntary  association  saeb  as 
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«xpense8,  ranghly  Rpeftkinfr,  ar«  £70,000 
«-year.  But  if  ire  had  not  got  an 
usodatian  like  that,  which  is  voluataiilj 
looked  after  and  Tolantarily  supported, 
I  am  certain  that  the  oonnt:^  would 
«xpect  that  somehow  or  other  Ui«  Uer- 
oantile  Marine  Fund  should  be  called 
upon  to  do  that  which  ie  now  done  by  a 
voluntary  inetitutioii.  All  we  ask  in 
this  Tolnotar;  association  is  that  yon 
should  do  one  of  those  thin^  which 
you  are  called  on  by  Act  of  Parliament 
to  do — namely,  to  remove  these  ribs, 
these  skeletons  of  wrecks,  which  are  a 
danger  to  our  lifeboats.  I  oould  give 
you  dozens  of  cases  where  such  danger 
exists,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
President  of  the  Lifeboat  Institutirai 
oould  give  you  hundreds.  We  should 
be  quite  ready  to  accept  Amendments  to 
strike  out  the  words  "  Boyal  National 
lifeboat  Institution,"  bo  ttiat  the  Bill 
should  read  "  or  to  lifeboats  engaged  in 
lifeboat  service."  We  are  aware  that 
many  other  boats  do  go  out  to  save  life, 
such  as  ordinary  fishing-boats,  luggers 
at  Deal,  whale-boats  at  Cork,  and 
the  boats  of  pnvate  corporations,  such 
as  those  at  Hall.  But  I  hope  tbe 
House  will  not  inn  away  with  the  idea 
diat  there  is  no  fund  out  of  which  to 
defray  these  expenses,  and  that  there 
is  no  danger  to  be  got  rid  of. 

8iB  eAVIE-E  0B0S8LET  (Suffolk, 
Lowestoft)  :  I  desire  to  support  the  Bill, 
which  is  urgently  needed  in  my  oon- 
■tituency  in  Suffijlk,  a  constituency 
possessing  a  large  fleet  of  fishing  boati^ 
and  also  a  moat  dangerous  coast.  It  is 
earnestly  desired  by  all  classes,  not  only 
by  tbe  lifeboat  men,  but  the  fishermen, 
and  all  classes  connected  with  the  coast 
Irade  and  the  owners  of  the  harbour  at 
Lowestoft.  The  Oreat  Eastern  Sail- 
vay  Oompany  are  not  opposed  to  any 
small  buiilen  which  would  be  placed  on 
them  for  the  farther  protection  of  the 
brave  men  who  risk  their  own  lives  to 
aave  the  lives  of  others.  I  tnist  the 
opposition  to  the  Bill  will  he  withdrawn, 
as  the  hoa.  Baronet  opposite  and  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  have  proved  their 
«ase  BO  clearly. 

Haior  BA8CH  (Essex,  South- East): 
I  should  like  to  point  out  to  the  House 
that  this  Bill  has  the  almost  unanimons 
assent  of  the  pilots  on  the  East 
Coast  of  England;  and  that  it  is 
x«garded  as  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance by  my  constituents  who 
Mr.  Pmnu  FiU  GtraU 
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navigate  the  North  Sea  and  the  Thames. 
These  wrecks  are  the  greatest  danger 
to  our  fishing  industry.  There  are 
nnmbers  of  them  on  the  coast  of  Essex, 
and  I  hope  that  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
will  do  what  he  can  to  help  the  passbg 
of  the  Second  Beading  of  uiis  most  oae- 
ful  Bill.  The  matter  with  which  it  deals 
is  not  a  sentimental  one,  but  a  very  prac- 
tical and  serious  one,  as  those  who  are 
at  all  acquainted  with  the  navigation  of 
the  Essex  coast  can  testify. 

Ub.  LANE  (Cork  Co.,  E.)  :  I  desire 
to  say  a  few  words  in  support  of  the  Bill 
rather  to  show  the  unanimity  of  all 
parties  in  the  House  in  its  support  than 
to  add  any  additional  argument  to  those 
already  given.  Tbe  hon.  Member  for 
EaatHull(Mr.  (Jrotriao),  the  House  will 
admit,  has  done  his  duty  to  hie  absent 
friend  with  conspicuous  ability,  but  I 
do  not  think  he  has  given  us  sufficient 
reason  why  we  shotild  not  pass  the  Bill. 
The  merits  of  the  measure  are  so  self- 
evident  to  the  House  that  it  is  almost 
unneoessaiy  that  any  further  time  shonld 
be  oooupied  in  the  discussion.  I  do  not 
think  it  has  ever  been  my  lot  to  witness 
a  measure  received  on  id  sides  of  tiie 
House  with  each  nnanimity  as  this  has 
been.  The  whole  body  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers who  usually  sit  with  me  on  these 
Benches  are  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  because 
they  think  it  a  move  in  the  right  direo- 
tion.  It  is  a  measure  that  will  meet  a 
very  great  want  that  arises  all  round 
the  coast  of  Ireland,  and  will  not,  in 
my  opinion,  add  materially  to  the 
burdens  already  pressing  on  the  Her- 
oantile  Marine  Fund. 

Uk.  OBOTBIAN:  As  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  has  cha^e  of  the  Bill  is  willing 
to  agree  to  certain  Amendments  in  the 
measure,  I  now  ask  leave  to  withdraw 
my  Amendment  to  the  present  Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

*The  PBE8IDENT  of  the  BOAED 
OP  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beac^ 
Bristol,  W.) :  This  Bill,  which  proposes 
a  very  small  amendment  of  the  existing 
law,  appean  to  commend  itself  to  tbe 
almost  universal  approval  of  the  House- 
The  Mercantile  Marine  Fund  is  now  in 
a  better  onndltaon  than  it  was  in  some 
time  ago,  and  is  better  able  to  bwr 
additional  chaises  which  may  be  plaoed 
upon  it;  butthe  expenditure  under  that 
BiU  ought  to  he  limited  strictly  to  cases 
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where  absolute  danger  exiats ;  and,  re- 
membering the  important  oh&rgea  to 
whioh  that  fund  ia  now  aubjeot,  I  am 
«ore  the  bon.  Mover  of  the  Bill  will  not 
wiah  that  it  should  be  burdened  un- 
meoeeearily.  I  do  not  think  tbat  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Hull  has  in  any 
wa;  injured  the  interests  which  be 
viahes  to  aerre  by  withdrawing  his 
^poaition  to  the  Second  Reading. 
Q^ose  interests  are  perfectly  well  able 
to  protect  tbemaelres.  I  will  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Norfolk  to  post- 
pone the  Oommittee  stage  of  the  Bill  to 
«nablfi  ma  to  oommunioate  with  the 
Idghthouae  Anthoritiea,  in  order  that 
any  minor  Amendmenta  may  be  mads  in 
the  measure  if  necessary. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

SALE  OP  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS 

ON  SUNDAY  BILL. 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 
*Me.  J.O.  STEVENSON  (S.  Shields) 
In  asking  the  Houae  to  read  tbis  Bill 
a  second  time,  I  hare  to  say  that  on  a 
recent  occaaion  I  waa  defeated  on  a 
«milar  Motion  in  a  full  House  only  by  a 
majority  of  seven,  when,  instead  ol  my 
Bill  being  read  a  second  time,  an  ab- 
etract  Beaolution  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  fbr  Northampton  waa  carried, 
in  favour  of  relegating  the  question  of 
Sunday  oloaing  to  the  decision  of  the 
inhabitants  of  particular  localities.  It 
might  have  been  auppoaed  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  upon 
that  would  have  taken  the  usual  course 
of  bringing  in  a  Bill  to  give  efiFect  to 
ilia  Beeolution,  but  the  hon.  Gentleman 
hae  not  dona  so.  What  I  would  press  on 
the  Honee  at  tbia  moment  is  this — that 
the  only  praotioal  method  of  dealing 
with  this  matter  —  if  it  is  to  be 
dealt  with  this  Session  at  all — is 
by  passing  the  Second  Beading  of  tbis 
Bill,  and  amending  it  as  may  aeem  de- 
sirable  in  Oommittee.  Those  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  desire  to  see  any  step  taken 
towards  the  settlement  of  this  most 
urgent  and  important  question  ought  to 
support  the  Second  Readiug.  Of 
course,  hon.  Members,  like  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Whitehaven  (Mr. 
OaTendiah  Bentinck),  who  are  not  de- 
«roaa  that  any  attempt  ahould  be  made 
to  settle  the  question,  will  aupport  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill.  I,  however,  remind 
the  House  that  a  very  eager  interest  is 


being  taken  in  this  movement  by  large 
dassea  throughout  the  country  who  are 
anzioua  to  promote  an  improvement  of 
the  social  condition  of  the  people.  The 
more  democratic  the  Constitution  has 
become  the  more  interest  has  been 
tf^en  in  questions  of  this  kind,  be> 
cause  the  people  know  better  what 
ia  for  their  own  interest  and  for 
the  interests  of  their  poorer  neigh- 
bours. All  the  organizations  for  social 
improvement  which  are,  happily,  so 
numeroua  in  the  country  look  to  this 
Bill  as  the  first  step  in  the  way  of  tem- 

Ecrance  reform.  Our  Ohristian  Churches, 
owever  much  they  may  differ  on  points 
of  doctrine,  are  unanimous  in  aupportof 
this  reform  of  Sunday  closing,  and  I  ask 
the  Honee  whether  it  ia  going  to  lose 
another  year,  or  whether  it  is  going  to 
eei^Ec  the  only  opportunity  that  is  likdy 
to  be  presented  Uiis  Session  of  dealing 
with  this  measure?  And  I  would  re- 
mind the  House  that  by  reading  the 
Bill  a  second  time  to-day,  it  will  have 
precedence,  under  the  new  Rules,  over 
all  Bills  whioh  have  not  been  read  a 
aeoond  time  before  Whitsuntide.  The 
Government,  by  introducing  daasea 
deeding  with  the  Sunday  Liquor  Traffic 
into  their  County  Government  Bill  of 
last  year,  admitted  the  importance  and 
theurgenoy  of  the  subject;  and  I,  there- 
fore, call  upon  them  to  support  the 
second  reading  of  the  present  measure. 
My  hon.  Frieud  the  Member  for 
Barnard  Castle  (Sir  J.  Pease)  has  a 
Bill  on  this  aubjeot  on  the  Paper, 
but  it  is  BO  far  down  that  it  has  no 
chance  of  being  considered.  He  pro- 
poaea  the  same  principle  with  consider- 
able modifioationa  and  exceptions,  and  I 
E«ume  he  will  vote  for  the  Second 
ading  of  my  Bill,  with  a  view,  if  ' 
possible,  to  inducing  the  House  in  Oom- 
mittee to  adopt  some  of  the  modihoatione 
he  Buggeata.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Univeraitf  of  Oxford  { Mr.  Talbot)  haa  a 
Reaolntion  on  the  paper,  which  would  be 
adverse  to  my  Bill ;  but  he  will  nothave 
an  opportunity  of  moving  it.  He  pro- 
poaea  a  different  remedy  for  the  evil  I 
desire  to  deal  with ;  but  I  remind  the 
hon.  Member  and  my  boa.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Barnard  Castle  that  the  only 
way  to  meat  the  growing  wish  of  the 
country  for  some  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion is  to  give  the  Bill  a  Second  Beading. 
Now,  I  should  be  content  to  secure 
Sunday   closing   in    any  way;  but    I 
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shoald  prefer  to  h&Te  it  as  it  haa  been 
Kiven  to  other  parta  ot  the  United  King- 
dom .  I  would  rather  proceed  b;  means 
of  a  general  meaaure  than  county  b; 
Gonnty,  parish  \yj  pariah,  or  town  by 
town,  as  the  case  ma;  be.  Sunday 
doaing  began  in  Sootiand  35  years  ^o. 
I  am  not  going  to  argue  the  auoceas  of 
the  system  in  Scotland,  beyond  atating 
that  there  is  not  a  single  Toice  raieed 
in  Scotland  against  it ;  and  quoting  what 
the  late  Lord  Advocate  etated  on  the 
subject  on  the  9th  of  Hay,  1888,  on  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Public  Houses 
(Ireland)  Saturday  Closing  Bill.  Lord 
Advocate  Macdonald  said — 

"Ko  tkotchman,  ia  whatever  part  of  tlie 
Houu  ha  aat,  could  heutata  to  concor  in  the 
ttetement  that  reatrioLiTe  Iwisltition  lor  Scot- 
land bad  had  a  moat  beaeficisl  efTect  oa  the 
comniaDity.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tippersry  (Mr.  J.  O'CoDnort  had  said  that  the 
greater  therestrictioiu  were,  the  leaa  their  e9^t 
wai.  Ha  challenged  the  acoaracy  of  that  m- 
•ertion,  for  whi^  there  was  no  foandaUoQ 
whatever.  No  mcMore  paSBsd  for  the  abolition 
of  SaDdBy  trading  in  any  part  of  the  United 
Elingdom  coold  be  tested  as  to  whether  it  had 
failed  or  not  until  it  had  ran  a  far  longer 
coarse  than  the  Irish  Sanday  ClotiDg  Aot  had 
ran.  .  .  .  Any  attempt  to  temove  the  re- 
striction wonld  be  mat  with  pncticat  reproba- 
tion OD  the  part  of  Uie  whole  community  of 
Scotlaod.  .  .  .  The  bogus  clubs  in  Glas- 
gow, however  nrnch  harm  they  might  do,  could 
only  affect  an  iafinitesimal  proportioa  of  the 
population,  oat  of  all  proportion  to  restoring 
Uia  old  state  of  things  uoder  which  public- 
houses  were  open." 

It  was  the  proved  anoceas  of  the  Scotch 
Aot  whiohjuetified  this  Houae  in  pasaing 
tho  Irish  Bill.  In  1883  the  Qovernment 
of  the  day,  in  which  my  right  hon. 
Frienda  the  Member  for  the  Bridgeton 
Division  (Sir  O.  Trevelyan)  was  Ohief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  propoaed  to  make 
the  Irish  Aot  perpetual,  but  the  Dill  for 
that  purpose  was  then  dropped.  -  It 
has,  however,  been  renewed  year  by 
year,  and  now  the  proposal  is  to  make 
the  Act  perpetual,  and  to  take  away  the 
restrictions  which  were  at  first  imposed. 
Let  me  quote  what  the  present  Chief 
Secretary  said  to  a  deputation  which 
waited  upon  him  on  the  1st  of  February 
of  this  year.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
■aid — 


the  ol^ectioD*  which  maay  conadentious 
feel  to  the  original  Aot— objectioos,  I  n._^., 
fonndcd  upon  the  pombillty  of  this  Bnoday 
Closing  Act  leading  to  illicit  diinkiDg,  ilUat 
distillation,  and  all  the  other  arguments  we 
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fsMJliw  with,  and  whioh,  I  tbiak,  have  been 
altoded  to  by  one  or  two  ipeafaen  in  the 
of  the  afternoon.  Bat  Qiose  ar^- 
have  been  refuted  by  the  moat  conoluliTS 
□f  all  methods  of  refutation.  They  have  been 
refuted  by  experience.  It  has  beoonu  deariy 
manifest  that  every  man  who  has  had  the  op- 
portonity  and  the  desire  impartially  to  aiamins 
the  results  of  this  legislation  in  Ireland  during 
the  ten  years  in  which  it  has  been  in  foroa  has 
bean  driven,  willingly  or  unwillingly,  to  the 
oonolntion  that  that  legiala^on  haa  oonfeml 
vast  benefits  on  the  peculation,  and  that  it 
should  under  no  circumstanoaa  be  allowed  ta 

A  remarkable  fact  ia  that  this  legislation 
has  always  gone  forward,  and  never 
backward.  Defects  have  been  dis- 
covered ;  abuses  have  been  observed ; 
but  they  have  only  led  to  inquiries  into 
the  operation  of  the  Acta,  which  have 
reaulted  in  a  strengthening  rather  than 
a  weakening  of  the  law.  We  have 
heard  a  great  deal  of  the  effect  of  the 
Aot  in  Wales.  I  do  not  know  whether 
I  ought  to  go  so  far  as  to  deaoribe  the 
agitation  in  the  Frinoipalily  aa  of  the 
nature  of  a  scare,  but  oertunly  it  has 
come  veiy  opportuoely  in  view  of  to- 
day's duouasion.  No  doubt  much 
reference  will  be  made  to-day  to  the 
letters  of  Lord  Aberdare,  a  statesman  for 
whom  we  have  all  great  reepeot,  but  I 
am  anxious  to  hear  what  Welah  Mem- 
bers will  aay.  I  certainly  ahoold  be  very 
much  surprised  if  the  proposal  for  a  re- 
peal of  the  Welsh  Closing  Aotcame  from 
any  Welah  Member.  Aa  tar  aa  I  oait 
judge,  from  what  I  read,  there  seems  to 
have  been  a  deliberate  attempt  in  Wales 
to  break  down  the  Bnnday  Cloeing  Act, 
and  it  appears  also  that  the  lair  has  not 
been  properly  enforced  by  those  who 
have  the  duty  of  administering  it.  We- 
had  many  Petitions  in  1888  bom  Wales 
in  favour  of  passing  an  English  Sunday 
Closing  Aot.  For  inatanoe,  there  weiw 
Petitions  ftom  nine  Town  Connoils,  in- 
oludiog  Cardiff,  Beaumaris,  Denbigh, 
and  Aoerystwitb;  U  Boards  of  Ouax- 
dians,  including  OardifiF,  Wrexham,  Car- 
narvon, Holyhead,  and  Oannarthen ;  7 
Local  Boards ;  Sfi  School  Boards ;  in  all 
93  representative  bodies,  reaponaible  tar 
good  ordOT,  relief  of  pauperism,  and  th» 
education  of  the  people  in  Wales.  I 
think  that  is  much  more  important  thao 
the  writings  ot  one  newapaper,  whidi  I 
understand  has  always  been  hostile  to 
the  Act.  I  understand  the  Welah  Mem- 
bers are  perfectly  willing  that  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act  should  be  fully  investi- 
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gated.  Of  the  resnit  I  have  do  fear.  I  If ,  a 
am  nDwUling  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
Hooae,  bat  I  feel  compelled  to  make  a 
qnotation  from  a  letter  which  I  bad  from 
Dr.  Bawlings,  a  medical  man  of  Swan- 
sea.   That  gentleman  aaji — 

"At  a,  medical  mm  in   ptaotdce  here  for 


Ii,m 


sut  a  member  ot  the  Watcli  cWmittee,  I  have 
oad  aboDcbuit  oppoitimitiea  of  judging  of  the 
«ffects  of  thii  law.    I  have  not  toe  Blightest 


hentatton  in  aaying  that  it 
mat  boon  to  hondrecU  who  once  spent  tboir 
SnndajB  «•  hangers  on  at  puUio-hooBes,  who 
are  now  sober  and  thoughtful  and  most  gnte- 
fol  tor  the  Act.  The;  rejoice  that  for  one- 
Hventh  ot  their  time  the7  ore  saved  from  the 
temptation  the  pnblic-houeea  once  offered  them. 
.  .  .  Many  of  the  more  reputable  publicans, 
who  at  first  resented  the  intmerence,  are  now 
tbanldul_  for  a  quiet  Sabbath.  .  .  .  The 
oontraBt  in  the  maia  street  is  nutst  marked.  I 
oaa  «<dl  remember  bow  the  ]iablic-houBBs  would 
be  crowded  on  the  Sunday  evening :  and,  what- 
ersT  atatistica  may  say,  there  most  have  bean 
much  more  dmnkenness  than  now  when  people 
hsTs  to  go  a  good  distance  to  get  drink." 

Now,  t  hare  great  mis^ving  as  to  what 
may  be  made  of  statiatics,  and,  with  re- 
gard to  the  partieulara  as  to  offencee  oon- 
nectedwith  Sunday  drinking  of  which  bo 
maoh  has  been  made,  we  had  it  the  other 
day  from  the  Under  Hecreta^to  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Stuart  Wortley) 
that  the  comparieon  of  the  three  par- 
tioular  years  with  the  three  enoceeding 
years  oould  be  ot  no  value  whatever, 
because  in  the  latter  years  the  statistios 
were  framed  on  a  wider  basis.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  such  figures  ignored  a 
nnmber  of  oonsideratioiis  upon  which 
we  can  judge  whether  the  Acts  have 
been  benelioial  or  not — mere  police 
court  results  ignore  the  benefit  to  the 
family  of  a  man  t^oing  home  to  his 
Sunday  dinner  without  the  ordeal  of  the 
open  door  of  the  public-house :  they 
ignore  the  liberation  of  barmen  and 
barwomen,  and  often  boys,  from  the  in- 
tolerable hondsge  of  seven  days'  slavery 
a  week.  The  working  men  of  this 
country  have  succeeded  in  obtaining 
a  Nine  Hours  Act,  but  tiie  tmphyii 
in  publio-honses  work  precisely  double 
that  number  of  hours.  Then  we  bear  a 
great  deal  about  the  bo»A  Jid»  traveller, 
and  upon  this  point  let  me  quote  again 
from  the  letter  of  Dr.  Bawlings.  That 
gentleman  says — 

"  Our  tronblB  is  chiefi;  with  that  legacy  ot 
>tl>e  licen^g  Act,  the  bonijlde  tnTsllers  clause, 
but  the  nninnce  has  been  groMly  exaggerated. 


the  positioQ  they  are  taking  up  not  , 
Aberdare's  letter,  we  should  have  had  little  of 
which  to  complain.  Men  who  had  journeyed' 
three  miles  were  permitted  to  go  from  hoose  to 
house  in  the  Humbles  nuttl  they  were  drunk, 
and  then,  uerhaps,  on  their  way  honte  picked, 
up  aa  drunk  and  disorderly.  In  this  way  the' 
avil,  such  as  it  was,  was  ooncentrated  at  the 
Mumbles,  but  the  reet  of  the  SQ,000  or  so  of 
the  population  wss  at  peace.  .  .  .  The 
County  Magistrates  are  now  interpreting  the 
law,  as  they  should  have  done  at  the  first,  and! 
the  borough  stipendiary  has  also  aonoanoed  a 
view  on   which  he  intends  to   act  which  has 

already  greatly  reduced   the  evil The 

Act  has  been  respected  by  an  overwhelming 
majority  ot  the  people,  and  has  been  an  un- 
spoUiable  blessing.  .  .  .  Any  inqniry  wiU. 
result  in  abundant  testimony  to  its  beneficial 
effect,  Bud  to  the  remedying  of  weak  points  in. 
the  existing  Licensing  Acts." 

Then  he  tells  me  that  a  few  weeks  agO' 
the  Town  Council  of  Swansea  passed  a 
Besolution,  without  discussion,  in  favour 
of  the  English  Sunday  Closing  Bill- 
Now,  Sir,  X  do  not  attempt  in  this  Bill 
to  touch  the  Licensing  Acts.  These' 
need  amending,  as  Iiord  Aberdare,  in> 
his  letter  of  the  5th  of  Uarch,  showa.- 
Lord  Aberdare  says — 

"  I  must  not  be  taken  as  agreeing  with  yam 
in  attributing  the  increase  of  shebeens  at 
Cardiff  and  its  neighbourhood,  of  which  your' 
correspondent  has  given  so  appalling  an 
account,  wholly  or  even  mainly  to  the  welslk 
Sunday  Closiag-  Act.  .  .  .  The  repeal  of 
this  Act,  and  the  restoration  of  the  fomuT  hours 
during  which  public-houses  could  be  lawfully 
opened  on  Sundays,  would  not,  so  for  as  I  caai 
juilge,  have  the  slightest  effect  in  diminishing 
the  evil,  however  much  it  might  tend  to  reduce- 
the  number  snd  extent  ot  others.  .  .  . 
11)0  lower  strata  of  the  popolalioD  cannot  bS' 
wone  than  those  in  Glasgow  and  Dondee^ 
where,  in  e^ite  ot  some  evasion,  the  Sooday 
Cloung  Act  ;s  effectively  enloroed." 

It  there  are  to  be  any  dosing  times  wc 
must  have  the  difficulty  of  the  hoi%&  fitU- 
traveller.  Would  yon  go  back  alto- 
gether to  the  24  hours'  opening  without - 
any  restrictions  whatsvsr  7  There  can 
be  no  doubt  that  this  is  a  matter  which. 
is  dsserving  ot  the  earnest  and  early- 
attention  of  Parliament,  and  I  sincerely 
trust  it  will  be  taken  in  hand  by  Her- 
Majesty's  Qovemment,  because  it  isoae- 
whioh  a  private  Member  would  not  be> 
able  to  deal  with  in  the  same  way,  nor  - 
withtbssamehopeof  success,  as  if  it  wero- 
nndertaken  by  the  Government  ot  the' 
day.  I  shall  not  attempt  to  occupy  any 
further  the  time  of  the  House,  as  I  feel 
that  this  is  a  case  which  doee  not  re- 
quire much  argument,  and  it  will  not  bB> 
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-very  long  before  the  oonititaenaieB  will 
.fnUy  iiLform  their  repreaentatiTes  of 
-what  are  their  vislieB  oa  this  matter.  I 
will  only,  therefore,  in  conclusion,  put 
before  the  House  the  cue  of  the  pub- 
.lioans  themselves  and  their  families, 
who,  under  the  the  present  system,  are 
deprived  of  that  home  privacy  which  is 
Mi  much  valued  by  the  rest  of  the  oom- 
munity,  and  to  whom  one  day  of  rest 
and  quiet  in  the  week  will  come  as  an 
almost  priceless  boon.  I  hare  already 
spoken  of  the  persons  employed  in  these 
houses,  and  with  regard  to  them  I  ask 
-the  House  whether  any  oaae  of  public 
necessity  and  oonvenience  has  been 
made  out  that  oan  be  held  to  justify  so 
monstrouB  an  anomaly  as  this — that 
while  the  law  forbids  Sunday  trading 
-in  the  necessaries  of  life  and  other  com- 
modities it  shall  continue  to  allow  an 
«zceptional]y  hurtful  and  dangerous 
-trade  to  spread  its  temptations  before 
the  people  on  that  one  day  of  the  week 
vhsn.  owing  to  the  leisure  it  affords,  the 
'public  are  most  liable  to  be  brought 
under  its  evil  influence.  I  beg,  Sir,  to 
move  that  this  Bill  be  read  a  second 
.time. 

Motion  mode,  and  Question  proposed 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
-time."— (i/r.  J.  C.  SUwnion.) 

*Mk.    cavendish    BENTINOK 

(Whitehaven) :  Sir,  in  moving  the 
Amendment  which  stands  in  my  name, 
I  have  no  desire  to  repeat  the  argu- 
ments which  I  was  called  upon  to 
employ  when,  aome  three  months 
'flince,  I  addressed  the  House  on  a 
similar  oooasiou ;  but  after  listening 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Shields  (Mr.  Steven- 
son), Z  am  very  much  afraid  I  shall  be 
--oompelled  to  break  through  tfiat  limita- 
tion; because,  in  theoourse  of  his  re- 
marks, the  hon.  Qentleman  has  practi- 
cally reproduced  almost  everything  he 
isaia  when  this  qneation  was  last  before 
the  House.  I  mast,  however,  state  at 
the  outset  of  my  remarks  that  there  is  a 
T^notioeable  exception  in  the  speech  to 
which  we  have  just  lietensd.  The  hon. 
-Qentleman  has  made  no  reference  wfaat- 
■ever  to  London  or  the  large  population 
••oontuned  within  the  Metropolitan  area. 
In  December  last  be  intimated  that  be 
-vse  jwepared  to  exclude  the  population 
of  Ijonaon  from  the  operation  of  the 
iBill,  and  that  he  was  ready  to  aooept 


exceptions  in  favour  of  the  large  towns, 
BO  that  this  great  measoze  of  Imperial 
legislation  would,  after  all,  be  oonGned 
to  small  districts  in  the  country.  How 
the  hon.  Gentleman  can  reconcile  Mb 
speech  on  the  present  occasion  with  that 
which  he  delivered  only  three  months 
ago,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand — it  sui- 
passes  my  humble  comprehenHon.  I 
regret  exceedingly  that  the  hon. 
Member  is  not  now  in  his  place,  though 
no  doubt  he  is  engaged  in  a  much 
more  agreeable  occupation  than  attend- 
ing the  debates  on  this  Bill.  But 
the  bon.  Q^ntleman  made  use  of 
words  to  the  effect  that  bis  oaas  did  not 
require  much  argument.  I  agree  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  entirely,  because 
from  the  beginning  to  the  end  of  the 
speech  we  have  just  listened  to,  as  well 
as  the  speech  he  delivered  in  December 
last,  he  never  for  one  single  moment 
approached  the  real  issue  of  this  ques- 
tion. That  is  the  great  fault  which  I 
have  to  find  with  the  hon.  Member  and 
bis  friends.  They  shrink  from  this  test. 
What  are  the  grounds  on  which  this 
legislation  is  asked  for  in  the  numerous 
Memorials  and  Petitions  which  from  time 
to  time  find  their  way  into  this  House  f 
I  have  been  a  Member  of  the  Petition 
Committee  of  this  House,  and  have  had 
opportunities  which  very  few  other  hon. 
Members  have  had  of  seeing  what  the 
value  of  these  Petitions  is.  They  are  all, 
for  inetanoe,  in  one  eommon  form. 
Most  of  them  were  written  oat  by  a 
particular  individual  and  sent  outaround 
and  about  the  country  to  reoeive  what 
signatures  they  can  get.  I  do  not  wish 
to  use  any  word  in  reference  to  them 
which  may  be  called  ua -Parliamentary, 
but  if  the  House  will  allow  me  to  use 
such  a  word  as  "humbug,"  I  would  say 
there  never  was  such  humbug  in  ths 
world.  Every  one  of  these  Petitions 
begins  by  saying  "  Whereas  the  Sunday 
drinking  in  public-houses  is  a  special 
source  of  intemperance,  immorality,  and 
crime."  That  is  the  proposition  which 
the  hon.  (Gentleman  is  tmund  to  prove, 
but  towards  proving  it  he  has  not  said  a 
ungle  word.  Neither  in  his  ^leech  to- 
day nor  in  the  speech  he  debvered  in 
December  last  has  he  attempted  to  make 
out  this  important  part  of  hie  oaae  by 
showing  bow,  or  in  what  way,  us 
limited  opemng  of  public-housss — six 
hours  ID  the  country  and  seven  houM 
in  London  —  ia    a    special  sooroe  of 
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intemperaQoe,  immoralily,  and  crime. 
Kor  aa  ve  find  any  attempt  to  prove  it 
in  the  faw  meetings  which  have  been 
held  in  favonr  of  Sunday  oloaing,  and 
here  I  would  obBerve  how  very  few  and 
far  between  those  meetinge  are.  The 
reeolutions  which  have  been  paaaed  are 
all  oouched  in  very  magnificent  Ian- 
goase,  and  roundly  denounce  Sunday 
trading  and  all  interested  in  it,  bat  yet 
there  u  no  attempt  whatever  made  to 
prove  the  case  by  anything  like  reliable 
evidence.  My  opposition  to  the  Bill  is 
based  upon  m;  own  evidence  and  my 
own  common  sense.  I  have  been  living 
in  London  a  great  many  years,  and  I 
have  not  seen  any  of  those  orgies — 
those  disgraceful,  revolting  sights  about 
which  teetotallers  speak  so  much,  as 
being  witnessed  after  12.30  on  Sunday 
aitemoons.  In  the  North  of  England, 
in  the  district  with  which  I  am  politi- 
cally conneoted,  there  certainly  are  none 
of  those  sights,  and  I  can  speak  with 
equal  positiTsnesa  of  a  district  in  the 
South  of  England  where  it  is  my  fate  to 
reside  for  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
year.  All  these  allegations  are  nothing 
bat  the  inventions  of  fanatics  in  order  tu 
Mghten  excellent  and  well-meaning 
people  who  do  not  care  to  take  the 
trouble  to  inquire  and  ascertain  the 
facts  for  themselves.  It  was  a  matter 
of  common  observation,  which  led  my- 
self and  others  to  make  still  further  in- 
? nines,  and  the  statistics  which  were 
aid  on  the  Table  on  my  Motion  last 
year  fell  like  a  bombsheU  in  the  camp 
of  the  bon.  Member  and  his  friends. 
These  statistics  very  conolasiTely  showed 
that  there  was  no  extensive  system 
of  Sunday  drinking.  It  is  a  little 
curious  to  note  with  what  importance 
the  Sunday  closing  supporters  look 
upon  statistics  when  they  are  in  their 
ovn  favour — that  is,  when  the  results 
of  the  Saturday  nighty  drinking  is 
included  in  Sunday  drinking.  The  mo- 
ment, however,  Saturday  night  drink- 
ing is  excluded,  the  statistioe  tell  a 
very  different  tale,  and  now,  accord- 
ing to  hon.  Qentlemen,  are  utterly 
ni^eliahle.  Well  ma;  they  tliinK 
80,  because  they  cat  away  a  large 
proportioo  of  the  ground  from  the  feet 
of  tae  snpportere  ot  the  Bill.  I  am  not 
^  aU  surprised  to  see  hon.  Qentlemen 
attempting  to  discredit  these  statistios, 
bat  I  think  the  Home  Offloe  are  quite 
able  to  explain  their  own  figntea.     I 


have,  thanks  to  the  Chief  Constable  of 
Allerdale,  in  Cumberland,  in  whicli: 
my  constituency  is  situate,  obtained  a. 
continuation  of  the  statistics  for  1888. 
Allerdale  contains  a  population  of  aomB' 
thing  like  60,000  people,  indudinga  very 
large  number  of  miners.  In  1888,inthe' 
whole  of  that  large  population,  only  6^ 
persons  were  arrested  on  Sunday  for 
drunkenness,  whereas  on  the  other  days- 
of  the  week  774  persons  were  arrested. 
It  is  thus  ooucluBively  shown  that  there 
are  a  much  fewer  number  of  persons- 
intoxicated  on  Sundays  than  on  week- 
days. I  ask,  then,  is  it  reasonable  that 
all  the  public-houses  should  be  closed  in- 
that  district  simply  because  1  in  69  of 
the  people  is  arrested  for  drunken  neea  ?' 
Then,  Sir,  in  the  case  of  Wales,  the  hon. 
Member  remarked  that  the  instance  of 
Wales  had  occurred  very  opportunely. - 
I  quite  agree  with  Mm  ;  I  think  it  has' 
occurred  most  opportunely.  But,  in 
regard  to  the  statistics,  the  hon.  Member' 
seemed  to  suggest  that  there  Vere  soma 
nia!ii_/!ibt  onthepartoftheCommissioner. 
Heought  to  recollect,  however,  that  these- 
statistics  were  only  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  by  the  Home  Office' 
in  the  latter  part  of  last  year,  and  that 
there  was  hardly  any  time  for  the- 
Wattsm  Mail  to  make  the  necessaiy 
inquiries.  But  Wales  was  the  great 
power  upon  which  the  hon.  Member  and' 
his  friends  relied  so  lately  as  last  De- 
cember. The  hoD.  Baronet  (Sir  Wilfiid' 
Lawson)  then  said — 

"  Tha  Walsh  Sunday  Closing  Act  was  work- 
'mg  admiralily,  and  was  there  sny  ettrthly  reason 
why  Wales  ihoQld  not  enjoy  the  bleeps  ot  bdng- 
Bober,  and  why  ibonld  they  not  extend  tbe- 
same  hlMsing  toEnglandF" 
The  hon.  Member  for  Boston  (Mr.  At- 
kinson) sfdd — 

*'  He  wag  inlormed  hy  minieten  of  relieion,. 
magutratsB,  and  others  in  Walea,  that  the  Sun-- 
dsy  ClOBtng  Act  paned  (or  that  country  had 
been  a  great  saocsH." 

And  the  hon.  Member  for  Oardiganshixe- 
(Mr.  Bowen  Rowlands)  said-^ 

"  The  Act  had  not  had  fair  play  in  Glamor, 
ganihire,  hot  in  the  rest  of  the  Frindpality  it 
had  been  a  dedded  sncoesa." 
But  this  idol  which  the  hon.  Members 
set  up  as  to  the  success  of  the  Sunday 
Closing  Acts  tumbled  down  and  broke 
to  pieces  so  soon  as  inquiry  was  made- 
In  a  ciroolar  delivered  to  me  this- 
morning,  there  is  a  false  statement 
that— 
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"A  diiffiacefnl  attempt  ia  bwng  mads  to 
ducredit  Uie  Welsh  Snnda;  Clovng  Aot  bj  a. 
muupnlatioii  of  ParlismentMy  Betoms." 

I  do  not  BDppoM  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Shields,  with  all  his  enthnriaam, 
will  book  up,  but  will  repudiate,  suoh  a 
statement  aa  that,  because  it  is  a  severs 
charge,  and  one  which  refieots  upon  an 
exoeUent  friend  of  mine,  Lord  Aberdare. 
I  hold  in  m;  hand  a  Beport  entitled 
"Lord  Aberdare'e  Challenn  to  the 
WetUm  Xail,"  which  shows  dearly  that 
Illicit  trading  has  gready  increased  in 
Wales,  while  in  E^Tand  tiicre  has  been  a 
diminution;  for  in  England  there  baa  been 
a  diminution  of  90  per  oent.  of  the  |>er- 
.sone  proceeded  against  tor  illicit  dealing, 
-while  in  Wales  there  has  been  an  in- 
crease of  41  per  cent,  and  taking  O-la- 
morgau  alone  the  increase  rspresentB 
more  than  100  percent.  Thatisoneof  the 
magnificent  effects  of  the  8undav01osin( 
Acts.  Then  the  hon.  Member  salt 
something  about  the  attendance  at  the 
JSundaj  service,  and  how  persons  were 
prevented  from  attending  public  wor- 
ship. If  yon  look  at  page  35  of  this 
pamphlet  you  will  find  that  a  police 
sergeant  reported  to  the  Oommissioner — 

"I  have  not  been  twenty  tiiam  to  public 
worship  ijtogether  liiiae  the  Act  came  into 
force,  for  no  one  fcnowB  what  will  happen  on  ■ 
Siuidkj," 

That  is  a  material  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion about  attending  Divine  Service. 
Then  at  page  158  I  find  that  Captain 
Colquhoun,  the  Ohief  Oonstable  of 
Swansea,  strongly  recommeuded  the 
partial  opening  of  public-houses  on 
Sundays.  The  hon.  Member  (Mi 
'Stevenson)  quoted  a  letter  from 
doctor  practising  at  Cardigan ;  but  in 
this  matter  we  have  to  look  at  the  evi- 
dence of  unimpeoobable  witnesses  of 
position.  And  that  ie  what  I  have 
done.  Who  are  mors  likely  to  give 
straightforward  evidence  on  such  a 
question  than  the  police  officials,  and 
it  is  to  them  we  mnst  go  for  information 
in  this  case.  Oaptoin  Oolquhoan 
states — 

"  That  the  coDvictions  for  week  day  dmnken- 
nen  in  1SS8  were  fewer  by  nearly  200  than 
thofls  of  1S82,  while  thoH  forSnnday  ofTenoet  ii 
ISTl  had  only  once  before  been  eiceedtd." 

'Oaptain  Colqahoun  is  a  far  better  witness 
in  this  case  than  the  doctor,  whose  evi- 
dence may  be  tinged  with  superstition 
and  fanatioiBm.  Then  we  oome  to  Oor- 
jnartfaeoBhire.  There  the  Chief  Coa- 
Mr.  Ca9*tuUth  BMtinci 
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stable  "  nneqnivooally  eondamned  tha 
Act,  which  had  doubled  the  amonnt  of 
drunkenness.  Before  its  introduction, 
three  or  four  oases  only  of  Snoday  dmn* 
kenness  occurred  during  the  year.  Now, 
however,  be  said,  the  figures  were  run- 
ning up  at  an  appalling  rate."  Then  in 
Qlamorgan,  Superintendent  Thomas,  the 
officer  in  ohage  of  the  district,  "  declared 
that  the  immediate  effect  of  the  Act  had 
been  the  production  of  a  ooasiderable 
increase  of  Sunday  dmnkennsss." 
Bound  and  about  Cardiff,  Superinten- 
dent Wake,  the  chief  police  officer  of 
the  diviaion,  described  tne  Act  "  as  the 
very  worst  piece  of  legislation  which  the 
police  bad  ever  been  compelled  to 
enforce."  In  the  Mertbyr  and  Aber- 
dare Talleys,  where  there  are  no  clubs, 
"shebeens  are  numerous,  and  the 'small 
cask'  industry  flourishes.  This  la 
the  home  of  the  'belly-oan,' 
an  ingeniously  constructed  vessel 
manufactured  for  the  sole  purpose 
of  assisting  in  the  evasion  of  the  law." 
Then  Superintendent  Thomas,  Depu^ 
Chief  Constable  of  Olamorganshire,  and 
chief  of  the  police  in  the  Merthyr  and 
Aberdar«  district,  said,  in  his  opinion, 
the  Act  was  a  failure.  There  waa 
much  more  Sunday  drinking  now  than 
before  the  Act  became  operative.  Then 
the  Beport  says — 

"Colonel  LindKT,  bv  virtae  of  theporitien 
he ocenpia* a«  the  Chisf  Oonatableof  G ~ 


,  the  premiei  connty  of  the  Principality, 
onbtsdlv  takes  rank  as  tbe  leading  police 
1  Wdet.    'The  Act  waa  paawd,'  he 


•aya,  'to  Mdnoe  the  extent  to  which  Snnday 
dninkennees  prevailed — inatead  of  which,  it  has 
produced  quite  the  oonbary  effect.' " 
I  oannot,  for  tha  life  of  me,  understand 
how  this  evidence  can  be  resisted.  The 
only  witness  whom  the  hon.  Member  has 
produced  is  this  doctor  at  Swansea,  of 
small  weight  against  the  important  and 
necessarily  impartial  testimony  of  these 
police  officials.  The  hon.  Member  talks 
about  tend  ^«  travellers  and  about  the 
bogus  clubs  ;  but  these  wiU  alwajrs  exist ; 
they  are  a  consequence  of  the  Acts ;  for 
^ou  oannot,  by  legislation,  stop  drink- 
ing, even  if  yon  snppress  clubs  or  in- 
crease the  distance  of  the  hand  fide 
traveller  from  three  to  four  or  five  mileB. 
The  hon.  Member  never  referred  to  thia 
district  of  Wales ;  but  I  have  here  a  pio 
tore  of  what  is  called  a  "  belly-oan," 
and  I  only  wish  it  oonld  be  photo- 
naphed  and  placed  in  the  library,  and 
thus  show  hon.  Members  to  what  shifts 
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W«lBlimen  ar«  reduced  b;  the  lenala- 
tios  of  hoQ.  Gentlemeii,  opposite.  I  am 
YBTj  Bony  the  Member  far  the  lUiondda 
YaUe;  is  not  here.  He  probably  knows 
all  about  "belty-oans,"  though  I  do 
not  mean  to  insinuate  that  he  ever 
Qarried  one.  Now,  those  who  live  in 
Cardiff  know  that  the  "  belly-can  "  is 
eaddle-sbaped,  and  ia  carried  by  mea 
and  women,  generally  the  latter,  full 
ofbeer  under  Uieir  clothes  when  running 
the  police  gauntlet.  The  arerage- 
aised  can  h^s  about  four  qaarta. 
There  are  also  "  side-cans  "  which  can 
he  tied  over  the  ribs.  The  main  idea  is 
the  same  in  both  desiguB.  A  Sferthyr 
tinman  has  experienced  a  prouonnoed 
Tsviral  in  trade  since  he  took  to  making 
this  paraphernalia  —  sometimes  called 
■"John  Hoberte  "  —  of  the  Sunday 
drinker.  But  that  is  not  all.  The 
Commiasioner  says— 

"  Now  we  pan  on  to  soother  and  more 
aristtxntio  mc^od  of  providing  Suoday  dnnk. 
Tbe  Bmidl  CMk  indnsby  ii  in  so  exoeedinglr 
wcpsperouB  conditioa  in  the  Uerthyr  dietrict. 
Bvidenca  of  the  tact  it  vinble  in  many  forma. 
ISrat,  roany  of  the  grocere  sdireTbiae  the  cubg 
SB  a  ■peciauty.  Within  a  atooe's  throw  of  the 
Folioe  Station,  one  of  th«  Broeeie  diaplajn  on  a 
Satardsy  in  front  of  his  ahop,  £0,  60,  and 
Bomstimee  eren  a  100  empty  cuke.  Fre- 
-qoenlly  hsaTily-ladea  wagonB  are  enDonotered 
oti  the  highways  engaged  in  the  work  of  dis- 


These  are  the  expedients  which  have 
heen  resorted  to  to  evade  the  Sunday 
-Closing  Act  in  Wales,  and  this  is  the 
etate  of  depravity  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  and  his  Friends  have  brought 
the  larger  portion  of  the  population  of 
"Wales,  and  to  which  he  and  they 
sre  desirous  to  reduce  England  also. 
liOrd  Aberdare's  letter  has  appeared 
4&  the  newspapers,  and  I  sh^  not 
trouble  the  House  with  it.  iiy 
Friend,  Lord  Aberdars,  supported  the 
"Welsh  Sunday  Closing  Act  becauss  he 
ihought  he  was  doing  the  right  thing, 
but  now  he  is  sorry  to  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  whole  thing  is  a  failure, 
jutd  if  a  proposal  were  made  for  a  repeal 
of  that  legislation  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  he  states  that  he  would  vote  for 
it.  I  do  not  know  that  there  ie  a 
more  upright  and  single-minded  man. 
He  is  always  open  to  conviction.  I  had 
a  conversation  with  him  yesterday,  and 
he  said  that  he  most  absolutely  thought 
a  great  mistake  had  been  made  in 
"Wales.    Beally  it  seems  to  me  that,  so 
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far  as  that  part  of  the  case  is  concerned, 
the  evidence  is  conclusive.  Lord  Aber- 
dare,  who  has  gone  fully  into  the 
matter,  regards  as  proved  the  proposi- 
tion which  I  bring  before  the  House, 
that,  BO  far  as  wales  is  concerned, 
the  Sunday  Closing  Act  is  a  positive 
failure.  Then  the  hoo.  Member  for 
South  Shields  says  that  the  limited 
number  of  hours  during  which 
public  -  houses  are  open  is  a  special 
sooroe  of  the  evils  which  are  oomplained 
of.  That  proposition  I  have  disproved. 
But  another  proposition  which,  in  my 
humble  judgment,  is  unteuable,  is  that 
with  regard  to  Sunday  rest.  Those  who 
are  engaged  in  public-houses  would 
rather  be  excused,  I  believe,  from  coming 
under  the  hon.  Member's  proposal,  fay 
which  they  would  lose  a  day  s  pay.  But 
that  is  niere  speculation.  I  would,  how 
ever,  venture  to  submit  to  the  Houae 
that  the  hon.  Member  is  not  consistent 
with  himself.  Why  does  he  not  praotiBe 
what  he  preaches  ?  Why  does  he  not 
stop  the  Suoday  employment  of  waiters 
at  the  Clubs  7  fiecanse  it  is  not  person- 
ally convenient.  That  la  the  reason. 
Why  does  he  not  legislate  to  stop 
railways,  and  omnibuses,  and  cabs  on 
Sundays  ?  Then  there  is  reference 
made  to  the  general  desire  of  the  com- 
munity  for  this  legislation.  I  deny  alto- 
gether that  any  such  desire  exiBts.  I  say 
that  no  evidence  has  been  adduced  by 
the  hon.  Member  of  any  such  desire. 
On  the  contrary,  1  can  show  conclusive 
evidence  that  there  is  no  general  desire 
in  London  to  close  the  public-houses  on 
Sundays.  Sir,  the  hon.  Member  (Hr. 
Stevenson),  when  he  mads  a  speech  in 
December  last,  said  he  would|bs  willing 
to  drop  out  of  the  Bill  the  4,0U0,O0O 
inhabitants  of  London.  Is  the  hon. 
Member  going  to  prevent  persona 
going  down  on  Sunday  to  Creeo- 
wioh,  or  to  Hampton  Court,  or  Bioh- 
mond,  as  hand  Jidt  travellers,  from 
obtaining  re&eshments  when  they  ^ 
there  ?  Is  that  legislation  to  propose  in 
the  19th  century  and  in  a  civiUzed  coun- 
try? Thehon.Memberwasveryoautious 
about  leaving  out  the  Metropolis  last 
Deosmber.  And  how  about  the  large 
towns  which  he  was  willing  to  exclude  f 
Tes,  he  was  too  liberal.  He  was  not 
strong  enough  to  try  coercion  on  the 
subject.  But  he  appears  to  have  been 
called  over  the  coals  for  the  speech  he 
made,  so   to-day   he  has  left  out  all 
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ftOnrion  to  London  and  the  great  towns. 
Then  refenmce  taa  been  made  to 
Petitions.  Host  of  tbem  proceed  from 
one  bod;  after  tbej  bave  found  tbeir 
origin  in  smaU  Ifonoonformiit  or 
DiMonting  commonitieB.  [CAmt*]  I 
am  very  glad  to  bear  those  cheers, 
beoatue  taey  prove  ntj  proposition 
— namel;,  Uiat  the  ledger  general 
intelligence  of  the  conntr;  will  have 
nothing  to  do  with  this  matter.  I  repre- 
sent a  very  intelligent  constituency.  In 
that  district  there  has  only  been,  in  the 
coarse  of  eeveral  years,  one  Petition, 
signed  by  about  46  people,  and  some  of 
these  signatures  were  doubtful.  But  the 
hon.  Uember  was  wise  enough  to  stop 
that  time.  He  did  not  say  anything  about 
the  canvass.  After  canvansing  six 
months  they  can  only  find  800,000  of 
the  population  of  England  who  favour 
I^B  legislation. 

"  Then  wu  a  meetmg;  held  in  Hancfaetter 
lait  mODtli.  T  have  the  report.  It  was  s 
meetiiig  of  the  Central  AisocUtioii  for  stopping 
the  nle  of  inUmcatiog  liqaore  on  SundHys. 
Them  wai  nobody  there,  and  BcsToely  oa^bc^ 
wai  heard  of  except  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  W. 
Idwion].  The  sanuttl  report  submitted  that 
■  Snoday  olocingf  oontinaed  to  vorb  satisfao- 
toiily  in  Wales.'.  .  .  He  total  receipt*  for  the 
yew  were  £S,I49,  la  againrt  £2,398 in  1SS7." 

There  is  even  a  deGcit,  and  that  is  the 
result  of  the  efforts  of  the  Central  As- 
sociation. At  that  meeting  the  Bev. 
Oanon  Stowell  said — 

"Thmr  would  not  receive  a  mntiloted  mea- 
mre.  They  would  untber  exempt  London, 
nor  would  they  remit  a  <}aeation  of  Imperiu 
importance  to  the  decision  of  the  Oonnty 
Connoila.  Their  taj  waa,  'The  Bill,  and 
nothing  hot  theBill.^" 

I  should  like  to  know  very  much  where 
Hie  general  desire  is.  I  am  quite  at  a 
loss  to  know  how  any  such  conoloaion 
can  be  oome  to.  Now,  what  is  the  real 
position?  I  do  sot  think  myself  that 
the  question  of  temperance  or  intem- 
perance  has  anything  to  do  with  it  at 
all.  An  hon.  Friend  of  mine  in  this 
House,  dietingaished  by  his  sound  sense, 
hit  the  mark  when  he  said  the  other 
day,  in  charging  a  Qrand  Jury — 

"  It  has  been  a  stormy  qnestion  for  years,  bat 
unfortunately  it  has  always  bean  made  a  politi* 


fthis  proposal.    I 

entirely  endorse  that  opinion.    It  has 

always  been  my  opinion,  and  I  am  not 

expressing  it  in  tms  Honee  for  the  Ant 

Mr.  CmmiM  Brntintk 


time.  I  am  sorry,  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  is  not 
in  his  place.  I  do  not  know  whether  it 
is  ont  of  order  to  refer  to  an  hon. 
If  ember  as  a  weatheroock ;  if  it  is.  Sir, 
I  withdraw  the  expression ;  but  I  do 
not  know  if  there  ever  was  such  a 
political  weathercock,  except,  perhaps, 
the  right  bon.  (Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bridgeton. 

*8ia  GEORGE  TEEVELTAN  {Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton):  I  do  not  know  to 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refers 
when  he  uses  such  language  towards 
me.  I  may  say  I  have  voted  for  the 
Permissive  Bill  almost  every  Seeeion 
since  I  have  been  in  the  House. 

*Mk.  CAVENDISH  BENTrNOK:  I 
am  ^uite  wilting  to  withdraw  the  ex- 
pression. But  still  I  think  the  word 
"  weatheroockism  "  is  particularly  ap- 
plicable  to  the  right  hon.  Oenueman 
the  Member  for  Derby.  I  cannot  nn- 
derstaud  why  support  should  be  given 
to  this,  an  Imperial  Bill,  by  those  who, 
like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Uem* 
ber  for  Derby,  supported  the  Durham 
Sunday  Closing  BiU.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  has 
voted  against  Local  Option  so  recently  as 
last  December;  and  I  cannot  see  how 
his  action  in  this  matter  can  be  de- 
fended. I  can  only  attribute  it  to  the 
desire  to  secure  the  political  support  of 
a  certain  number  of  hon.  Members. 
I  cannot  understand  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men  supporting  those  Bills  and  now 
supporting  Imperial  legislation,  with 
regard  to  which  localities  can  hare  no 
voice.  Then  there  is  the  hon.  Uember 
for  Moroeth,  who  was  a  supporter  of 
those  Bula.  I  should  like  to  ask  him 
and  other  Members  who  are  connected 
with  trades  anions,  why  they  do  not  get 
up  a  strike  against  pablic-houees  and  all 
publicans  who  do  not  close  on  Sunday  ? 
If  they  did  that,  it  would  finish  the 
matter,  and  there  would  be  no  neoeed^ 
whatever  for  legislation.  They,  how- 
ever, do  nothing  of  the  kind.  Then 
there  is  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Cookermouth.  I  never  knew  a  man 
who  was  more  inconsistent  Ontytheother 
day  the  hon.  Baronet  went  to  support 
Mr.  Beaufoy,  who,  it  seems,  ia  a  pro- 
ducer of  British  wine.  The  hon.  Baronet 
observed  that  he  wished  Mr.  Beaufoy 
did  not  sell  British  wine,  and  he  wisbea 
nobody  would  drink  it.  Well,  so  do  X,  and 
I  also   agree   with  the  bon.   Bartmet 
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that  th«7  irould  be  a  great  deal  better 
if  they  did  not  drink  it.  The  hon. 
Baronet  eaid  he  went  there  to  sup- 
port Mr.  Beaufof  beoauee  that  gsn- 
tlemaa  waa  in  favour  of  Looal  Option. 
[Kr  WnJEiD  Lawsom:  Hear,  hear!J 
Exactly,  but  the  point  is  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  was  not  in  faTour  of  Imperial 
legislation.  I  do  not  know  that  Local 
Option  in  this  matter  is  so  very  much 
deprecated  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
I  believe  there  is  &  large  majority  in 
the  House  in  favour  of  it,  and  I  know 
that  a  great  number  of  my  political 
friends  have  voted  for  it.  But  what  we 
are  now  dealing  with  is  Imperial  legis- 
lation, and  the  question  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  ought  to  have  put  to  the  can- 
didate he  went  to  support  was,  "  Are 
you  in  favour  of  Imperial  legislation  ? 
Are  you  in  fisrour  of  legislation  that 
will  put  a  stop  to  yonr  own  trade?" 
^e  hon.  Baronet  is  altogether  opposed 
to  the  publicans,  but  while  be  is  opposed 
to  the  publicans  he  is  not  in  the  least 
degree  opposed  to  the  men  who  supply 
the  publicans.  The  men  with  whom  he 
appears  on  the  platform  are  the 
produoers.  I  should  like  to  hear 
what  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  has  to  ear  on 
this  matter.  He  is  a  supporter  of  Sun- 
day elosing,  although  he  does  not  prac- 
ti<»dly  carry  it  out  himself.  With  re- 
gard to  Wales,  I  believe  that  an 
influence  is  exerted  there  by  Calvinist 
and  Methodist  ministers  which  is  not 
to  be  found  in  any  other  country.  There 
ifi  no  Webh  candidate  who  dare  call  his 
political  soul  his  own,  for  it  is  entirely 
in  the  hands  of  these  Nonconforming 
ministers.  I  should  like  also  to  hear 
the  hon.  Member  for  Denbighshire  (Mr. 
O.  Moigan)  speak  on  this  subject.  I 
am  very  much  afraid  we  shall  all  come 
round  to  the  view  so  well  stated  by  Mr, 
Justice  Grantham,  that  political  necessity 
is  at  the  bottom  of  all  this  agitation.  I 
should  like  to  see  the  controversy  carried 
on  divested  of  all  political  elements; 
and  I  should  be  very  glad  indeed  if 
Her  Majesty's  Government  could  see 
their  way  to  granting  some  independent 
tribunal  to  investigate  this  question.  I 
saw  a  paragraph  in  the  newspapers 
this  morning  to  the  effect  that  the 
Government  had  made  up  their  minds  to 
grant  a  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
Welsh  Sunday  Olowng  Act.  I  do  not 
know  whether  that  is  true,  bat  it  it  is, 
VOL.  OCOXXXIV.   [third  8»iM.] 


I  should  hul  it  with  the  greatest  possible 
satisfaction.  I  have  always  been  the 
strongest  possible  advocate  for  temper- 
ance. \_Lauiktfr.']  The  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow  (Mr.  Oaine)  has  no  right  to  make 
a  denial  of  that  sort.  I  have  a  right  to 
say,  for  myself,  that  I  am  quite  as 
temperate  a  man  as  he  is.  My  view  has 
always  been  to  decrease  drunkenness  in 
this  country  by  perauaeion  and  force  of 
example,  and  not  by  coercive  measures, 
which  only  drive  people  to  do  things 
contrary  to  law.  This  has  always  been 
view,  and  I  have  endeavoured  sa  far 
7  can  to  enforce  it.  It  is  with  that 
object  that  I  now  move  the  Amendment 
which  stands  in  my  name. 

Ma.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  :  I  beg 
to  second  the  Motion. 

Ammidment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  six  mouths."—  {Mr.  Cavtttdith 
Btntinei.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

*Me.  OSBOENE  morgan  fDenbigh- 
shire,  E.>:  Ishould  aot  have  intervened 
in  this  discussion  but  for  the  fact  that  a 
great  part  of  the  debate  has  turned  on 
the  operation  of  Sunday  closing  in 
Wales.  But,  before  I  go  further,  I  wishto 
enter  my  very  emphatic  protest  against, 
the  allegation  of  the  right  hon,  Gentle- 
man that  the  Welsh  people  are  in  any 
way  uader  the  thumb  of,  or  subservient 
to,  their  religious  ministers.  The  reason 
why  the  ministers  of  religion  are  held  in 
such  high  esteem  in  the  Principality  is 
simply  because  they  are  in  accord  with 
their  congregations  to  an  extent  hardly 
to  be  found  in  other  parts  of  the  country, 
and  I  venture  to  tell  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  Members  for  Wales 
are  also  in  accord  with  their  con- 
stituents on  this  subject.  Now,  Sir,  if 
it  be  true  that  the  Government  are  about 
to  institute  a  Boyal  Commission  to 
inquire  into  the  working  of  the  Welsh 
Sunday  Closing  Act,  it  behoves  us  to 
speak  with  a  certain  amount  of  reserve 
upon  this  subject.  But  I  do  ask  hon. 
Members  not  to  accept  too  readily  all 
they  hear  on  this  subject.  There  is  not 
only  a  great  deal  of  feeling  imported 
into  it,  but  there  are  also  very  large 
pecuniary  interests  concemwl.  In  such 
cases  men  are  apt  to  believe  not  only 
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That  the;  wiali  to  believe,  but  what  it  is 
their  interett  to  believe.  Statiatioa  hare 
been  quoted,  but  they  are  unreliable, 
and  other  statistios  have  been  published 
which  point  to  different  conolusiooB. 
For  iuBtanoe,  those  published  by  the 
Canarven  and  Danhigh  Hail  give  an' ex- 
actly opposite  result  to  those  given  in  the 
Wnttm  Moil,  as  a,  result  of  iuquiriss 
made  in  alt  parts  of  Wales.  It  is  said 
that  proceedings  under  the  Licensing 
Acts  have  in»!reased  since  the  Welsh  Act 
was  passed ;  but  that  increase  has  been 
inevitable,  bning  due  to  the  fact  of  the 
Act  having  been  passed.  Then  the 
opinion  of  Lord  Aberdare  is  quoted  . 
but  remember  Lord  Aberdare  said  there 
was  ground  for  a  full  inquiry  into  the 
Bubjeot.  t&x.  Justice  Grautham  has  also 
been  quoted  against  this  question  being 
made  a  political  question.  I  desire 
to  speak  with  reepeot  of  the  Bench 
of  Judges,  but  I  feel  bound  to  say 
that  !Ur.  Justice  Cfrantham  owes  his 
elevation  to  the  Judicial  Bench  as  much 
to  his  political  opinions  as  to  his  pro- 
fessioual  reputation.  He  was  a  strong 
opponent  of  the  Welsh  Sunday  Closing 
Bill  when  in  this  House,  and  he  appears 
to  have  carried  hie  political  prejudices 
with  him  on  to  the  Bench.  How  is  it, 
if  the  Act  is  such  a  failure,  that  the 
working  men  of  Wales  hare  expressed 
an  almost  unanimous  opiDioa  in  favour 
of  it?  Ko  doubt  it  has  failed  in  some 
respects,  bat  that  is  not  because  it  has 
gone  too  far,  but  because  it  has  not  gone 
Ux  enough.  The  question  of  bogus 
clubs  is  one  which  the  magistrates  might 
easily  settle,  and,  if  the  matter  were  left 
to  the  Oounty  Oouncils  of  Wales,  as  it 
ought  to  have  (been,  canany  one  doubt 
how  it  would  have  been  settled  ?  In  the 
Border  Counties  the  men  get  drunk  in 
England  on  Sundays,  but  are  arrested 
in  Wales,  and  so  Wales  geto  the  credit 
of  them.  The  remedy  for  that  is  not  to 
repeal  the  Welsh  Sunday  Closing  Act, 
but  to  pass  one  for  England.  Max 
O'Bell,  in  one  of  his  books,  says  that  the 
only  places  of  public  resort  open  in  Lou- 
don on  aSundftjare  the  churches  and  the 
gin  palaces,  and  he  adds  that,  on  the 
whole,  the  devil  has  the  best  of  it.  In 
roy  opinion  the  gin  palaces,  so  far  from 
being  the  last,  should  be  the  first 
places  of  public  resort  to  be  closed 
on  Sunday.  Can  you  ooasislently 
close  places  for  innocent  recreation, 
such  as  libraries,  museums,  and  public 
Mr.  Others*  Morgan 


dram  shops  to  remain  open? 
•Mk.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stockport) : 
I  have  not  spoken  in  the  House  on  this 
important  subject  before  to-day,  and  am 
unwilling  to  give  a  silent  vote,  because 
I  must  oppose  the  Bill,  though  I  know 
that  it  is  supported  by  many  Gentlemen 
with  whom  I  generally  act,  and  who 
might  naturally  expect  me  to  vote  for  it. 
Looking  at  the  Bill,  I  observe  that  its 
enactments  go  far  beyond  its  title.  It 
is  called  a  Bill  to  prevent  the  sale  of  in- 
toxicating liquors  on  Sunday,  It  enacts 
that  any  public  house  in  which  th^  ore 
eold  during  the  week  should  be  alto- 
gether closed  on  Sunday,  which  is  quite 
a  different  thing.  The  Bill  appears  to 
be  baaed  on  two  principles.  First,  the 
duty  of  enforcing  the  ooservaooe  of  the 
Lo^'s  Day  ;  and,  secondly,  the  duty  of 
enforcing  temperance.  I  claim  to  desire 
both  objects  as  much  as  any  Afember  of 
the  House,  but  I  doubt  whether  it  would 
be  wise  or  practicable  for  Parliament  to 
use  its  powers  to  effect  those  objects  by 
legislation.  If  the  Bill  be  based  upon 
the  duty  of  observing  the  Lord's  Day,  I 
ask  why  it  is  a  greater  breach  of  that 
datf  to  sell  wine  or  beer  on  a 
Sunday  than  to  sell  tarts  or  cigars  ? 
If  it  be  right  for  the  sake  of  the  Lord's 
Day  to  stop  the  sale  of  one  class  of 
goods  on  that  day,  we  ought  to  stop  the 
sale  of  them  all.  It  may  be  said  that 
it  is  already  unlawful  to  sell  anything 
on  Sunday,  and  the  crime  of  doing  bo 
is  pnnishable  by  a  fine  of  5s.  under  the 
Lord's  Day  Obsorvouoe  Act  passed  in 
the  reign  of  Charles  II.  True;  but  this 
Bill  does  not  propose  to  impose  a  similar 
fine  on  the  sale  of  beer,  &o.,  but  to 
punish  the  publican  who  sells  these 
things  on  a  Sunday,  or  indeed,  who 
keeps  his  place  open  on  that  day  even 
though  he  does  not  then  edl  them,  by 
closiug  his  house  altogether,  and  in  foot 
ruining  him.  If,  then,  the  Bill  be  based 
upon  this  ground  we  must  treat  all 
oommoditisB  alike  and  close  ail  shops 
and  taverns  on  Sunday  whether  aloo- 
hoho  drinks  be  sold  in  them  or  not, 
and  ruin  the  ehopkeepeiB  who  venture 
to  open  them.  If  the  Bill  is  based 
upon  the  duty  of  enforcing  temperance, 
then  that  is  no  reason  for  stopping  at 
Sunday,  and  public-houses  ought  to  be 
closed  on  every  day  of  the  week,  for, 
from  the  temperance  point  of  view,  it  is 
not  more  imftortaut  to  prevent  drook  w 
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iieBs  on  Snsday  than  on  any  other  day. 
Thorefore,  as  I  cannot  support  the  clos- 
ing by  law  of  all  taTems  and  all  Bhops 
on  Sunday  [or  the  total  prohibition  of 
selling  alooholio  drinks  on  every  day, 
I  cannot  vote  tor  this  Bill,  wbioh  closes 
entirely  on  Sundays  certain  houees,  be- 
cause ttiess  drinks  are  sold  thsra  on  other 
days.  But  the  Bill  allows  alcoholic 
drinks  to  be  sold  on  Sunday  to  lodgers 
and  to  bond  Jidt  travellers.  It  thereby 
abandons  principle,  and  admits  the  con- 
riderations  of  oonrenienco ;  and  I  inquire 
whether  there  are  not  many  others 
whose  ooQTenience  requires  our  con- 
sideration besides  lodgers  and  travellers. 
There  are  thousands  of  people  in  every 
large  town  who  would  suffer  very  great 
inconvenience  if  all  taverns  were  entirely 
olosed.  Bents  being  high,  a  married 
man  cannot  afford  a  nonse,  but  lives  in 
two  or  three  rooms.  He  has  no  con- 
venience for  keeping  beer,  and  he  hae 
no  place  into  which  to  ask  a  mate  to 
come  and  talk  with  him  on  the  leisure 
day.  If  we  entirely  close  the  only  place 
of  public  accommodation,  we  drive  these 
men  to  tha  comers  of  the  streets  or  to 
the  village  green  in  all  weathers. 
I  ask  what  right  have  we  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  who  have  our 
dining  -  rooms,  our  drawing  -  rooms, 
our  cellars,  and  our  clubs,  and  have 
plenty  of  room  in  which  to  see  a  friend 
and  give  him  a  glass  of  wine  or  beer, 
to  say  to  our  poorer  neighbour  who  has 
not  ^ese  conveniences,  "  Tou  shall  not 
use  the  onlyplace  availaole  for  your 
pnrpose."  We  shall  be  laying  a  heavy 
burden  upon  their  backs,  whUe  we  do 
not  ourselves  touch  it  with  the  tips  of 
onr  fingers.  This  Bill  therefore  seems  to 
me  to  be  class  legislation  of  a  very 
objectionable  kind.  Eiperience  shows 
that  the  natural  desire  of  men  to  chat 
together  and  to  take  a  glass  of  beer  or 
wine  while  doing  so  is  not  quenched 
by  a  law  preventing  them  from  grati- 
mng  it  in  a  particular  way;  and 
if  you  do  shut  the  publics,  men  will  find 
for  themselves  other  means  of  getting 
what  they  want.  Instead  of  taverns 
<men  for  a  limited  number  of  hours  on 
Sunday,  under  police  supervision,  we 
shall  have  clubs  open  all  day,  and  per- 
haps all  night,  without  any  supervision 
at  all.  Ton  may  call  them  b<^^  clubs, 
and  blame  the  niag:istrateB  for  not 
putting  them  down;  but  there  is  no 
reason  why  otnbs  with  a  small  subscrip- 
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tion  should  not  be  as  genuine  "as  the 
Oarlton  or  Heform.  Tou  cannot  close 
clubs ;  you  cannot  prevent  two  men  from 
combining  to  buy  a  bctUe  of  wine  or 
spirits  and  drii^king  it  together— and, 
if  two,  why  not  three,  or  thirty,  or  SOO  ? 
In  1685  I  had  a  large  Bible-class  com- 
prising over  twenty  men — sergeants  of 
the  police,  mounted  police,  the  second 
man  at  the  railway  station,  small  shop- 
keepers,  head  gardeners,  and  skilled 
artizans — of  whom  several  were  tee- 
totalers. They  discussed  the  question 
of  Sunday  Closing  in  my  presence,  and 
unanimously  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  would  do  great  harm  to  the  cause  of 
temperance  to  put  an  intolerable  bur- 
den such  as  I  have  described  upon 
thousands  of  working  men.  If  he  have 
no  club,  a  man  will  take  home  a  small 
cask  of  beer  or  spirits  on  Saturday 
afternoon,  and  he  and  his  wife  and 
child  ren  will  drink  it  up  on  the 
Sunday,  and  you  will  have  a  whole 
family  tipsy  instead  of  the  one  man 
who  went  to  the  public  by  himself. 
This  may  not  appear  in  the  statistics, 
because  a  man  who  gets  drunk  at  a 
public  has  to  go  home  through  the 
streets  and  chance  the  risk  of  being 
taken  up  as  drunk  and  disorderly.  The 
whole  family  may  get  tipsy  at  home 
without  being  found  out.  A  relative  of 
mine,  a  wealthy  lady  living  at  Cardiff, 
who  has  for  twenty  years  devoted  nearly 
all  her  time  to  visiting  among  the  work- 
ing classes  in  that  town,  assures  ma 
that  this  is  the  case,  and  that  the  effect 
of  the  Welnh  Sunday  Closing  Act  on 
the  habits  of  the  people,  especially  the 
wives  and  children,  has  been  appalling. 
She  has  no  interest  in  any  brewery  or 
tavern,  and  her  evidence  is  unimpeach- 
able, and  I  consider  it  of  far  mora 
value  than  any  statistics,  which  can  ba 
easily  manipulated.  It  is  stated  that 
the  working  classes  desire  the  change 
in  the  law.  I  do  not  believe  that  this 
desire  is  genuine.  Of  course,  weak  fel- 
lows wbolive  in  vice  will  throw  all  the 
fault  on  the  tempter,  and  try  and  per- 
suade themselves  that  if  there  had  been 
no  temptation  they  would  not  have 
sinned,  and  they  say  they  would  like 
Parliament  to  remove  all  temptation. 
The  thing  is  impossible  1  and  what  a 
weak,  nerveless  race  of  men  wa  shall 
produce.  All  thevirtneoC  solf-oontrol 
evaporates  when  it  becomesc  ompulsory. 
liiere  are  two  ways  in  which  the  working 
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men  nia;  now  close  publioa  on  Sunday, 
if  their  desire  to  do  ao  is  genntae.  If 
ths;  will  not  ^  into  publio-faouies, 
the;  will  close  of  them  selves,  and  if 
they  are  too  wesk  for  that,  let  them 
try  boyootting  aW.  publics  which  have  a 
seTen  day  licence.  If  eren  our  leading 
uniouB  would  strike  against  all  publics 
which  open  on  Sunday,  fieven  day 
licences  would  soon  be  things  of  the  past. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  wants  of  differ- 
ent parts  of  the  country  vary  greatly, 
and  if  this  matter  is  to  be  dealt  with  at 
all  it  had  better  be  remitted  to  the 
County  Councils,  and  power  be  given  to 
them  to  deal  with  the  question,  district 
by  district,  or  village  by  village,  after 
taking  evidence  as  to  the  wants  of  each 
locality.  I  doubt  whether  total  com- 
pulsory closing  will  ever  be  advisable 
or  possible.  Men  will  have  some  excite- 
ment to  relieve  the  dulness  of  their 
lives,  and  as  long  as  they  know  of  no 
way  of  enjoying  themselves  other  than 
by  drinking,  drink  they  will.  A  hundred 
years  ago  people  of  the  higher  classes 
had  few  tastes  and  amusements,  and  they 
used  to  drink.  When  I  was  at  Cam- 
bridge, to  get  tipsy  at  a  Bump 
supper  was  a  common  thing.  My  sons 
tell  me  that  now  such  a  thiug  is  almost 
unknown.  We  are  educating  the 
masses;  we  are  trying  to  give  them 
better  houses;  we  are  gradually  im- 
proving their  condition  and  tastes,  and, 
in  my  opinion,  steady  progress  in  these 
directions  will  do  far  more  for  tem. 
perancs  than  legislation  of  this  charao. 
ter.  In  a  pamphlet  which  reached  me 
this  morning,  written  by  the  hoc.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton,  I  observed  an 
able  argument  to  prove,  from  a  citizen's 
point  of  view,  that  it  is  unwise  for  the 
State  to  do  for  working  men  what  they 
can  do  for  themselves;  and  a  very 
different  man  from  the  hon.  Member,  the 
Biehop  of  Peterborough,  showed  us  last 
Sunday,  'in  the  Chapel  Royal,  that  it 
injures  Christianity  for  the  State  not  to 
recognize  the  distinction  between  sins 
and  crimes.  To  profane  the  Sabbath  is 
a  sin ;  for  the  State  to  enforce  its  ob- 
servance by  reatraiuiDg  men  from  doing 
what  they  like,  is  considered  a  violation 
of  religious  liberty  by  those  who  ore 
not  Christiana,  or  do  not  believe  in  the 
Lord's  Day.  At  the  present  time  there 
is  a  fair  compromise  between  these 
opposing  opinions,  which  works  very 
Ml.    Upset  th^t  compromise  by  strin- 


gent  restrictions  npon  liberty,  and  there 
will  be  a  revulsion,  and  you  will  have 
absolute  licence.  Therefore,  in  the  in- 
terests of  Lord's  Day  observance,  as  well 
as  in  the  interests  of  temperance,  I 
feel  bound  to  vote  against  this  Bill. 
*Eabl  COMPTON  (York,  W.B., 
Barneley) :  I  should  not  have  taken  part 
in  this  debate  if  it  had  not  been  for  some 
observations  made  by  hon.  Members 
opposite.  They  say  that  the  working 
classes  are  not  in  favour  of  Sunday 
closing.  Now,  I  have  just  been  returned 
as  a  Member  of  this  House.  During 
the  contest,  I  in  the  strongest  possible 
manner  said  I  should  support  Sunday 
Closing,  and  my  views  on  this  point 
were  placarded  on  the  walls  by  my 
opponents.  Notwithstanding  that,  I 
was  returned  by  a  large  majority,  and 
therefore  it  is  certain  that,  in  some 
parts  of  England,  nt  any  rate,  the 
working  classes  are  heartily  in  favour 
of  the  Sunday  closing  movement.  It 
appears  to  me  that  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  is  not  in  favour  of  Sunday 
Closing  of  any  kind.  With  regard  to 
the  argument  that  Sunday  Cluing 
would  increase  the  evil  of  drinking  at 
home,  I  maintain  that  the  great  evil 
that  has  to  be  met  is  that  of  treating  in 
public -hon  sea.  It  is  this  treating  each 
other  that  leads  to  so  much  drunken* 
nees.  I  desire  to  see  any  legislation 
with  regard  to  Sunday-  Closing  applied 
to  the  dubs  of  the  rich  as  well  aa  to  the 
publio-houBes  of  the  poor.  I  belong  to 
the  National  Liberu  Club,  as  well  as 
to  a  working-man's  club  in  the  £ast 
End,  and  I  should  like  to  see  Sunday 
Closing  legislation  applied  equally  to 
both,  and  I  should  like  clubs  through- 
out  the  country  treated  in  exactly  the 
same  manner  as  licensed  premises,  and 
then  licences  limited  to  six  days  a  week- 
I  also  wish  to  know  why  London  should 
be  treated  differently  from  the  country 
districts  in  reference  to  this  question  f 
The  hon.  Member  opposite  has  eud 
that  no  steps  should  be  taken  to  mini- 
mize the  temptations  to  drunkenness, 
and  he  drew  a  distinotian  between  sin 
and  crime.  There  can  be  no  difference 
of  opinion  on  the  fact  that,  unfortu- 
nately, England  is  suffering  from  a 
national  vice  which  affects  all  condi- 
tions of  life,  and  particularly  that  back- 
bone  of  the  country — the  working 
classes.  I  have  laid  it  down  as  a 
principle  that  I  will  vote  for  anything 
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that  will  tend  to  limit  tha  hours  of  labour 
on  Sunday.  The  hon.  Member  has  re- 
ferred to  theoasa  of  omnibilB  drivers  and 
oonduators,  but  I  should  be  disposed  to 
limit  the  hours  of  labour  on  Sundajs 
for  all  olaases,  and  if  I  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  do  this  in  regard  to  omnibus  driverg 
I  hope  I  shall  have  the  support  of  the 
light  hoQ.  Qentlemaa  opposite. 

ue.  cavendish  BENTINOK 
Certainly  not. 

•EablCOMPTON:  It  is  not  only  the 
omnibus  men  and  the  conductors  who 
•ufTer,  but  it  is  also  the  hundreds  of 
employed  in  the  stables  and  having 
charge  of  the  horses  which  are  worked 
in  the  omnibuses  on  Sunday.  For  the 
reasons  I  have  given  I  shall  give  my 
hearty  support  to  the  Bill,  and  I  gladly 
take  this  opportunity  of  ezpreasing  oc 
behalf  of  a  large  majority  of  my  con- 
stituents their  hearty  support  of  Sunday 
closing. 

Mh.  JOHN  O'CONNOB  (Tipperary, 
&.):  I  listened  with  great  attention  to 
the  hoD.  Uember  for  South  Shields,  and 
I  ^eatly  admire  the  earnestness  with 
which  he  advocated  his  cause.  But,  Sir, 
we  are  now  in  a  very  good  position  to 
judge  of  this  question,  for  the  House  of 
Oommons  has  the  advantage  of  knowing 
what  has  been  the  effect  of  the  operation 
of  Sunday  Closing  Acts  in  Wales  and 
in  Ireland.  We  know  to  what  straits 
people  hare  been  driven,  and  with  what 
inventiveness  they  apply  themselves  in 
order  to  go  behind  the  Act.  We  have 
heard  a  good  deal  about  a  certain  appa- 
ratus called  a  belly  can.  I  remember 
having  read  about  a  certain  knight- 
errant  who  made  war  on  wine  sacks; 
perhaps  we  shall  now  have  a  modern 
Cervantes  making  war  on  these  belly 
cans.  We  have  seen  that  the  Acta  in 
operation  are  a  failure,  and  we  have 
had  the  argument  adduced  that  more 
whip  should  be  applied.  But,  Sir,  I 
wonder  how  the  Eon.  Member  would 
like  it  if  that  growing  scot,  tbo  vege- 
tarians, should  attack  the  eating  of  meat 
on  Sundays.  I  think  his  indignant 
British  soul  would  rise  in  revolt  against 
such  tyranny  as  would  forbid  the 
eating  of  meat  on  Sundays,  or,  indeed, 
onanyother  day.  Now,  Sir,  I  deny  most 
emphatically  that  the  Sunday  Closing 
Act  has  been  a  success  in  Ireland,  al- 
though I  am  proud  to  say  that  drunken- 
ness haa  diminished  in  that  country 
owing  to  the  offect,  not  of  the  Sunday 


Closing  Act,  but  of  the  advice  of  the 
priests  and  the  general  tendency  of 
civilization  towards  sobriety.  If  there 
is  any  decrease  in  the  amount  of  drink- 
ing  in  Ireland,  it  is  on  the  days  when 
the  publie-houses  are  open,  and  the  in- 
crease in  drunkenness  ocours  on  the  one 
day  of  the  week  when  the  publio-houses 
are  shut.  In  1874,  four  years  before  the 
passing  of  the  Irish  Act,  there  were  in 
the  districts  where  the  Act  was  in  force 
68,47S  cases  of  drunkenness  before  the 
magistrates ;  whereas  in  1882,  four 
years  after  the  passing  of  the  Act,  thare 
were  in  the  same  district  72,660  casen  of 
drunkenness,  making  4,172  oases  more 
in  those  portions  of  Ireland  to  which 
the  Act  applied.  On  the  other  hand, 
in  those  parts  of  the  country  to  which 
the  Act  did  not  apply  there  were,  in 
1874,  32,932  cases  of  drunkenness,  and 
in  1882,  only  19,019  cases,  shoving  a 
decrease  of  13,913  cases  in  those  parts 
of  Ireland  where  the  Act  did  not  apply. 
These  figures  show  the  weakness  of  the 
contention  that  the  Act  has  done  a  great 
deal  towards  increasing  sobriety  in  Ire- 
land. The  hon.  Member  han  referred' 
to  the  Beport  of  the  Select  Committee 
which  sat  last  year  to  consider  the  effect 
of  the  Sunday  Closing  Act  in  Ireland. 
Ah,  Sir,  let  mo.  tell  the  House  about 
that.  I  opposed  the  composition  of  the 
Committee  the  very  first  day  it  came 
before  the  House,  because  I  saw  the 
Government  were  putting  upon  it  a 
preponderating  number  of  Members 
who  had  pledged  themselves  to  carry 
legislation  in  the  direction  of  Sunday 
doting.  That  Committee  sat  upstairs, 
and  selected  as  their  own  Chairman  a 
learned  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment; and  they  tookoertainevidence. 
The  Chairman,  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland,  a  Gentleman  learned  in  the 
law,  a  Gentleman  who  had  declared  him- 
self in  favour  of  Sunday  closing,  a  Gen- 
tleman who  is  capable  of,  and  is  accus- 
tomed to  sifting,  and  weighing  evidence, 
his  draft  Beport  advised  the  Com- 
mittee not  to  recommend  the  House  to 
extend  the  operation  of  the  Sunday 
Closing  Act  in  Ireland.  But  what  did 
this  remarkable  Committee  do;  this 
very  Select  Committee,  composed  of  such 
Gentlemen  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)? 
They  proposed  a  Besolution  which  ruth- 
lessly swept  aside  the  Beport  of  their 
own  Chairman,  and  lecommendod  the 
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House  to  extend  the  Siinday  CloiUDg 
A.ct,  although  tbat  was  against  the  evi- 
dence adduoed  before  the  Commiitee. 
The  da;  after  the  Committee  was  formed 
I  had  a  converoation  with  an  Lon.  Friend 
of  mine  who  had  been  appointed  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee;  and  will  the 
House  believe  it — the  hon,  Ceatleiuan, 
before  there  was  one  word  adduord  be- 
fore the  Committee —before,  indeed,  the 
Committee  had  met — sat  down  io  a 
faoetiouB  moment  aod  wrote  for  me 
what  was  to  be  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee ?  What  he  wrote  did  beoome  the 
Beport.  Referring  to  Walee,  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Shields  (Mr.  J. 
Stevenson)  said  that  at  present  there 
seemed  to  be  something  like  a  scare  in 
the  country.  Now,  what  is  a  scare  ?  A 
ncare  is  a  sudden  iright.  Is  there  a 
sudden  fright  in  Wales?  No.  The 
state  of  things  which  exists  there 
and  which  hascouverted  Lord  Aberdare, 
is  the  same  tfaiug  that  has  existed  ever 
since  the  Act  was  put  into  operation. 
Many  years  ago  those  who  are  the 
frieuds  of  the  temperance  cause,  and 
those  who  desire  the  welfare  of  the 
people,  hare  been  obliged  to  use  almost 
the  same  language  as  that  which  was 
used  bv  Judge  Orantham  the  other  day. 
At  a  meeting  of  the  St.  David's  Total 
Abstinence  Society  which  was  held  at 
Cardiff  many  years  ago — the  nieetiug 
WH8  attended  by  the  Ute  Mr.  A.  M. 
Sullivan,  and  Dr.  Hedley,  the  Boman 
Catholic  Bishop,  was  in  the  chair — 
Father  Richardson,  alluding  to  the 
drinking  going  on  on  Sunday,  said — 

"  A  more  terrible  light  could  not  meet  the 
eyes  of  a  d^tgyraan  thui  the  icenes  which 
were  to  be  found  in  iuch  places.  The  room 
wan  full  to  Buffocatiun :  thefc  vm  a  caslc  in  the 
comer  of  the  room,  aootlier  ston-oJ  under  the 
■tain,  and  probably  anotlier  elaewhero.  The 
neichboura  handed  their  jugs  over  the  back- 
yaw  walls,  and  they  wotp  sopplied  more  freely 
than  they  could  be  in  a  public-hoiiie.  They 
saw  young  girla  sitting  ud  the  knees  of  young 
men,  with  their  aniia  round  their  nocks,  and 
both  the  girls  and  the  yoong  men  Uie  worse  for 
drink.  Not  only  that,  but  little  children  wore 
taken  into  the  room  and  dosed  with  heor  until 
they  became  drunk.  The  next  thing  was  the 
clubs.  Thoy  were  rendezvous,  not  of  friend- 
ship, and  not  places  of  honest  rocruatioo,  but 
dens  of  terrible  drinking,  nud  somotimeti  gam- 
bling. The  men  went  in  on  Saturday  night, 
imd  remuiuMl  until  two  or  tliiee  on  Sunday 
muruing.  Then  thuy  went  humu  and  rested 
<ner  their  (tout  of  drinking,  when  thsy  airain 
retomod  to  the  club,  and  remained  until 

that  the  wives  of 'the  n 
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down  the  club-room  and  demand  their  has* 
hands.  This  was  the  result  of  Sunday  closing. 
The  clubs  had  sprung  up  in  consequence  of 
there  being  no  place  where  the  people  could  go 

and  enjoy  themselves He  signed 

a  Petition  in  favour  of  Snnda;  Closing  in 
Wales,  but  hi*  experience  had  dutand  his 
opinion,  and  he  now  felt  that  no  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment could  make  people  sober.  If  ther  shnt 
up  one  place  another  would  open,  and  a  man 
who  wanted  to  get  drink  wonld  get  it  some 
way." 

We  hold  that  a  curtailmentof  the  rights 
of  the  people,  and  restrictions  on  free 
trade  in  drink  lead  to  worse  evils  than 
those  you  attempt  to  remedy — to  she- 
beening,  to  home  drinking,  and  to  club 
drinking.  Tbat  is  the  evidence  in 
Wales.  What  is  the  evidence  in  Soot- 
land  ?  The  Bev.  Dr.  Munroe,  of  Glas- 
gow, has  said — 

"  A  great  source  of  crime  and  misery  was  the 
introduction  of  shebeens  into  the  town.  At 
the  time  the  Improvement  Trust  oommenced  its 
operations  there  were  shebeens  iu  the  town, 
but  they  were  few ;  while  at  the  present  dity 
ther<  were  districts  in  the  town— some  actually 
in  the  property  of  the  Town  Council  itself-^ 
where  every  house  was  a  shebeen.  Without 
enlarging  upon  the  subject,  he  might  allude  to 
a  double  block  of  houses.  In  theoe  two  blocks 
there  were  living  in  a  kind  o(  decent  way 
before  the  demolitions  began  about  200  souls- 
There  was  a  mixture  of  good  and  bad  in  it  then, 
but  the  good  predominated.  Now,  however,  if 
you  excepted  a  few  who  lived  on  the  gfround 
flat,  where  there  was  a  little  shop  or  two,  and 
took  the  upstairs  people,  all  were  bad.  The 
residents  were  not  living  there  now  in  families, 
but  in  schools.  Every  one  of  the  houses  in  the 
two  blocks  upstairs  was  a  shebeen ;  almost 
every  one  of  them  was  a  brothel.  In  that  place 
there  were  at  least  200  crimioals.  and  it  was  un- 
safe even  to  patts  it." 

But  1  have  even  better  evidence  than 
that  from  Scotland.  Speaking  of  the 
ten  o'clock  movement  in  Scotland  the 
Chief  Constable  of  Stirling  says— 

"  I  wish  1  were  in  a  position  to  report  fa- 
vourably of  its  operation.  With  very  few  ex- 
ceptions ■■  hotel-keepers  and  publicans  have 
complied  with  the  law,  few  attempts  having 
been  made  to  sell  after  10  p.m.,  and  in  some 
respects  the  effect  has  no  doubt  been  beneficial, 
inasmuch  aa  the  streets  are  new  more  nearly 
clear  between  10  and  U  o'olock.  This  gives 
to  those  who  ore  not  out-of-doors  after  II 
o'clock  the  impruBsion  that  much  good  has 
been  done,  I  am  sorry  to  have  to  report  that 
that  is  only  where  the  mischief  begins.  Bottles 
of  liquor  are  purchased  and  tiiken  tu  private 
houses,  and  drunken  orgies  are  indulged  io 
frequently  to  2,  and  sometimes  3,  o'clock  in  the 
luoming.  Young  people  of  both  seiee  are  thus 
brought  in  contact  with  vice  which  they  might 
otherwise  have  escaped.  Nor  is  this  all.  Shebeen- 
iog,  which  «M  comparalivaly  unknown  in  this 
county,  is  being  discovered  m  several  parts  of 
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the  ooanty,  with  the  remit  that  if  there  are  any  , 
fairer  aaBaultl,  lireaches  of  the  peace,  and  ctueu 
of  Aisordeilj  oooduct  committed  than  there 
weTO  before,  there  are  now  more  oommitted  in 
the  early  honn  of  Sunday  morning.  Thii  is  not 
>  mere  toatter  of  opinion— unfortunately,  we 
bare  experienoe  of  it  in  nearly  eveiry  town  in 
the  ooanty. 

There  is  aaother  matter  to  wMoh  I  wish 
to  refer.  Our  feelings,  are  harroved  by 
appeals  on  behalf  of  those  who  serve  in 
public-houses.  We  had  eridenoe  before 
UB  last  year  from  the  very  olasa  of  people 
on  whose  behalf  the  hoD.  Uember  for 
South  Shields  appeals  to-day,  and  that 
evidence  oonviuDedme.at  least,  that  these 
people  had  no  grievanoe  whatever. 
There  is  no  man  who  would  not  be  more 
inolined  to  reduce  the  hours  of  labour 
than  myself,  but  these  people  told  ua 
that  they  have  more  time  at  their  dJs- 
poeal  than  any  other  class  they  were 
aware  or  They  said  that  not  only  had 
they  hours  in  the  days  to  themselves, 
but  they  bad  a  whole  day  holiday,  and 
if  they  were  obliged  to  serve  a  few 
hours  on  Sunday  tttey  were  more  than 
compensated  by  the  leniency  with  which 
they  were  treated  by  their  employers  in 
other  respects.  Wiiat  right  have  we 
to  impose  our  will  on  these  servants? 
If  they  choose  to  go  to  this  work,  they 
have  a  perfect  right  to  do  so.  Neither 
have  we  a  right  to  impose  our  will  on 
the  people  with  regard  to  drint.  Lord 
Bramwell  says — 

"If  even  it  ie  vrithia  wciBly'i  right  to  close 
the  public-houses,  is  it  fair,  ie  it  jiut,  is  it  ex- 
pedient, because  some  take  it  to  ezoesa,  that  it 
u  to  be  denied  to  millionii  to  whom  it  is  a  daily 
pleasure  and  enjoyment,  with  no  attendant 
Wm  7  The  glast  of  beer  is  taken  from  Sft^ 
nen  because  one  of  them  will  take  more  than  m 
good  for  him." 

I  have  considerable  ezperieaoe,  not  only 
by  reason  of  the  fact  that  I  served  on 
the  Committee  upslurs,  but  booause  I 
have  dwelt  amongst  the  people  all  my 
life.  I  prefer  that  you  should  have  no 
necessity  for  a  club  ;  I  prefer  that  a  man 
should  not  be  compelled  to  drinh  at 
home,  aud  perhaps,  therefore,  to  set  a 
bad  example  to  bis  family.  I  prefer  to 
leave  the  matter  to  the  respectable  pub- 
lican, whose  character  and  interest  are 
alike  a  protection   to    the  public.     I 


27,  1889]  Ziquori,  ie.,  Sitl.     974 

oppose  this  Bill  because  it  is  based  on 
false  notions  of  freedom,  and  will  open 
new  ways  of  evil  which  will  must  assur- 
edly lead  to  the  destruction  of  morality 
instead  of  those  ways  which  you  wish  to 
olosa  up. 

SraH,  SELWIN-IBBETS0N(E«8eT, 
Epping) :  I  have  not  now  for  many 
years  taken  port  in  these  disuusuons, 
but  I  wiU  yield  to  no  man  in  my  wish  to 
promote  the  temperance  of  the  country. 
As  a  Ghoirmaa  of  Quarter  Sessions,  who 
is  constantly  brought  into  contact  with 
that  crime  which  is  produced  by  druuken- 
ness,  I  have  seen  enough  to  strengthen 
my  hands  in  supporting  any  action  which 
would  be  likely  to  produce  an  increase 
of  sobriety.  Perhaps  in  post  years  I 
have  done  something  in  that  direction, 
because  the  eommenoement  almost  of 
the  legislation  of  past  years  waa  the 
bringing  of  the  beer-houses  under  the 
control  of  the  Magistrates,  which  was  a 
measure  practically  introduced  by  me. 
The  six  days'  licence  I  can  claim  as  my 
own,  although  it  has  not  produced  as 
much  good  as  I  conld  wish.  The  power 
given  to  Magistrates  to  transfer  licences 
from  one  district  to  another  waa  a 
measure  which  I  thought  also  would 
have  done  much  in  the  direction  of 
diminishing  intemperance.  I  am,  how- 
ever, satisfied  by  the  experience  of  the 
past  that  if  you  attempt  to  force  your 
legislation  upon  the  people  before  they 
are  prepared  to  receive  it  you  will 
f^.  Thoae  who  can  remember  the 
agitation  which  took  place  against  Lord 
EDury's  Act,  and  the  way  in  which  the 
people  of  the  MetropoUs  resented  an 
interference  with  what  they  regarded  as 
their  privileges  in  the  way  of  open 
houses  on  the  Sunday,  will  share  my 
opinion  that  you  cannot  legislate  in  this 
direction,  unless  the  people  are  in  favour 
of  that  legislation.  I  am  satisfied  that 
if  this  Bill  were  carried  out  in  its 
entiri.'ty,  we  should  have  a  repetition 
of  the  unfortunate  scenes  which  took 
place  at  the  time  to  which  I  referred. 
We  must  trust,  I  think,  to  the  improved 
tone  of  society,  and  to  the  educational 
efforts,  in  order  to  bring  the  people  into 
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a  ooadition  in  which  the;  will  accept 
rwtriotionB  of  this  kind,  and  I  do  not 
think  vou  hare  airiTed  at  that  position 
now.  This  Bill  propoaee  praotioollj  to 
say  to  a  man  who  has  been  working 
httrd  during^  six  daje  of  the  week,  and 
unable  practioally  to  enjoy  himself 
during  those  days  that  on  the  only  oc- 
casion whan  he  does  have  any  leisure, 
ha  will  find  himself  absolutely  debarred 
irom  taking  any  refreshment.  I  think 
the  House  will  find,  if  it  sanations  this 
legislation,  that  the  people  of  the 
country  are  sot  prepared  to  endorse  its 
decision.  With  regard  to  Wales,  Lord 
Aberdare,  who  was  Home  Secretary  in 
the  liberal  Oovemment  that  brought 
in  the  Act  of  1872,  now  tells  yau  that, 
living  in  Wales,  and  knowing  what  has 
been  the  histaiy  of  that  Act  in  his 
distoiet,  he  lias  sorrowfully  had  to 
change  his  opinion,  and  that  if  an 
extending  Act  is  brought  in  he 
will  be  obliged  to  oppose  it.  If  in  Ire- 
land, aoeording  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tippeiary  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor),  the 
Sunday  Qosiag  Act  has  not  been  a 
snooess — ["Oh,  oh!"]— if  from 
Welsh  point  of  Tiew,  according  to  the 
STidence  of  a  man  who  has  done  more 
is  the  direction  of  temperance  legislation 
than  anyone  among  tnoae  I  see  before 
me,  the  measure  is  a  failure,  shall  we 
be  justified  in  forcing  a  Bill  of  this  kind 
upon  the  whole  of  thecountry  ?  Accord- 
ing to  the  evidence  of  numbers  of  Chief 
Constables  in  Scotland,  the  Forbes 
Hackesrie  Act  is  not  the  success  that  its 
promoters  anticipated,  and  it  has  in- 
creased, as  they  believe,  secret  drinkisg 
in  that  couut^.  If  we  are  going  to 
abolish  open  dnnking,  with  the  resultof 
producing  a  la^  amount  of  secret 
drinking,  our  action  will,  in  my  opinion, 
be  deleterious  rather  than  beneficial.  I 
hope,  therefore,  that  the  House  will 
pause  before  passing  a  Bill  which  is 
opposed  by  the  large  majority  of  work- 
ing men  in  this  country,  who  object  to 
having  theii  liberty  interfered  with  in 
this  matter,  and  prefer  not  to  be  subjected 
to  grandmotherly  legislation.  I  myself 
prefer  to  trust  for  improving  the  sobriety 
of  the  people  to  those  better  means  which 
I  think  are  now  steadily  advancing,  and 
which  I  believe  will,  in  the  end,  bring 
about  the  state  of  things  we  desire 
among  the  working  classes,  just  as  they 
have  done  already  amongst  other  classes 
of  the  people. 

air  II.  HtlwinJbbtUou 
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Ms.  LEA  (Londonderry,  South) :  I  do 
notintendto  discussthe  general quoation, 
but  I  wish  to  say  one  word  respecting  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tipperary  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor),  who  gave 
the  House  a  complete  misrepresentation 
of  the  views  of  the  Select  Committee  of 
which  he  and  I  were  members.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  led  the  House  to  believe 
that  the  Report  of  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden),  who  was 
Chairman  of  the  Committee,  was 
completely  overthrown  by  the  majority 
of  the  members.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  Report  presented  to  the  House  was 
the  Report  of  the  Solicitor  GMieral  for 
Irelaod  in  all  but  one  particular.  The 
Solicitor  General  fbr  Ireland  was  in 
favour  of  the  stricter  definition  of  the 
bond  Jt4*  traveller;  he  was  in  favour 
of  making  permanent  the  Act  for 
Sunday  Closing,  and  he  was  in  favour 
of  greater  restriction  as  to  the  hours  of 
opening  in  the  exempted  towns — the 
time  now  allowed  for  opening  being  five 
hours,  which  he  proposed  to  reduce  to 
two  or  throe.  The  Solicitor  General 
was  not,  it  was  true,  in  favour  of 
total  closing  in  the  exempted  towns,  but 
he  approved  the  geueral  working  of  tho 
Act,  and  admitted  the  necessity  of  its 
being  made  permanent  and  extended- 
The  hon.  Member  has  quoted  a  number 
of  statistics.  Well,  I  find  that  whilst  in 
U77 — the  year  before  the  Act  was  passed 
—the  total  number  of  arrests  for  drun- 
kenness was  110,903,  whereas  in  1880, 
shortlyaftertheAct  was  passed,  they  were 
reduced  to  88,018,  and  the  result  was 
arrived  at  chiefly  by  a  diminution  in  the 
number  of  Sunday  arrests.  I  think  it  was 
the  unanimous  opinion  of  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  Committee  that  bogus 
clubs  and  shebeening  had  been  incon- 
siderable since  the  Sunday  Closing  Act 
had  been  in  operation.  That  is  the 
Report  of  the  majority  of  the  Commit- 
tee, and  it  is  one  which,  when  the 
Bill  respecting  Sunday  Closing  in  Ire- 
land is  diaouesed,  will,  I  am  sure,  carry 
the  overwhelming  opinion  of  the  House 
in  favour  of  it. 
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*M«.  J.  a.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Univer- 
>itj) :  I  sliall  vote  againet  the  Sooond 
Beading  of  the  Bill — not  that  I  do  not 
consider  any  change  in  the  law 
daaitfibla,  but  beoauae  I  regard 
this  aa  an  unworkable  measure. 
When  the  Bill  was  last  before  the 
Houss  the  hon.  Uember  for  South 
Shields  (Ur.  Stevenson)  expressed  his 
willingness  to  .exclude  the  If  etropolis, 
and  I  think  other  large  towns,  from 
the  scope  of  the  Bill  in  Committee. 
But  if  exemptions  are  to  be  made  of 
this  sweeping  character  the  measure 
will  be  completely  altered.  It  is  not  a 
straightforward  mode  of  legislating  to 
ask  the  House  to  accept  the  general 
prinoiple  underlying  this  Bill,  upon  the 
promise  that  that  very  principle  will  be 
altered  in  Committee.  I  feel  quite 
certain  that  if,  unfortunately,  this  Bill 
were  to  become  law,  it  would  be  found 
quite    impracticable    to    dose    all    the 

Sub  lie- houses  during  the  whole  of  Sun- 
ays  in  large  towns  like  London  and 
Manchester  and  Leeds.  Legislation  on 
this  question  ought  to  go  a  little,  but 
only  a  little,  in  advance  of  publio  opinion^ 
but  whatever  it  is,  it  should  be  based  on 
some  intelligible  and  practicable  prin- 
uiple.  I  am  ready  to  support  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  one  of  tho  Members 
for  Durham  (Sir  J.  Pease),  and  if  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House  is  read  a 
second  time,  I  shall  propose  Amend- 
ments in  that  sense  in  Committoe,  being 
prevented  by  the  forms  of  the  House 
from  moving  the  Amendment  of  which 
I  have  given  notice  at  this  stage.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  Barnsley 
Division  (Lord  Comptou)  talked  of  being 
willing  to  close  all  clubs,  both  for  rich 
and  poor,  during  the  whole  of  Sunday ; 
but  ho  would  find  it  could  not  be  douu. 
I  trust  the  House  will  undeavour  to 
settle  this  question  in  a  practical  spirit. 
■  Ma.  J,  O'OONNOE  (Tipperary,  8.): 
Will  you  allow  me,  Sir,  to  make  a  per- 
sonal explanation  ?  I  have  been  accused 
of  misrepresenting  the  views  of  the 
SoHcitor  General  for  Ireland,  who  un- 
fortunately is  now  absent.  If  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  made  this  accusation 
looks  at  the  draft  Beport  prepared  by  tho 
&>licitor  (}enoral  for  Ireland  he  will  &u  I 
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that  that  Keport  states  that,  having  re> 
gard  to  the  practical  unanimity  of  the 
witnesses  summoned  with  regard  to  the 
working  of  the  Act  in  the  exempted 
towns,  the  Oommittee — 

"  Could  not  recommend  the  ettennon  of  the 
Act  to  tiie  exempted  towns,  nor  taj  ouitail- 
meot  of  ths  houn  of  opening  therein." 
Why  did  not  the  hon.  Member  read  the 
entire  Beport  instead  of  part  of  itf 
*SiE  G.  TEEVELYAN  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  I  am  extremely  glad  that 
we  have  had  the  very  interesting  and,  I 
think,  oonolusiTe  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Lea)  in- 
terposed between  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  H.  Selwin- 
Ibbetson)  and  my  own,  though  I  desired 
to  rise  after  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
His  presence  here  to-day  reminds  us 
of  those  old  days— the  good  old  days — 
when  he  took  such  an  active  part  in 
temperance  legislation,  and  we  do  not 
forget  the  good  work  he  has  done. 
The  changes  he  made  in  our  laws 
were  made  within  certain  limits  which 
he  is  unwilling,  but  which  we  are  ready, 
to  overstep,  but  valuable  and  praotical 
changes  they  were.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  we  ought  not  to 
legislate  upon  subjects  of  this  kind 
until  the  people  are  prepared  for  it 
and  are  in  favour  of  it.  Well,  the 
people  are,  I  think,  prepared  for  this 
legislation  and  in  favour  of  it — or, 
at  any  rate,  are  very  rapidly  approach- 
ing to  that  condition  of  mind.  Ida  not 
underrate  what  may  be  dene  by  sob- 
riety and  education  to  change  the  habits 
of  the  people  ;  but  wo  trust  to  aobriety 
and  uducation  to  change  tho  miuds  of 
the  people  who  avo  opposed  to  temper- 
ance logi  slat  iou,  What  has  been  effected 
in  regard  to  giiming- houses  is  very  in- 
structive. A  huudred  years  ago  it  would 
have  been  impossible  to  put  down 
gamin g-houbes,  but  as  the  habits  of 
gaming  diminished  public  opinion 
suppoiCod  the  law  against  gaming- 
hous  >.  It  is  said,  however,  that  Sun- 
day  Closing  has  broken  down  and 
proved  a  failure  in  those  parte  of  the 
i£ingdom  where  it  has  been  tried.  I 
duny  tUi*.    Taking  the  case  of  Ireland, 
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the  otatiBtiu  show  that,  wheraaa  betireeti 
1x74  and  1870  the  arreata  for  druokeQ- 
HBBB  on  Sunday  in  those  parts  of  Ire- 
land to  which  the  Sooday  Closing  Act 
subaeqnently  applied  never  fell  below 
3,600  and  sometinkea  exceeded  4,000, 
in  the  year  that  the  Act  passed  they  fell 
below  2,000,  thereby  showing  that  the 
effect  of  the  Act  was  to  reduce  Sunday 
drunkenness  by  one- half,  and  cause  only 
one  family  instead  of  two  to  be  made 
miserable.  Nor  have  the  figures  of 
Sonday  dmnkennees  in  the  parte  of  Ire* 
land  to  which  the  Act  applies  ever  got 
book  to  their  former  proportions.  More 
recent  statistics  tell  the  same  tale.  In 
the  whole  of  Ireland  where  the  Act  is 
in  foToe  there  were  for  the  past  year 
2,800  arrests  for  drnnkenneBS  on  Sun- 
day. The  population  of  that  part  of 
Ireland  is  about  4,200,000.  In  the 
exempted  towns  there  is  a  population  of 
about  700,000,  and  the  arrests  for 
drunkennesa  on  Sundays  in  these  towns 
were  2,000.  According  to  the  popula- 
tion there  ought  to  have  been  only  two 
arrests  in  the  exempted  towns  for  every 
12  in  the  rest  of  Ireland.-  But  instead 
of  two  there  were  eight  arrests,  showing 
that  in  the  exempted  towns  arrests  for 
drunkenness  on  Sundays  were  propor- 
tionately four  times  aanumerous  as  in  the 
parts  of  Ireland  which  are  under  the  Act. 
Now,  let  me  take  Scotland.  The  Chief 
Oonstable  of  Scotland  in  11156,  two  years 
after  the  Forbes- Mackenzie  Act  was 
passed,  reported  as  follows : — 

"  The  name  improrement  je  respect  to  de- 
coruin  in  our  street*  od  the  Sabbsth  Da;  dibd- 
tioued  in  the  first  fieport  still  contiaueg,  and  on 
Saturday  nights  by  12  o'clock  peace  and  good 
order  is  ohlaiued,  instead  of  a*  formarly  a  state 
of  tnnnoii  and  disorder  continuioK  the  vhole 
Sabbath  morning.  In  no  place  is  the  difference 
more  observable  than  ia  the  police  offices,  par- 
ticularly in  the  central  office,  where  Sunday 
used  to  be  a  busy  day,  but  is  now  perfectly 
quiet ;  and  it  i*  not  anusnaj  for  a  whole  Sabbath 
to  ^asa  without  a  stngle  case  of  any  liiod  being 

He  shows  that,  whereas  the  Sunday 
arrests  in  the  three  years  before  the  Act 
was  passed  were  :^6,  they  averaged  only 
nine  in  the  three  years  afterwards. 
The  Chief  Conftable  of  Edinburgh 
xbows  that  by  the  passing  of  the  Forbes- 
Hackenziti  Act  Sunday  arrests  fell  frum 
12  to  8.  But  it  is  still  more  interesting 
to  look  not  at  the  Unnday  arrests,  but 
Sir  G.  Tr»v*lv»n. 


at  the  arrests  between  8  on  the  Sunday 
morning  and  n  on  the  Monday,  thus 
excluding  what  is  really  the  Saturday 
night  drunkenness.  In  all  Edinburgh 
such  arrests  fell  to  two.  Thehon.Hem- 
ber  for  Oxford  TTniversity  (Mr.  J.  G. 
Talbot)  spoke  of  the  impossibility  of 
totally  closing  public-houses  on  Sundays 
in  large  and  populous  towns.  But  in 
Glasgow,  which  may  be  regarded  as 
the  second  largest  city  in  the  Kingdom, 
and  a  vast  seaport,  which  contains  a 
large  nomad  and  preoarioue  population, 
no  such  difficulty  as  the  hon.  Member 
apprehends  is  experienced.  Let  me 
read  a  very  short  extract  from  a  letter 
from  a  Scotch  working  man  of  my  ac- 
quaintance, whose  iM^tioB  are  not  the 
same  as  my  own.    He  says— 

"  I  can  well  remember  that  there  was  a  groat 
amount  of  irritation  on  the  oloiing  of  the 
licensed  houses,  and  the  canatant  and  persistent 
efforts  U>  avoid  the  law,  but  now,  livinft 
amongst  the  working  class,  from  my  own 
knowTei^e  I  am  glad  to  say  that,  year  by  year, 
the  law  IS  becoming  more  and  more  respected, 
and  its  benefits  more  fully  recognized,  tjunday 
drinkiag  is  noff  almost  unknown,  and  I  need 
scarcely  add  the  reduction  of  drinking  on  Sna- 


The  advantages  are  uow  in  every  way  ao  evidwt 
that  it  wodlatake  a  bold  man  to  stand  op  in 
any  audience — I  do  not  even  except  an  audiince 
of  drink-seller* — and  plead  that  all  houses 
should  again  be  open  on  Sunday." 

There  you  have  the  answer  to  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  are  ao  anxious  that 
the  barmaids  and  the  barmen  should 
not  be  deprived  of  their  seven  days' 
wages  in  the  week,  for  in  Soutlond  the 
drink-seUers  are  in  favour  of  the  Forbes- 
Mackenzie  Act.  Beferanoe  has  been 
made  to  the  Welsh  statistics,  and  these  are 
certainly  ac  curious  that  I  shall  be  glad 
to  see  an  inquiry  made  into  them.  The 
strange  fact  is  to  be  noteil  that,  whereas 
in  England  the  arrests  on  Sunday  are 
about  one-tenth  of  those  on  other  days, 
in  Wales  they  are  something  more,  but 
that  if  the  county  of  Glamorganshire  is 
excluded  from  the  statistics  they  assume 
a  totally  different  aspect — the  Sunday 
arrests  in  Wales  (excluding  Glamorgan- 
shire) being  only  one  in  13.  It  is  ad- 
mitted there  is  a  strong  Nonuonfurmist 
feeling  for  this  Bill.  Well,  there  is  a 
county  where,  out  of  a  population  of 
125,000,  about  100,000  are  Nonoonfor- 
mists.  while  there  is  only  one  Noscon* 
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foriuist  magistrate  out  of  the  130 
raagiatrateB  of  the  county ;  and  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  poewbl;  eome 
part  of  the  difficulty  experieuoed 
in  working  this  Act  in  Qlamorgan^ire 
is  that  the  bench  of  magistrates  are  not 
in  sympathy  with  the  popular  mind.  A 
great  deal  has  been  aaidaboutthere  being 
one  law  for  the  rich  and  another  for  the 
poor.  We,  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
are  quite  willing  that  there  should  be 
the  same  law  for  all ;  hut  as  a  matter  of 
fact  it  is  not  one  of  tie  privil^es  of  the 
upper  and  middle  claases  to  go  tippling 
at  bars  on  Sundays.  We  do  not  want 
to  deprive  the  working  men  of  any 
privilege  which  we  enjoy.  On  the 
contrary,  we  want  him  to  go  to  his 
own  house  and  enjoy  himself  with 
his  wife  and  children.  It  is  said 
that  his  house  is  a  bad  one.  But 
it  would  not  be  a  bad  one  but 
for  Sunday  drinking.  I  know  a 
part  of  the  world-  where  there  is  no 
Sunday  drinking  and  where  there  is 
no  bad  house,  and  no  badly  furnished 
house  either.  Irrespective  of  its  other 
evils,  Sunday  drinking  is  expensive  for 
the  working  man,  who  cannot  afford 
to  spend  a  large  part  of  his  in- 
oome  on  drink.  If  a  man  of  our 
class  was  to  spend  a  fifth  or  sixth  of  his 
income  on  drink,  you  would  put  him  in 
a  lunatic  asylum,  and  the  poor  man  can- 
not afford  to  spend  on  his  own  selfish 
enjoyment  what  ought  to  go  to  his  wife 
and  children.  We  voted  fur  Sunday 
Cloaing  in  Wales  and  in  Ireland  because 
we  were  so  impressed  with  the  horrors 
that  had  to  be  met  that  we  thought  local 
measures  were  desirable  if  Imperial 
measures  could  not  be  obtained,  and  not 
because  we  were  not  in  favour  of  Im- 
perial measures,  and  we  trust  that  the 
House  will  give  a  Second  Reading  to 
this 


Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.) : 
I  wish  to  be  allowed  to  make  a  correction 
is  the  statement  I  made  earlier.  Is 
quoting  from  the  Solicitor  Cleneral,  I 
roferr^  to  the  wrong  passage.  The 
words  used  were — 

•'In  view  of  the  dtffereaco  of  opmion,  and 
liftviag  rc^iard  to  the  diffsrent  conditiooi  of 
life  in  cities  and  rural  diatriota,  ve  caald  not 
rooommeiiil  an  eztauuon  of  the  Act,  or  the  in- 
clauoD  of  the  fire  exempted  cities." 
♦Mr.  BARTLBY  (Islington,  N.):  I 
regret  that  the  riilos  of  debate  preclude 


LUB  from   moving    the  Amendment  of 
which  I  have  given  notice,  because  the 
proposition  embodied  in  the  Bill  is  not, 
I   think,  one  to  be  met  with  a  direct 
legative,  but  on  different  lines  in  dif- 
ferent localities.  Sunday  Closing  is  by  no 
means  a  new  subject,  and  before  we  act 
in  a  drastic  manner  such  as  this,  it  « 
well  to  recognize  the  fact  that  for  genera^ 
tions  it  has  bosn   the  habit  to  allow 
public-houses  to  be  open  on  Sunday. 
Temperance   advocates    are    fond    of 
this  method,  and  think  the  only  way  of 
promoting  temperance   ia  to  stop  the 
consumption    of   abjoholio  drinks  alto- 
gether.   Now,  all  my  life  I  have  lived 
and  worked  among  tiie  poorer  olaasea, 
and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
one  of  the  greatest  evils  in  the  land  is 
the  habit  of  drinking  in  pubUo  houses 
on    Saturday    and    Sunday,    and   you 
cannot     hope      to     effect     any     great 
change  in    the  dwelUngs   and   habits 
of  the   people   until   by  some    means 
or  other   you   gat  rid   of   this    habit 
of  sitting  or  standing  soaking  and  toping 
at  the  bar  of  a  public-house  on  Saturday 
and  Sundi^.     But  the  practical  question 
is,  are  we  to  do  this  by  drastic  legisla- 
tion, or  by  the  less  heroio  method  which 
is  now  going  on  of  inducing  the  people 
to  promote  their  own  improvenxeut  in 
the  way  wo  would  wUh.   I  am  convinced 
that  if  by   any   means  this  Bill  were 
passed  into  law  requiring  every  public- 
house  in  London  to  be  shut  on  Sunday, 
the  opposition  would  be  such  that  I  am 
sure  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  carry 
it  out.     It  would  bo  considered  an  act 
of  tjrannical  class  legislation,  and  woull 
tend,  in  my  opinion,  largely  to  retard 
the  temperance  movement  which  baa 
been  steadily  going  on  for  years,  prj^ 
moted  by  individual  effort.  What  would 
be  the  effect    of  closing   the   public- 
houses  ?  It  is  dear  that  total  abstinence 
would  not  feel  it.  It  is  clear  that  among 
t'le  middle  classes,  who  keep  their  own 
cellaw,  nothing  would  be  effected,  only 
those  would  be  affected  who  use  pubbc- 
houses,  those  who  use  them  fairly,  and 
those  who  use  them  nnreaftOnaWy  nn<l 
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to  ezoesa.  It  is  the  claaa  who  use  the 
public- houses  reasonably  whom  you 
ought  to  consult ;  but  you  would  act 
without  giving  them  any  meaoa  of  ap- 
peal, without  affording  them  the  chance 
of  (pTmg  ezpreedon  to  their  opinions. 
I  will  venture  to  say  that  if  the  hon. 
Members  who  will  ^o  into  the  Lobby  in 
support  of  this  Bill  a  great  number, 
probably  nine-tenths,  who  thiis  vote  for 
the  total  closing  of  publio-houseB,  will 
hare  liquor  from  their  own  cellars 
on  their  tables  next  Sunday.  If  that 
is  the  case,  is  it  reasonable  to  say  sud- 
denly, to  all  classes  who  have  not  the 
adrantages  we  hare,  that  we  will  cut 
them  off  from  having  any  alcoholic 
liquor  on  Sunday  ?  My  own  opinion  is 
that  the  oppoeitioa  excited  would  be 
such  that  the  real  cause  of  temperance 
would  be  much  retarded.  The  question 
of  Sunday  closing  should  be  left  to 
settle  itself  In  each  locality.  Moderate 
men  in  each  district,  I  have  no  doubt, 
would  be  quite  willing  to  waive  their 
owu  opinions  and  give  up  the  use  of 
publio-liouBOB  on  Sunday  if  they  were 
consulted  and  had  the  opportunity  of 
saying  whether  the;  would  or  would 
not  have  those  houses  open.  It  is  said 
if  we  allow  County  Councils  the  de- 
cidoa  on.  the  subject,  it  would  lead  to 
much  agitation  in  each  district,  and,  I 
oonfess,  I  do  not  see  why  there  should 
be  any  objection  to  that.  There  is  an  old 
objection  to  the  endeavour  to  make  poo- 

fle  temperate  by  Act  of  Parliament,  but 
see  no  objection  to  allowing  the 
reasonable  men  in  every  district  the 
opportunity  of  settling  the  question  in 
their  own  way.  It  does  seem  to  me 
that,  it  is  condemning  the  proposal 
altogether  to  exclude  London,  for  if  it 
is  desirable  to  have  such  legislation  at 
all,  it  is  to  London  the  application  is 
most  needed.  In  difforont  districts  of 
London  the  proportion  of  public- houses 
and  population  varies  greatly.  In 
Faddington  there  is  one  licensed  house 
to  every  192  families,  while  in  the 
Strand  there  is  one  to  every  23  families, 
in  Islington  one  In  156,  and  in  Brent- 
ford one  in  18S.  The  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  suggests  that  therefore  the 
Strand  must  be  very  had,  but  that  ie  not 
the  necessary  inference,  or  that  the  in- 
habitants of  the  Strand  include  so  many 
more  drunkards,  it  simply  means  that 
the  circnmstances  of  the  locally  are 
vury  different;  tlioi-e  is  u  largo  popula- 
Mr.  BartUy 


tion  engaged  in  trade  there  during  the 
day ;  there  is  a  large  daily  influx  of 
persons  to  shops,  theatres,  the  Law 
Courts,  and  other  places,  and  there- 
fore the  district  requires  ta  be 
differently  treated  to  Faddington  or 
Islington,  where  there  is  not  such 
a  migration  of  population  day  by 
by  day.  Then  it  will  he  said  if  ea^ 
locality  settled  the  question  for  itself  the 
drunken  localities  would  have  their  own 
way,  and  so  there  would  be  no  improvs- 
ment,  but  I  think  the  benefit  of  (dosing 
the  public- houses  in  soma  districts 
would  appear,  and  there  oan  be  no 
doubt  that,  with  the  practical  result 
to  point  to,  other  districts  would  soon  fol- 
low the  good  examples.  For  these 
reasons  I  strongly  supported  the  Licens- 
ing Clauses  in  last  year's  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill,  giving  localities  the  right  to 
settle  these  matters  for  themselves.  The 
machinery  is  provided  in  the  Local 
Government  Act,  and  popular  representa- 
tiongives  full  opportunity  for  the  expres- 
sion of  public  opinion.  It  would  not 
give  local  option  in  the  sense  of 
Uie  term  which  some  mean  by  it, 
but  I  am  sure  it  would  lead  to  the 
most  beneficial  result.  If  it  were  con- 
sidered desirable  to  reduce  the  number 
of  licensed  houses,  the  Licensing  Clauses 
would  have  given  the  opportunity. 
True,  we  should  have  had  to  pay  for  thu, 
but  still  I  believe  it  would  have  been  a 
wise  and  economical  provision.  Farlia- 
ment,  however,  in  its  wisdom,  did  not 
see  fit  to  carry  out  the  proposal.  I 
Mncerely  wish  to  see  the  hours  of  drink- 
ing reduced.  Parliament  has  legislated 
on  this  point,  but  it  does  seem  to  me 
an  outrageous  thing  that  licensed 
houses  should  be  allowed  to  be  open 
every  night  in  London  until  half-past 
12,  when  they  are  not  wanted  for  anj 
legitimate  purpose.  I  am  sure  that  if 
hon,  Mombers  could  see  what  goes  on 
at  piacss  nithiu  three-quarters  of  a 
milo  of  where  we  are  now  assembled, 
they  would  be  convinced  of  the  ad- 
visability of  reducdng  the  hours  of 
drinking  iu  the  Metropolis.  I  much 
regret  that  my  Amendment  is  not 
allowable,  for  I  am  well  assured  that 
the  regulation  of  hours  for  opening 
and  the  question  of  whole  or  partisl 
Sunday  closing  are  matters  that  migbt 
safely  be  entrusted  to  the  settlement  of 
each  locality  according  to  its  ciroum- 
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•BiKoirF.  dhROTHSOHILD  (Bucks, 
Ajlesbary) :  I  do  Dot  wish  to  intervene 
at  iiDy  length  in  the  debate.  Thero  is 
DO  doubt  boD.  Members  oa  botb  aides  of 
the  House  express  themselTee  warmly 
in  favour  of  temperaaca,  and  the 
general  speeches  against  temperance 
legislation  are  much  qualified.  The 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  closing 
public-houses  on  Sunday  are  no  more 
than  the  difficulties  that  have  attended 
many  great  measures;  difilaultiea  that 
bare  to  be  met  whenever  any  reform 
of  magnitude  comes  before  the  House. 
Tbera  is  an  old  saying,  "Tou  cannot 
make  omelettes  without  breaking  eggs." 
Naturally  in  every  legislative  mea. 
there  will  be  inequalities  in  application 
and  opposition  excited,  but  I  sincerely 
hope  tbat  if  this  Bill  passes  its  Second 
Beading,  Amendments  in  Committee  will 
remedy  some  of  the  difficulties.  The 
hoD.  tdlember  for  Islington  (Mr.  Bartley) 
says  he  would  rather  trust  to  private 
influence  and  private  agitation  Chan  to 
legislation,  but  I  beg  Um  to  consider 
how  large  a  proportion  of  the  population 
look  to  the  action  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons for  a  guiding  principle,  and  if  the 
House  accepts  and  approves  temper- 
ance principles  the  movement  is  greatly 
strengthened  throughout  the  country. 
We  only  propose  to  close  licensed  houses 
on  Sunday,  and  when  hon.  Members  say 
this  will  not  tend  to  reduce  the  number 
of  public -houses,  I  venture  to  express  a 
di^rent  opinion.  There  are  many 
public-houses  in  London  and  elsewhere 
that  are  drinking  dens  of  the  foulest 
description,  and  are  kept  open  almost 
entirely  by  the  crowds  that  ilock  to  them 
on  Sunday.  Sunday  closing  will  sup- 
press many  of  these,  for  their  main 
source  of  profit  would  disappear.  But 
I  will  not  delay  the  Bill,  which  now,  I 
hope,  will  pass  its  Second  Beading. 

Mk.  J.  C.  STEVENSON  rose  and 
claimed  to  move  that  the  question  be 
now  put. 

The  home  SEOBETAEY  {Mr.  H. 
Matthkwb,  Birmingham,  E.)  rose  at  the 


Mk.  J.  C.  STEVENSON  withdrew  his 
Motion, 
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Mh.  MATTHEWS :  The  hour  does 
not  allow  me  to  go  into  the  matter 
in  debate.  I  only  wish  to  explain  the 
position  of  the  Oovemment.  The  pori- 
tion  we  take  up  is  exactly  that  which  on 
the  last  occasion  was  stated  by  my 
right  hou.  Friend  (Mr.  Bilchie).  We 
regard  this  asin  no  sense  aParty  measure, 
and  we  hope  that  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  will  vote  according  to  their  con- 
victions. This,  however,  I  may  say — 
that  we  do  not  depart  from  the  views 
we  expressed  in  the  Local  Oovemment 
Act  of  last  year,  that  we  do  not  believe 
this  is  a  matter  for  Imperial  legislation, 
but  that  it  is  eminently  a  subject  to  be 
left  to  the  decision  of  the  persons  in  the 
localities  that  would  be  affected.  Differ* 
ing  as  opinions  do  in  different  localities 
according  to  circumstances  and  condi- 
tions of  life,  no  universal  rule  should 
be  applied,  and  I  would  refer  to  ex- 
perience in  Wales  and  in  Ireland  as 
pointing  in  that  direction.  We  believe 
that  the  settlement  proposed  in  the 
Local  Oovemment  Act  last  year  is  the 
proper  mode  of  dealing  with  the  subject. 
If  restrictions  or  limitations  on  the 
freedom  ot  using  public-houses  are  to 
be  imposed  at  all,  we  think  they  should 
be  imposed  by  the  looal  authority.  I 
was  only  anxious  that  there  should  be 
no  misunderstanding  as  to  our  position 
on  this  question. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  179  ; 
Noes  157.— (Div.  List,  No.  47.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  To-morrow. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
That  the  House  do  now  adjourn.-— (Jfr. 
Jaehon.) 

Q  UBSTIONS. 


Mr.  sexton  {Belfast,  W.) :  I  have 
urgently  to  call  the  attention  of  Irish 
Ministers  to  circumstanees  connected 
with  the  action  of  the  police  and  what 
occurred  yesterday  at  Dybaok  in  the 
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tovn  of  Aiklov,  the  attempted  arrest  of 
Father  Lamenoe  Farrellj,  ourate  of  the 
pansh,  sentenced  to  a  term  of  imprlsoo- 
meat  under  the  Crimes  Act,  and  irheii  I 
add  that  the  ciroumstaDces  are 
in  character  to  those  that  have  attended 
the  arrest  of  rererend  gentlemen  ii 
Ireland  the  urgency  will  be  more  appa- 
rent. Father  M'Fadden,  it  will  be 
remembered,  was  arrested  in  the  midst 
of  Mh  congregation  on  leading  church 
immediately  after  the  celebration  of 
Mass.  Father  Eennedj  was  arrested 
after  the  police  had  broken  into  the  bouse 
of  a  friend  where  he  was  etajing.  Father 
Clarke  was  arrested  in  the  dead  of  the 
night.  loan  narrate  the  circumstances 
in  the  ease  I  am  referring  to  b;  reading 
8  letter  I  hare  received  from  Father 
Farrelly.  He,  writing  yesterday,  says— 
"  The  police  early  tbia  TnomiDg  broke  into 
my  hooie  and  vrecked  m;  home.  They  tore 
doWD  the  woU  and  effected  an  entrance.  I  ■wta 
not  there  at  the  time.  There  was  no  necessity 
for  auch  violence,  for  I  was  walking  nboat  the 
own  every  day,  and  ttey  c«uld  have  arrested  me 
without  any  difficulty,  I  wrote  to  Inspector 
Cruze  on  the  2l8t  of  last  month  saying  I 
was  to  be  had  whenever  I  »aa  wanted." 

The  fiev.  J.  Doherty,  writing  on  the 
same  subject,  says  that  20  police  called 
at  the  bouse  at  5  o'clock  and  forced  an 
entrance  through  the  kitchen.  They 
burst  open  every  door  until  they  came 
to  the  bedroom.  Father  Farrelly  was 
not  there.  The  police,  200  strong,  are 
now  in  the  town,  which  is  full  of  country 
folk,  and  much  pnblio  feeling  has  been 
excited.  Father  Farrelly  was  abonttown 
all  the  week,  and  celebrated  Mass  in  the 
parish  church  on  Sunday.  Now,  the 
warrant  for  this  arrest  was  issued  five 
or  nix  weeks  ago,  and  Inspector  Cruze 
could  have  effected  the  arrest  on  any  day 
during  that  time.  I  wish  to  ask,  if  Father 
Farrelly  made  this  communication  to 
the  Inspector,  and  if  the  reverend 
gentleman  could  have  been  encountered 
any  day  as  he  went  about  the  town, 
why  did  the  Arklow  police  withhold  the 
warrant  all  this  time  and  then  proceed  20 
strong  to  the  reverend  gentleman's  resi- 
dence before  dawn,  break  down  the  outer 
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which  olerioat  gentlemen  hare  bera 
treated  in  this  manner,  and  is,  therefore, 
not  due  to  accident.  X  protest  against 
this  course  of  cooduot  as  being  in  the 
highest  degree  calculated  to  excite  publio 
feeling  to  the  point  of  exasperation,  and 
to  produce  a  disturbance  of  the  public 
peace,  and  I  may  even  say  loss  of  life. 
I  call  on  the  Minister  to  say  that  eccle- 
eiastioB  liable  to  arrest  under  the  Crimes 
Act,  and  not  attempting  to  evade  arrest, 
shall  not  be  subjected  to  this  unseemly 
violence. 

Thb  SOLIOITOB  GENBEtAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Ur.  Uaddsn,  Dublin 
University) :  Although  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  kind  enough  to  give  me 
intimation  of  bis  intention  to  mention 
this  matter  on  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, it  has  been  quite  impossible  for 
me  in  the  time  to  obtain  information 
upon  the  facts,  more  especially  in  regard 
to  the  letter  to  the  Inspector  which  hat 
only  now  come  to  my  knowledge.  I 
would  ask  hon.  Members  not  to  form 
any  opinion  on  the  subject-matter  of 
the  interrogation  until  I  can  put 
the  House  in  possession  of  the  facta. 
The  only  information  I  have  re- 
ceived is  contained  in  a  telegram  to 
the  effect  that  a  warrant  has  been  isaned 
for  the  arrest  of  Father  Farrelly,  he 
being  sentenced  to  six  weeks'  imprison- 
ment for  inciting  to  oonspiraoy  to 
boycott  a  man  named  O'Connor.  I  am 
told  that  a  number  of  police  went  to 
Arklow  to  effect  the  arrest,  but  found 
the  house  barricaded.  They  then  broke 
into  the  house,  but  the  reverend  gentle- 
man was  not  there  and  has  not  been 
arrested.  Of  course,  the  facts  shall  be 
fully  inquired  into,  bat  the  short  spao* 
of  time  since  I  had  notice  of  the  ques- 
tion has  not  enabled  me  to  ascertain 
bow  the  case  stands. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Will  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  have  any  objection 
to  instruct  the  police  at  Arklow  to 
inquire  whether  Father  Farrelly  ex- 
pressed his  willingness  to  aurrender,  and 
why  they  adopted  this  alternative  to 


,,   ,  ,  ,   ,      ,     effecting    the    arrest    in    the  ordinary 

wall,  burst  open  every  door,  and  do  all  \  manner  by  day  ? 

I'krrtrSutroT.Jzf.'a'  ««■  hidden  :  i.  «„  .b.»«  o, 

ford    the   House   I    earnestly   protest   infonnation,  it  wouW  not  be  right  for 
agaiaat  it.    It  is  tbe  fourth  iiutanoe  iq  '  me    to    make    my     statement     that 
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might  Mem  to  imply  a  doabt  that  the 
officer  acted  in  accordanoe  with  hia  duty, 
and  with  dae  •xeroise  of  discretion  in 
the  matter. 

THE  "PfiOa'S  UARCH.- 
Hr.  PICEERSaiLL(Betbnal  Qreen, 
8.W.):  I  wish  to  repeat  a  question  I 
raiud  earlier  in  the  day  in  reference  to 
the  death  of  Samuel  Mahoney.  I  need 
not  refer  to  the  particulars,  for,  no 
doubt,  the  Home  Secretary  is  familiar 
with  them.  My  object  is  simply  to  ask 
the  question  whether  tbe  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  has  determined  to  order  tbat 
an  sxamioation  of  the  body  of  this  man 
shall  be  made  by  a  medical  man  not 
connected  with  the  police  force  F 

Hb.  GONYBEABE  (OomwaU,  Cam- 
borne):  Before  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  answers,  may  I  ask  whether  the 
deplorable  ooneequeaoee  of  this  method 
of  oonveying  prisoners— a  method  which 
was  brought  rtefore  his  notice  last  year, 
and  is  known  as  the  "Frog's  March" — 
seeing  that  man  slaughter  has  been  the 
direct  result,  he  will  take  steps  to 
prohibit  the  practice  ? 
•Mb.  MATTHEWS:   Unhappily  the 

prisoner  died 

UB.OONYBEAItE:  WaskUled! 
•Mr.  M.\TTHEW8:  His  death  was 
due  to  his  own  violent  conduct — violent 
beyond  any  experience  of  the  police  io 
cases  of  this  sort.  It  took  serera)  con- 
stables to  take  him  into  custody  at  all. 
During  the  day  I  have  been  in  com- 
muoication  with  the  Coroner  who  held 
the  inquest;  and  after  consnitationi  have 
come  to  the  conclusion,  inasmuch  as  the 
jury  attached  a  rider  to  their  verdict  to 
that  effect,  that  further  medical  examina- 
tion was  desirable.  I  have  directed  that 
the  senior  house  surgeon  of  the  London 
Hospital  shall  make  an  examination  of 
the  body  and  communicate  to  me  any 
information  he  derives  from  that  exami- 
nation. At  the  same  time  I  do  not 
admit  any  doubt  of  the  testimony  of  Dr. 
Phillips,  whose  high  character  and  re- 
putation is  acknowledged,  and  whose 
statement  to  the  jun  appeara  quite 
satisfactory  to  me.    It  is  only  because  I 


received  the  opinion  of  the  jnry  that  I 
ordered  this  further  examination.  lam 
quite  sure  that  Dr.  Phillips  is  quite  in- 
capable of  any  partiality  in  favour  of 
the  police. 

Mb.  PIGKEBSQ-ILL  :  I  make  no 
imputation  at  all  against  Dr.  Phillips. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  (Kosoommon,  N.) : 
The  facts  in  relation  to  this  affair,  no 
matter  what  the  opinions  of  doctors  may 
be,  no  matter  what  signs  of  disease  may 
be  discovered,  are  unquestionably  con* 
dueive  that  the  death  of  this  man  wu 
due  to  the  action  of  the  police.  On  the 
very  night  when  this  thing  occurred  I 
myself  had  an  opportunity  of  wit- 
neisiog  in  another  district  of  London 
similar  riolence  on  the  part  of  a 
number  of  policemen,  some  of  whom 
were  visibly  drunk.  In  a  case 
of  this  kind,  where  a  charge  of  man- 
slaughter is  brought  against  a  number 
of  police,  independent  medical  testimony 
ought  always  to  be  called  in,  and  the 
issue  should  not,  even  to  a  certain 
extent,  be  allowed  to  be  prejudiced  by 
tbe  intervention  of  the  official  doctor, 
because  doctors,  liko  lawyers,  are 
inoliaed  to  support  each  other.  Inde- 
pendent medical  testimony  ^ould 
always  be  adduced  in  such  oases.  Any- 
one who  knows  London  will  know  that 
policemen  are  apt,  in  dealing  with 
prisoners  of  the  poorer  classes,  to  use 
unnecessary  violence.  On  more  than 
one  occasion  I  have  witnessed  this,  and 
have  been  tempted  to  bring  the  conduct 
of  the  police  before  the  public ;  but,  like 
many  other  people,  want  of  time  and 
an  indiepoaition  to  be  mixed  up  with 
unpleasant  affairs  have  prevented  me 
from  coming  forward  as  a  witness.  But, 
as  I  have  said,  the  other  night  I 
witnessed  a  scene  of  disgraceful  violence 
on  the  part  of  the  police,  though  it  does 
not  seem  to  have  had  the  termination  of 
death,  as  in  this  case.  Inquiry  in  such 
cases  should  be  absolutely  free  from 
any  taint  of  suspicion.  We  want 
something  more  from  the  OoviTnment — 
that  action  shall  be  taken  to  follow  up 
such   cases,  and  that  there    shall   be 

§  roper  examination  of  the  body  of  the 
ead  mau ;  also,  we  should  have  eume 
guarantee  that  this  system  of  conning 
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!  COMMONS! 


Father  ArrfSj/. 


■  prisoner  alionld  be  abolishod.  Tob 
never  see  it  ased  eluvhere  than  in  Lon- 
don. Elaewhere,  when  a  man  is  violent, 
four  or  five  men  are  well  able  to  deal 
with  him  without  having  reooune  to 
this  "  Frog's  March." 

Mb.  OHANNINa  (Northampton, 
EO  •  Arising  out  of  the  question,  ma;  I 
ask  the  Home  Secretary  whether,  looking 
at  the  melancholy  result  in  this  instance 
and  with  reference  to  the  answer  he 
gave  last  Session  that  the  general  rule 
in  the  police  was  to  use  the  amholanoe 
where  a  prieonar  was  violent,  he 
will  make  the  regulations  in  this  re- 
spect more  stringent,  and  require  the 
police  to  use  the  ambnlanoe  or  some 
mechanical  means  of  conveyance — strap- 
ping a  man  down  or  something  ot  that 
kind — making  the  rule  more  stringent  ii 
application,  and  the  exceptionH  to  it  mor 
rare?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
last  year  that  when  the  police  were 
obliged  to  convey  a  man  in  this  way 
they  had  to  make  a  special  report,  but 
obviously  that  rule  is  abused,  judging 
from  the  incident  now  before  the 
House. 

*M:k.  MATTHEWS:  I  do  not  think 
this  case  comes  within  the  prooedare. 
The  policemen  were  called  to  eject  this 
man  from  a  public-house  where  he  was 
very  violent  and  disorderly.  He 
knocked  u  policeman  down,  and  be- 
haved in  such  a  violent  manner  that 
the  police  were  unable  to  arrest  him 
until  six  others  came  to  their  assistance. 
The  rule  about  strapping  down  does 
not  fit  the  case  at  all.  There  was  no 
intention  on  the  part  of  the  police  to 
adopt  what  is  called  the  Frog's  March, 
but  the  prisoner's  struggles  were  so 
violent  from  the  moment  he  was  told  to 
leave  the  public-house  that  it  was  with 
the  greatest  difficulty  the  police  could 
get  htm  to  the  station  at  all.  It  was  in 
Uie  course  of  his  violent  resistance  that 
he  happened  to  be  face  downwards.  I 
may  mention  that  it  is  always  open  to 
a  Coroner  to  call  an  independent  medical 
witness  if  he  thinks  fit. 

IRELAND— THE  AHBE8T   OF    FATHEB 

FARRBLLY. 

*Mb.  W.  J,  OOKBET  (Wioklow,  E.) : 

I ,  wish  to  return  to  the  ineident  of  the 
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poUoe  violence  at  AzUow.  The 
statement  of  the  hon,  and  leamod 
Chntlemaa  that  Father  Farrelly  had 
barricaded  his  house  is  altogether  in- 
consistent with  the  fact  that  he  hod  inti- 
mated his  willingness  to  place  himself 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Pohce  Inspector. 
There  is  also  the  inoonslsteDoy  that 
seeing  that  the  warrant  was  held  in  bqb- 
pense  for  several  weeks  the  rev.  gen- 
tleman would  have  had  to  keep  up  his 
barricade  night  and  day  the  wh^e  time. 
It  is  quite  evident  be  knew  nothing 
about  the  intention  of  the  police  in 
regard  to  his  arrest  on  this  particular 
occasion.  I  have  myself  walked  through 
the  town  with  the  rev.  gentleman  more 
than  once  since  the  issue  of  the  warrant, 
and  we  passed  the  police  several  times. 
May  I  ask  whether,  under  the  warrant, 
the  police  had  any  right  whatever  to 
break  into  the  rev.  gentleman's  house  ? 

Mb!  W.  BEDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.):  Will  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentle- 
man  tell  us  to  whom  he  is  about  to  apply 
for  information  F  We  already  have  the 
statement  of  Father  Farrelly ;  is  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  going  to  apply 
to  the  police  who  so  misoonduoted  tb«m> 
selves,  or  to  any  other  source  ?  If  he  is 
going  to  postpone  consideration  for  this 
purpose,  the  whole  thing  ie  little  better 
than  a  farce.  I  am -well  acquainted  with 
Father  Farrelly,  and  I  am  sure  he  had  no 
intention  in  any  way  to  evade  the  ser- 
vice of  the  warrant.  It  is  the  opinion  of 
the  people  in  the  district — an  opinioQ 
whion  I  share— that  the  police  deli- 
berately adopted  this  form  of  arrest  in 
order,  if  possible,  to  infiict  a  public 
insult  on  the  rev.  gentleman.  In  a 
similar  manner  Father  Clarke  was 
arrested ;  he  could  have  been  taken 
quietly  at  any  time,  but  the  police  deli- 
berately adopted  a  time  and  method  that 
was  sure  to  lend  to  a  great  deal  of  pub- 
lic excitement. 

Mr.  madden  1  I  can  make  no  fur- 
ther statement  until  I  receive  further 
information. 

It  being  Six  of  the  clock,  Mr.  Speaker 
a^'oumedthe  House  without  Question 
put. 
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THE  LATE  DDKE  OF  BUCEINOHAM 
AND  CHAND08-THE  LATE  MR.  JOHN 
BRIGHT.— OBSEEVATIONS. 
*The  PKEMIEH  and  8E0HETART 
ot  STATE  roa  FOREIGN  AFFAIB8 
(The  Uarquees  of  Saubbitbt)  :  My 
Lords.  BiDCe  we  last  met,  death  baa 
been  active  and  baa  iritfadrawn  from 
the  stage  of  public  life  tiro  men  ver; 
different  in  many  respeote,  but  with 
whom  and  whose  acts  and  whose  daily 
life  we  were  familiar.  Mr.  Bright's 
reputation  does  not  bslong  to  this  Houee, 
yet  it  would  not  he  fitting  that  wo  should 
goto  our  businesa  without  one  word  to 
express  our  emotion  and  our  grief  for 
the  great  bereavement  which  the  nation 
haa  suffered.  My  Lords,  this  would  not 
be  the  time  to  review  Mr.  Bright's 
public  action.  It  would  be  impossible 
to  do  it  without  entering  into  those  oou- 
troversial  questions  which  are  little 
suited  to  an  occasion  like  this,  and  we 
are  too  near  to  the  scene  of  dispute  and 
to  the  passions  of  the  disputants  to  be 
able  to  pass  that  impartial  judgment 
wbioh  posterity  and  the  issue  of  events 
will  some  day  pass  on  the  achievements 
of  his  political  career.  But  we  are  not 
too  far  distant  to  be  able  to  admire  and 
regret  the  man,  to  appreciate  his  powers, 
and  to  venerate  the  motives  by  which  he 
was  actuated.  I  think,  besides  what 
judgment  may  be  passed  upon  his  public 
achievements,  there  are  two  special 
characteristics  for  which  he  will  be 
admired  and  noted  in  history.  In  the 
first  place,  he  was  the  greatest  master 
VOL.  CGCXXXIV.    [third  sbrim.] 


of  En  glish  oratory  th  at  this  gen  eration  has 
produced,  or  I  may  perhaps  say  several 
generations  back.  I  have  metmen  who 
have  heard  Pitt  and  Fox,  and  in  whose 
judgment  their  eloquence  at  its  best  was 
inferior  to  the  finest  efforts  of  John 
Bright.  At  a  time  when  mnoh  speaking 
has  depressed  and  almost  exterminated 
eloquenoe,  he  maintained  robust  and 
intact  that  powerful  and  vigorous  style 
of  English  which  gave  fitting  expres- 
1  to  the  burning  and  noble  thoughts 
desired  to  express.  Another  cha- 
racteristic for  which  I  think  he  will  be 
famous  is  the  singular  rectitude  of  hit 
motives,  the  singular  straightuess  of  bis 
career.  He  was  a  keen  disputant,  a 
keen  combatant ;  like  many  eager  men, 
he  had  little  tolerance  of  opposition. 
But  his  action  vaa  never  guided  tor  a 
single  moment  by  any  consideration  of 
personal  or  party  selfishness.  He  was 
inspired  by  nothing  but  the  purest 
patriotism  and  benevolence  from  the 
first  banning  of  his  public  career  to  the 
hour  of  its  close.  Before  I  sit  down  I 
must  say  a  word  as  to  another  public 
man,  of  whom  death  has  robbed  us  most 
sadly,  and  most  unexpectedly,  within 
the  last  few  days.  The  Duke  of  Buck- 
ingham was  well  known  in  this  House 
and  greatly  valued.  He  had  not  long 
occupied  that  Chair;  but  be  had  been  in 
it  a  sufficient  time  to  conciliate  the  ad- 
miration of  all  for  his  strict  impar- 
tiality, his  earnest  and  assiduous 
attention  to  bis  duties,  and  hie  grasp 
id  comprehension  ef  even  the  smallest 
details  that  were  brought  under  his 
notice.  He  filled  an  office  of  very  great 
importance  with  uprightness  and  dili- 
gence and  with  most  beneficial  effect,  and 
be  will  long  be  missed  by  all  those 
who  come  to  this  House  tor  the 
discbarge  of  the  important  duties  that 
were  committed  to  his  care. 
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Eari.  OHANVILLE  ;  My  Lords,  your 
LoTdsbipR  will  allow  me  to  follow  in  a 
few  short  senteDcea  Tho  graceful  and 
touohiog  allusions  which  the  noble  Uar- 
qtteM  has  mode  to  the  great  loaaea  which 
we  have  sustained  ainoe  onr  last  meet- 
ing. The  nobis  Duke,  as  the  aobh 
Marquess  stated,  has  passed  away  by  a 
sudden  and  unexpected  death.  I  was 
not,  like  the  noble  Marquess,  a  political 
&iend.  and  I  was  not  an  intimate 
personal  friend,  of  the  noble  Duke.  But 
a  good  many  years  ago  I  had  the  honour 
<^~b6ing  associated  with  him  upon  i 
Oommisston  of  considerable  dimoult' 
and  importance,  and  I  can  say  witi 
truth  that  I  nerer  met  a  man  more  in 
dastriooB  and  more  perfectly  honour-^ 
able.  There  is  another  matter  about 
which  I  wish  to  say  one  word.  When 
Iiord  Bedesdale  died  the  noble  Marquess 
proposed  the  Duke  of  Buckingham  as 
tuB  snccessor  I  moved  an  Amendment 
proposing  another  Peer,  one  who  had 
been  a  colleague  of  mine,  but  who  no 
longer  agrees  in  politics  with  me ;  and 
I  stated  the  reasons  why  I  thought  his 
claims  fitted  him  for  the  post.  That 
ciroumetanoe  makes  me  specially  desir- 
ous of  saying  to  your  Lordships,  what 
it  is  now  impossible  forme  to  say  to  the 
noble  Duke  himself,  that  since  his  ac- 
ceptance of  the  office,  from  my  own  ob- 
servation, and  firom  That  I  have  heard 
from  others,  nothing  but  the  most  fa- 
▼ourabU  criticism  lias  been  passed, 
either  by  Members  of  this  House  or  by 
the  public,  on  the  manner  in  which 
he  discharged  the  duties  which  your 
Lordship*  imposed  upon  him.  My 
Lords,  the  noble  Marquess  alluded 
to  the  loss  which  this  nation  has 
sustained  in  the  death  of  Mr.  John 
Bright,  a  death  which  has  filled 
the  land  with  gloom.  The  noble 
Marquess — I  thought  most  properly  and 
judiciously — avoided  entering  into  any 
great  detail  with  regard  to  his  life  and 
career.  For  myself  I  feel  it  would  be 
idle  to  dwell  upon  some  of  his  chief  oha- 
racteristica — his  loyalty  tahis  Sovereign, 
his  devotion  to  his  country,  and  his  en- 
thusiasm for  eveiything  that  he  thought 
ooniietent  with  right  and  truth.  The 
noble  Marquess  has  paid  a  doe  compli- 
ment to  his  extraordinary  powers  of 
eloquence,  to  the  manner  in  which, 
blending  oloee  reasoning  with  illustra- 
tion, pathos  with  humour,  he  obtained  a 
hold  over   those   whom    he  addressed 


which  has  hardly  ever  been  surpassed. 
I  feel  that  it  would  be  equally  useless 
for  me  to  allude  to  his  great  moral 
courage,  to  his  dignified  simplicity,  and, 
as  the  noble  Marquess  says,  to  the 
atraightness  of  the  course  which  he  ran. 
There  is  one  point  on  which,  perhaps,  I 
may  say  a  word,  for  I  know  more  than 
some  of  your  LordahipB  about  it.  I  had 
known  Mr.  Bright  between  40  and  SO 
years.  That  acquaintance,  with  other 
circumstances,  prevented  my  ever  feeling 
that  prejudice  which  there  is  no  doubt  at 
one  time  was  felt  against  Mr.  Bright.  I 
always  felt  for  him  great  esteem  and  re- 
gard, and  I  might  mention  that  even  as 
far  back  as  18331  asked  Lord  Aberdeen 
why  he  did  not  invite  Mr.  Bright  at 
that  time  to  join  the  Government.  My 
personal  and  intimate  acquaintance 
chiefly  dates  ^m  the  time  when  Mr. 
Bright  took  office  under  Mr.  Qladstone. 
I  speak  in  the  presence  of  noble  Iiords 
who  are  Cabinet  Uintstera,  and  of  noble 
Lords  who  have  been  Cabinet  Ministers. 
I  do  not  know  whether  they  will  agree 
with  me  as  to  one  point;  but  I  have 
found,  as  a  rule,  with  very  few  excep- 
tions indeed,  that  that  peculiar  sort  of 
intimacy,  that  sort  of  ttprit  da  eorpt, 
which  naturally  springe  up  among  men 
assembled  to  carry  on  most  important 
business  under  the  pressure  of  very 
great  responsibility,  has  always  made 
me  feel  a  greater  liking  and  a  greater 
esteem  than  I  previously  had  for  those 
with  whom  I  was  associated.  Oer- 
taiuly,  there  never  was  a  case  in  which 
this  was  more  so  than  as  regards  Mr. 
Bright.  Mr.  Bright,  quite  independent 
of  his  powers  of  eloquence,  was  a  most 
useful  man  in  the  OovemmeDt  to  which 
le  belonged.  His  knowledge  and  hie 
lympathiea  were  hardly  common  to  the 
run  of  English  politicians.  He  had 
admirable  good  sense ;  and,  I  may  say 
also,  it  is  perhaps  remarkable,  con- 
sidering his  vigour  and  the  enthusiasm 
of  his  character,-,  hojr  gpreat  w^  the 
moderation    of  the   advice    whic^' he 

Save  to  his  colleagues.  I  never  knew  a 
[ember  of  a  Cabinet  who  acted  more  as 
a  peacemaker  among  his  colleagues.  It 
takssmanyyeturs  to  build  up  a  reputa- 
tion such  as  Mr.  Bright's.  It  is  a  proud 
thing  for  a  man  to  have  done  so.  But 
I  must  say  that  it  is  equally  creditable 
to  the  nation  to  which  be  belonged  that 
they  should  so  unanimously  appreoiato 
the  reputation  which  he  thus  made. 
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The  loud  OHANOELLOR  :  Ab  I 
flzplained  to  your  Lordships  in  moring 
the  Sooond  Beading  of  the  meaaorA 
which  I  had  the  honour  -of  introduoing 
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-     (IBRLAMD)     rSOTISIOITAI.     OU>EB    BILL. 

(MO.  t'2.) 
I    Broag'ht  from  the  Oommom  ;  rexl  1* ;  to  be 
jaiotad ;  ud  refeirad  to  th«  Buuninen. 

.  BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Standing  Orders  Nob.  XXXIX.  and 
XLT.  considered  and  diapessed  with 
ior  this  day's  aitting.  .- 

I  ARBITBATION  (No.  2)  BILL^No.  31.) 

SB0Oin>  BKADIBO. 

Order  of  the  Daj  for  the  Sefohd 
TCeadiog  read.  .  '•  '  . 
.fliOBD- 'bIraMWELL':  I  !ask  your 
Lordshipt  to  give  a  Seoond  Beading  to 
this  Bilt  which  is  intitnled."  Ad  Aot  to 
Consolidate  the  Law  relating' to  Arbi- 
tnttions."  I  need  niot.'  trouble  your 
dordahipa  at  any  gre^  length  nbout  ib 
It  was  prepared,  at  the  augveation  of 
the  Associated  Ohambers  of  Oommeroe, 
by  a  very  competent  draftsman.  It 
cannot  require  any  very  lengthy 
argument  to  commend  it  to  your 
Lordships— at  any  rate,  .upon  the 
Seoond  Beading — because, .  t*o  <ir.three 
jreara  ago,  the  same  Bill  waa  tead  by 
this  House  a;  second  time  and  passed 
tlunugh  Committee.  ■;  There  is  ono  word 
I  would  .like  to  aay.  >  Uy  noble  Prlend 
bn  the  Woolsack  has  hime^  got  an 
Arbitration  £ill^  hut  that  is  a  Bill  to 
ftoneolidate  attd  oodify  the  statutory 
enactments  with  respect  to  arbitration. 
Wifttthat^ilL  I  harq^jiQit  the  Bnwllest 
&aJt  toifidd  J  indeM,  I  think,  it  is:>^eU 
worthy  of  your  Lordships'  oonsidarKtiAn^ 
The  Lord  Ohanoellor  has  said  that  my 
Bill  is  a.moTa  ^bitiona.  one. ;  Peihaiia 
it  is  in  6aA  senMc  ttU,  whereas  the 
Bill  of  iny  noblsTrieAd  la  good  so  far  as 
it  goee,  and  is  aooeptable  on  the  prin- 
dple  that  "  half  a  loaf  is  better  than  no 
braad,"  this  Bill  of  mine  is  a  whole  loaf, 
and  it  seaks  to  codify  and  consolidate 
all  the  statutory  and  other  law  affecting 
arbitrations  into  one  measure.  At  any 
rate,  I  ask  your  Lordships  to  give  the 
Bill  a  Second  Reading.  If  my  noble 
Friend  should  desire  that  it  should 
not  proceed  bejund  that  stage,  I 
^lali  not  press  it|  but  perhaps  mj 
noble  Friend  may  oonsider  that  it-  would. 
be  desirable  that  this  Bill  should  b« 
vonsidered  in  Committee  in  oosjnnctioB 
with  hie  own  Bill. . 


my  Bill  is  intended  to  codifcf  (ha  whole 
law 'of  ubitration,  and  the  only  difficulty 
I  have  in  at  once  adopting  tHe  noble 
Lord's  auggeatipn  that  the  Bill  ahduM 
be'conaiderSd  in  Committee  with  mine, 
in  order  that  we  ahould  get  what  he 
desoribea  as  the  whole  loafi  is '  that  nn- 
doabtedly -there  are  matters  in  this  Bill 
which  would  give  rise  to  controversy. 
My  noble  Friend  has— with  great  ability 
I  quite  admit— Bought  to  reoonoile  the 
atatute  law  and  the  law  as  it  rests  on 
judicial  deciaions.  In  so  doing  it  was 
impoBBible  that  he  should  have  eacaped 
matters  which  would  give  rise  to  oon- 
troveray,  and ,  there  are  one  or  two 
rsspects-  in  wlii«h  I  am-  bound  to  aay 
I  should  not  myself  be-dispoBAd  to  agree 
with  the  Bill  as  drawn.  'In'facb,  I'doubt 
very  much  whether  itwp.ild^epoiaible 
at  the  present  time  to  pass  ^^arg^mea- 
aure  co&ipletdy  oonsohdatingthelaW  as 
tff arbitrations.  Ibolievo-thaahnihionld 
be  to  eihbody  in  a  codifyingfAol  tl^-edw- 
plete  form  the  varioni  eAkctmetits'  that 
are  upo&  the -Statute  B.(^ok,'  tind  lihen 
oonsiAjj w^at  wouldbe  deafrkWwii  the 
yiKyt^  AmetadtesBt.  I  fteed  hfc^ly  aaf 
tha:t^]lirLtti%^<f  objection  i#h^t«vei«t<i  the 
SeoohS  ]^e(iaing  'tind  ^O^mitiUeilt  of 
this  BillP  I  am  only  deslroua  that  my 
nohl^iPnend  ^oold  not  &ck  hit  mea- 
enrd^iA'ttfmine,  ttifh  a  view  to  obtain- 
ing^lftUni^ybe  a  comiiitn  favourable 


JOTEBTANT  CEMETEEY  AT 
BOHE. 

LtaiD  LaMINGTON,  in  rising  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  whether  any 
correspondence  had  passed  between  the 
Foreign  Office  and  the  Italian  Oovem- 
mentresjoecting  the  proposed  desecration 
of  the  ^^testant  Oemetery  at  Borne ; 
and,  if  eo,  whether  it  would  be  laid  on 
the  Table,  said :  My  I^trds,  there  is  no 
Engljish  Cemsteiy  to  which  greater  in- 
'  taobes  than  the  Froteatant 
at  Some.  Many  of 
irdshipa,  on  visits  to  the  city, 
<  seen  the  place,  which  is  in  a 
retired  spot,  and  is  associated 
ly   imperishable   names — the 
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name  of  Eeata,  of  Bhelley,  of  Oibson, 
and  of  Wjatt,  among  manj  others.  It 
is  tite  first  place  to  which  Piotsatant 
naitors  to  Home  go.  It  is  proposed  by 
th«  Muoicipal  GoTemment  of  Borne  to 
oany  a  road  tbrongb  the  lower  part  of 
that  barial  ground,  for  the  purpose  of 
widening  a  thoroughfare  which  is  very 
little  frequented,  and  the  so-called  im- 
provement  necessitates  the  removal  of,  I 
think,  73  graves.  It  is  true  that  the 
road  wbioH  pasaea  the  lower  ioclosure 
of  the  cemetery  to  the  Yia  Ostiensie  is 
somewhat  narrow,  and  a  few  yards 
might  be  gained  by  the  removal  of 
the  wall ;  and  for  this  trifling  object,  to 
widen  a  road  on  which  there  is  scarcely 
any  traffic,  it  is  proposed  to  violate  the 
sanctity  of  '3  graves,  and  that  notwith- 
standing that  a  large  sum  has  been  sub- 
scribed by  British  and  other  families  for 
the  protection  and  mainteoauce  of  the 
cemetery.  In  addition  to  the  illustrious 
Englishmen  I  have  named,  there  are 
the  names  of  Humboldt,  of  Bunsen,  of 
Goethe  and  many  ether  great  Oermans 
asBOciatedwithtEisburiaTground.  What 
I  wish  to  know  is  whether  any  corre- 
spondence has  passed  between  Her 
Hajesty'a  Oovemment  and  the  Italian 
Government  with  the  object  of  prevent- 
ing this  act  of  sacrilege  and  spoliation. 
I  say  spoliation,  heoause,  as  I  say,  a  fund 
was  started  some  time  ago  and  received 
large  support  from  Protestant  Ohristians 
for  the  purpose  of  protecting  this  grave- 
yard ;  and  I  call  it  sacrilege  because 
many  of  the  graves  there  are  revered 
by  Protestant  Christiana  of  all  aation- 
alities.  Much  that  is  beautiful  and 
attractive  in  Old  Borne  has  disappeared 
under  the  new  state  of  tbingsj  but 
I  hope  that  Her  Majesty's  GovbAiment 
will  interfere  to  prevent  a  changtf  which 
would  really  be  an  outrage,  and  which 
would  wound  the  feelings  of  many 
families. 

♦The  Mabqubss  of  SALISBUEY  : 
My  Lords,  there  has  boen  no  correspon- 
dence between  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  the  Italian  Government  on 
this  question.  It  would  not  be  precisely 
a  subject  for  international  interference. 
I  imagine  that  the  suppression  of  grave- 
yards is  occasionally  neaeseary  in  some 
cases,  and  I  do  not  think  that  our  cou- 
soiences  are  entirely  free  with  respect  to 
the  City  of  Loudon  in  the  matter.  But 
we  have  had  a  communication  unoffi- 
cially with  the  Municipality  of  Bome  on 
Zord  LamingtoH 


the  subject;  and  although  I  have  not 
got  the  details  here,  and  cannot  repeat 
them  quite  accurately,  still  I  do  not 
think  the  Municipality  deserve  the 
reproaches  which  my  noble  Friend — at 
all  events  by  implication— aims  at  them- 
They  have  shown  great  consideration  in 
the  matter,  and  it  is  the  first  time  I  have 
hoard  them  chained  with  spoliatioD- 
I  believe  all  private  rights  have  been 
respected,  and  with  cegard  to  foreign 
Governments,  I  understand  the  German 
Government,  at  all  events,  to  be  at  on» 
with  them.  We  offered  some  observa- 
tions to  induce  them  to  preserve  the 
tomb  of  Keats  and  of  one  or  two  other 
illustrious  men  which  it  was  prop^Med  to 
remove,  and  the  result  of  the  corre- 
spondence was  that  they  behaved  in  a 
very  kindly  and  considerate  manner,  and 
undertook  that  these  graves  ehould  not 
be  disturbed.  If  my  noble  Friend 
wishes  to  have  the  correspondence  pub- 
lished it  will  be  done;  but  I  donbt 
if  it  is  worth  the  expense.  If  my 
noble  Friend  will  step  over  to  the 
Foreign  Office  he  may  see  the  corre- 
spondence. 

LoED  LAMINGTON:  After  what 
the  noble  Marquess  has  said,  I  will  not 
press  for  the  correspondence.  I  may 
say  that  I  used  the  word  spoliation  be-  . 
cause  I  knew  that  a  fnnd  had  been 
created  at  Bome  for  the  protection  of 
this  burial  ground,  and  if  that  were 
taken  away  I  say  it  would  be  an  act  of 
spoliation. 

*Thi  Marquihs  op  SAIJSBUEY:  I 
think  another  barial  ground  vas  pro- 
vided of  quite  equal  vuue. 

THE  COMMUTATION  OF  NAVAL  AlTO 
MILITABT  PENSIONS. 

VisoorNT  SIDMOTJTH,  in  rising  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  any  decision  had  been 
formed  with  reference  to  the  commuta- 
tion of  naval  and  military  officers'  pen- 
sions, said:  I  need  not  detain  yout 
Lordships  at  great  length  in  putting 
this  question,  because  the  subject  was 
before  your  Lordships'  House  la>t 
Session. 

Lord  ELAKBIS:  I  am  afraid  that 
I  shall  not  be  able  to  give  any 
answer  which  will  be  satisfactory 
to  the  noble  Viscount.  In  conse- 
quence of  the  representations  of  xoj 
noble  Friend,  His  Royal  Highness  the 
Commander-in-Chief  and  the  Secretary 
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-of  State  for  War  have  taken  the  matter 
flerionslj  into  their  ooniideratiaD,  aad 
isitmotioiiB  to  offloers  who  deaira  to 
■oommute  their  reeerre  pay  bare  been 
iwued  IB  a  Bpeoial  Army  Order,  which 
will  appear  on  the  Ist  of  AprU.  The 
^Seoretan  of  State  for  War  !■  not  the 
final  auuiority  which  decides  the  question 
of  oommntation.  He  only  reoommendB 
-to  the  Oommutation  Board  and  the 
Treaaury,  and  it  ia  for  them  to  act  on 
'the  recommendation  if  they  think 
proper.  The  followin);  form  of  inatruc- 
tiona  to  offioere  desiring  to  commute 
their  half-pay,  retired  pay,  or  other  pay- 
ments of  a  like  nature  under  the 
Penaiona  Commutation  Acta,  will  be 
issued  on  Beriaed  Army  Form  B.  The 
conditions  nader  which  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  would  recommend  coses 
for  the  ooaaideration  of  the  Fenaiona 
Oommutation  Board  under  the  foregoing 
UBtruntionB  are ; — 
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"  (1)  ThB  BeeretSTf  of  Stste  for  War  will 
not  reoommBDd  ths  commatsticiii  of  the  noD- 
•efftetitfl  pcy  of  an  offloer  who  ia  liabls  to  b« 
-called  to  terre  in  time  of  war  or  emergency ; 
(2)  the  Secretary  of  SUto  of  War  will  not  in 
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-eJraotiTe  par  to  the  extent  of  i 

iA  it ;  and  m  will  not  r«oommend  the  oomma- 

talion  iinteaa  ■  anm  of  at  leait  £80  *  yaar  be 

i«ft  unoonunnted." 

I  beliere  that  the  Admiralty  have  been 


oonsoLisATXi)  FtriTD  (mo.   i)  Bnx. 

BiDoght  from  the  Commani;  and  read  I*; 
Hisa,  Standing  Orden  Noa.  ZXXIX.  and  XLT. 
having  tMen  dispeD«ad  with,  moved  that  the  Bill 
be  now  rMd  2* ;  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2*  aocoTd- 
■     ;ly:   Committee  n      ''     '      -->'■"■  ■-    i- 

«  3*  ToMOorrow. 


HOUSE    OF    C0UU0N8, 
TkwiUg,  28tA  Marth,  1880. 


<tUS8TI0N8. 

RAILWAY  RATES. 

Hs.  MAOLUBE  (Lanoaahire,  8.K., 

Stretford);  asked  the  Freaident  of  the 

Soard  of  Trade  whether  it  waa  a  fact 


that  the  Board  are  requiring  erery 
railway  company  who  deposit  proposals 
for  a  reriaed  clasBiGcation  of  traffic  and 
revised  achedula  of  maximum  rates, 
under  "  The  Bailway  and  Oanol  Traffic 
Act,  1888,"  to  pay  a  fixed  aum  of  £B0 
irreapective  of  the  importance  of  its 
undertaking  and  its  financial  position; 
under  what  authority  and  by  whom  the 
fee  of  £50,  irr^Bpeotire  of  the  ability  of 
the  company  to  pay  it,  hae  been  fixed, 
and  what  sum  has  been  received  by  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  for  what  purpose 
the  monsr  is  required,  and  whether  any 
scheme  has  been  devised  aa  to  its  ex- 
penditure ;  and  whether  he  would  oon- 
aider  the  propriety  and  justice  of  ex- 
empting thoae  railway  companies  which 
are  earning  nothing  for  their  share- 
holderB,  and  charging  the  expenses 
upon  thoae  which  are  remunerative 
undertakings  in  aome  general  proportion 
to  their  magnitude  and  earnings  f 
•Thx  president  of  thb  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  tSir  Miohabl  Hidkb 
BaxoH.  Bristol,  W.)  :  The  Board  of 
Trade  have  fixed  £50  as  the  fee  to  be 
paid  by  every  railway  company  deposit- 
ing a  revised  classification  of  merohan- 
dixe  and  achednle  of  maximum  rates. 
The  fee  ia  fixed  by  rulea  made  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  under  the  proviaioaa 
of  Section  35  of  the  Railway  and  Canal 
Act,  1888,  and  the  money  will  be  ap- 
plied as  an  appropriation  in  aid  of  the 
expenses  arising  upon  the  settlement 
of  the  olaesifioations  and  schedules.  I 
have  already  dispensed  with  part  of  the 
fee  in  certain  oases,  and  I  wiU  carefully 
oonsider  any  application  coming  from  a 
company  who  are  boitijide  unable  to  pay 
without  detriment  to  their  creditors. 
But  it  must  be  remembered  that  the 
labour  and  expense  of  settling  a  schedule 
does  not  vary  with  the  size  of  the  com- 
pany, and  that  £50  is  not  an  unreason- 
able sum  to  ask  from  any  solvent  com- 
pany for  the  work  performed. 

IRELAND— LORD  HASSEBEBNE'H 
ESTATE. 

Mb.  T.  W.  BUSSBLL  (Tyrone,  8.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  could  state 
how  many  evictions  took  place  on 
Lord  Maaeereene's  property  in  coun^ 
Louth  under  the  Plan  of  Campaign ; 
in  how  many  holdinge  where  evictions 
did  not  place  waa  uie  interest  of  the 
tenant   determined  by  tiie  seivioe   of 
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BotiOM  nndflt  Soction  7  of  Um  lAnd  Aot  j  of  £3, 193  IIb:  4d.  wm  fitdtt 
of  1887 ;  in  how  111UL7   of  >iiBh  omaes    of  Worki  prior  to  JniM,  1885,  bj  t 
had   tbe   tMisnt  redeemed  under   the   Hwbotu  CoramiantmwB  lutdar  the  pro-. 
vrnmnona  of  the  Lead  Acte ;  in  how  .  viaioiw  qf  the  mortpiSB  deed  u^  rinjiiiB 


laai^'.ofr  ■■(&  Gaeea  the  p^od  tat 
Tede(dptio&  had  not  expired ;  and,  how 
aanj  of -the  Tacaot  farms  luul  been  let 
to  new  tenante,  and  ho#  manj  Taoant 
Carms  were  now  to  let  on  the  estate  F 

,  Thi  chief  SECBETAET  Foa 
IBELAND  (Mr.  A.  J-  BAifooa,  ICan- 
cheeter,  E.) :  I  am  informed  tiiat  on 
Lord  Uauereene'g  property  in  the 
oonnty  Louth,  on  which  the  Flan  of 
Campaign  haa  been  adopted,  39  teaanta 
and  three  anb-tenante  were  diepoaBOMed 
from  their  holdiags.  In  82  holdings, 
iriieie  enotlon  4ia-iM>t  take  pbtce,  Ut» 
iatneat  of  the  tenant  was  determined  by 
theiaemee  of  a  notice  onder  Section  7. 
^'two  of  these  eases  the  tenant,  has 
redeemed,  andAB.lG  of  them  the-period 
ftn-~^sddmptn>B'  has  not  jet  expiv«|d*; 

14  -of  the  Taeant  farms  hare  been  let  to 
Aew  tenants.  There  are  now  10  vacant 
farms  to  let  on  the  eatate. 

Hr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
how  many  of  the  new  lettings  were 
BMoiaal lettinge  to  emergency  men? 

'  Vs.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  bellere  they 

iwe  all  enbataittial  t^anta.   .     .    .     , 

,  FENIT  PIBR 

.  UB.MAHONY  (Heath,  N.}  asked  the 
Secretary  tO'the  Treasury  whether  it  is 
a  fact  that  the  Board  of  Works  sent  a 
sertificate,  dated  19th  June,  1885,  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  County  Kerry  Qraod 
Jury,'.«lainung<  a  sum  of  £3,192  lis.  AA. 
aa  due  to  them  A>r  money  advanced  for 
the  coustruution  of  a  pier  at  Fenitf 
whether  at  that  time  no  portion  of  the 
amount  claimed  was  due,  having  been 
fwenouflly  discharged  by  the  Tralee  and 
Fenit  QtubouiCommiBsioners;  whether 
a  case.,  was  reserved  by  Chief  Baron 
Palles  at  the  Summer  Assizes,  1865,  for 
tbe  con  aid  oration  of  tbe  Judges ;  whether 
the  Judges  subsequently  decided  that 
the  cesspayers  were  not  liable  for  the 
amount;  and  whether,  notwithstand- 
ing that  derasion,  the  said  sum  of 
£3,192  lis.  4d.  has  been  paid  by  the 
Harbour  Commissioners  out  of  the 
oapital  advanced,  aud  is  regularly 
charged  in  each..  haU-yearly  certificate 
aen' by  the- Board  of  Works  when  de- 
manding payment  ? 

-•Tbe  SECEETAEy.  to  x«e  TBEA- 
STTRV  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds)  :  The  sum 
M,.T.  W.RmutU 


ot  five  half-yearly  matalnwDta,  wiA  tltsr 
intention,  as  v«»i  afterwaida  atated  ttS 
the  Board,  ol  elaimiag  the  amount  byi 

one  presentment  from  the  gnaranteeiiwi 
Baronies.  The  Board  of  Worka  didt 
send,  at  tbe  reqaast  c^  the  Harbour 
CommisBoners,'  a  oertifioate,  dated  tho- 
19th  June,  1885,  for  that  sum,  for  the- 
purpose  of  recouping  the  Harbour  Com- 
missioners. The  amounts  certified  foR 
were  payable,  as  far'  as  the  Board  thoft 
'believed,  by  the  Baronies  under  thv 
easrantee.  A  qase  was  reserved  byt 
Chief  Baron  Palles,  and  the  Judges  sub^ 
sequeqtly  decided  that,  inasmnch  as  the: 
jolaims  b4d  not  been  made  half-year  byi 
half-yeas;  as-  required  by  the  Act,  the> 
,  Baronies  were  not  liable  .  The  OMlifi^ 
\Qfit9  irhich,tb9~B«i^.ta<tcU,«Mh.,fuIf- 
yeas  is  in  raepMt  of  tW  fnU.  <ad^aa% 
made  from-.timft-^ftotune,' wUph-  noln 
amount  to  .£n,(tOO^  bsiug  the  ftit^ 
amount  of  llh6  loan.  .    ,  --) 

)(b.  'HAHC}Nf  -further  asked  th^ 
Sewtetasy-  Ut  the  Treasury  whether  hik 
attontion  had  been  called  to  the  proceed^ 
ings  before  the  last  Eer^  Grand  Jury,'* 
when  an  applisation  made  by  the  oeas-f 
payen  of  the  barony,  of  Inag^tiqennoa^ 
to  have  the  necessary  steps  -^^en  to  in^ 
vestigata  the  expenditure  of  £95,000  ^ 
obtained  for  the  purpose  of 'BRcttng  £"' 
pier  at  Fenit,  was  refused  by  a  majority 
of  10  to  8  ;  whether,  by  the  direction  of 
the  previous  Grand  Jury,  the  opinion  of 
eminent  counsel  had  been  oblaifred-itK 
the  matter;  whelher  t&at  opinion  stated 
that  several  thousand  pounds  had  been, 
misappiied  by  the  Harbour  Board ; 
whether  that  opinion  was  laid  before 
the  present  Qrand  Jury  before  they  oame- 
to  their  decision  ;  whether  some  of  tbe 
members  of  the  Qra&d  Jury  who  voted 
against  the  proposed  investigation  were 
also  members  ot  the  Harbour  Board  i. 
and,  if  so,  how  many ;  whether,  under 
the  circumstances,  he  will  direct  the- 
Board  of  Works,  frwm  whom  the  loan 
was  obtained,  to  hold  a  public  inquiry 
into  the  manner  in  which  the  £96,000 
has  been  expended,  and  to  ascertain 
whether  the  pier  has  been  completed 
according  to  the  original  contract  and 
specification ;  whether  sheds  and  oranea 
as  provided  for  by  the  specification  havo 
been  erected  1   and,  whether  the  oondL- 
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tion  laid  down  by  instructions  from  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  at  the  time  when 
the  ratepayers  were  asked  to  sanction 
the  loan — namely,  that  no  portion  of  the 
loan  shoutd  be  allocated  to  the  canal  or 
any  otber  purpose  than  the  erection  of 
the  pier,  has  been  strictly  adhered  to  7 
•Mb.  JACKSON:  My  attention  has 
not  been  called  tu  this  subject,  other- 
wise than  by  the  hon.  Member's  ques- 
tion,  and  I  learn  that  the  OommissionerB 
of  Public  Works  have  no  information 
on  the  tubject  beyond  what  is  open  to 
the  general  public. 

COSIPENSATION  POIt  INJDBIEB. 
Ub.  WILLIAM  EEDMOND  (Fer- 
managh, N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  the  "Wexford  Grand  Jury  had 
awarded  £500  compensation  to  Head 
Oonstable  O'Brien,  of  Taghmon,  for 
injuries  done  to  hia  eyes  at  eviction 
work ;  whether  it  was  true  that  the 
injuries  in  question  were  of  so  slight  a 
character,  that  after  10  days'  treatment 
in  hospital  Constable  O'Brien  was 
reported  fit  for  duty,  and  whether  he 
was  now  performing  his  usual  work ; 
whether  he  was  aware  that  the  local 
doctor  in  Taghmon  considered  O'Brien's 
injuries  so  slight  that  he  did  not  advise 
any  hospital  or  special  treatment  for  two 
months  after  the  inj  uries  were  received ; 
whether  it  was  true,  as  stated  by  the 
oonnsel  for  O'Brien,  that  the  compensa- 
tion of  £SuO  was  not  so  much  for 
O'Brien's  injuries  as  to  "  deter  cases  of 
this  description ;  "  whether  representa- 
tions bad  reached  him  that  under  all  the 
circumstances  the  granting  by  the  Grand 
Jury  of  such  a  large  sum  of  money  for 
so  slight  an  injury  has  caused  very 
widespread  indignation  in  Wexford 
County;  whether  it  was  a  fact  that  at 
the  eviction  where  Head  Constable 
O'Brien  was  injured,  Mr.  Considine,  the 
resident  magistrate  in  charge  of  the 
police,  declared  that  the  people  who 
were  about  to  be  evicted  nad  offered 
"  fair  terms  "  to  the  landlord  ;  whether 
he  was  aware  that  the  people  of  the 
district  had  resolved  not  to  pay  the 
£500  to  O'Brien,  as  a  protest  against 
the  employment  of  armed  police  in 
erioting  people  who,  according  to  Mr. 
Considine,  B.M.,  had  ofi'ered  "fair 
terms ;  "  whether  there  was  any  medical 
evidence  that  the  policeman  in  question 
has    been  permanently  injured ;    and, 


whether  the  Government  would  take 
steps  to  prevent  such  cases  of  large  com- 
pensation for  slight  injuries? 

Ms.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Grand 
Jury  have  granted  oompensation  to  the 
Head  Constable  for  the  injury  to  his 
eyes.  I  am  informed  that  the  local 
doctor  did  not  at  first  consider  the  case 
serious ;  but  it  was  afterwards  found 
necessary  to  send  the  Head  Constable  to 
theUphthalmicHospitalin  Dublin,  where 
he  was  detained  for  lU  or  12  days,  and 
itwassome  weeks  later  before  ha  could  re- 
some  his  full  duty.  I  understand  that, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  local  doctor,  the. 
Head  Constable's  sight  will  never  be  as 
strong  as  it  was  before  the  injury.  The 
Government  have  no  power  to  interfere 
in  the  manner  suggested.  With  regard 
to  the  observation  of  Mr.  Considine,  it' 
is  to  be  borne  in  mtnd  that  it  referred 
only' to  the  offer  made  on  behalf  of  the 
tenants  when  the  sheriff  and  evicting 
party  were  actually  on  the  ground. 

Me.  W.  EEDMOND :  Would  not 
these  injuries  have  been  avoided  if 
O'Brien  had  followed  the  advioe  of  hia 


a  position  to  say.  Mr.  Considine  was 
not  in  charge  of  the  police. 

Mb.  W.  EEDMOND:  On  what 
ground  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
say  that  Hr.  Considine  was  not  in  charge 
of  the  police? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOim :  I  may  b« 
wrong,  but  I  presume  that  he  was  not,' 
because  it  is  not  the  usual  practice. 

Mk.  W.  EEDMOND :  In  consequenoe 
of  the  reply  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
I  beg  to  give  notice  that  I  will  take  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  calling  attention 
to  the  exorbitant  nature  of  this  compen- 
sation   which    has   been  awarded    for 


Magistrate  had  been  taken. 

PLBDBO-PNBnMONIA. 
Colonel  WAEING  (Down,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  had  any 
information  with  respect  to  the  case  of 
a  bullock  suffering  from  pleuro-pneu- 
monia,  reported  to  have  been  exported 
from  the  county  Tyrone  to  Cumberland ; 
whether,  if  the  report  was  true,  he  would 
have  strict  inquiry  made  as  to  whence 
the  disease,  which  has  been  so  long 
extinct  in  tTlster,  has  been  imported; 
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and  whether  plenro-pnenmonia  now 
exists  in  count;  Tyrone,  or  in  any  other 
Northern  oonnty  ? 

Hk.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  :  Beporta  have 
been  receired  of  an  outbreak  on  the  26th 
of  February  of  pie uro- pneumonia  io 
Oomberland,  and  amonr  cattle  alleged 
to  have  been  pamhased  at  markets  in 
the  counties  dt  Tyrone  and  Londonderry 
about  a  minth  preTiously.  An  inspector 
of  the  Irish  Veterinary  Department  is  at 
preeent  engaged  in  making  oarefat  in- 
quiry as  to  the  origin  of  the  outbreak. 
Fie  uro -pneumonia  does  not,  bo  far  as  the 
Teterinary  Department  is  aware,  exist 
in  the  county  Tyrone,  or  any  other 
northern  (X)unty  ;  and,  according  to  the 
offlotol  Betums,  the  whole  of  the 
PriTinceof  Ulster  has  been  entirely  free 
from  the  disease  since  1BB5. 

LABOUB  IN  THE  D0CETABD8. 

Admiui.  UATNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  whether  he  woold  con- 
sider the  cose  of  the  Works'  Depart- 
mmt  in  the  Dockyards,  in  order  to  as- 
eimilate  their  hours  to  those  of  the 
Dockyard  men,  or  giro  them  more  pay 
for  the  additional  time  they  work  F 

Tm  FIEST  LOfiD  of  the  AD- 
MIKALTT  (Lord  O.  HAnn-Tow,  Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing):  The  point  referred  to 
in  the  question  was  carefully  considered 
by  the  Admiralty  last,  year,  and  it  was 
dedded  to  be  inexpedient  that  the  hours 
of  work  of  men  employed  under  the 
Works'  Department,  and  those  engaged 
in  dockyard  work  should  necessarily  be 
the  same.  This  decision  was  arrived  at 
a^r  a  full  consideration  of  the  case  in 
all  its  bearinge.  A  large  proportion  of 
these  men  are  employed  at  plaoes  other 
than  dockyards,  and  it  is  necessary,  if  a 
permanent  staff  for  public  works  is  to 
be  maintained,  that  the  men  on  tt 
should  be  much  on  the  same  footing  as 
contractors'  men  doing  the  same  work. 
THE  AANOER'B  LODGE,  QREENVTICH 
PABK. 

Me.  BHADLATTGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  First  Oommissioner  of  Works 
whether  there  had,  during  the  past 
twelve  months,  been  any,  and  what, 
change  of  the  tenancy  of  the  Banger's 
Lodge,  Greenwich  Park;  who  was  now 
the  tenant,  and  what  were  the  terms  of 
the  tenancy :  whether  the  question  of 
throwing  open  to  the  public  the  fifteen 
Cvliotut  W»rins 


acres,  or  thereabouta,  hitherto  annexed 
to  the  Lodge,  had  been  considered,  as 
promised  last  Session;  and,  what  de- 
cision had  been  arrived  at  ? 
*Th8  first  COMMISSIONEE  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  PunrxjT,  University  of 
Dublin) :  In  last  autumn  Qeneral  Lord 
Wotseley  became  tenant  of  the  Banger's 
Lodge,  Greenwich  Park,  which  had  be- 
fore been  in  the  occupation  of  Lady 
Mayo.  Lord  Wolseley  holds  by  the 
pleasure  of  Her  Majee^.  When  I  oame 
to  inquire  into  the  matter,  raised  last 
year  by  the  question  of  the  hon.  Uem- 
hef,  I  fuund  that  the  fifteen  acres  re- 
ferred to  ha^  always  been  attached  to 
the  Banger's  Lodge  ;  that  it  had  never 
formed  a  part  of  ihe  Park  open  to  the 
public ;  and  that  nothing  is  paid  by 
the  public  for  the  maintenance  of 
any  portion  of  these  grounds.  Under 
these  circumstances  no  change  has  been 
made. 

THE  ENFIELD  ELECTION. 
Ma.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  whether,  at  the  last  elec- 
tion at  Enfield,  the  workmen  employed 
at  the  Small  Arms  Factory  had  a  half- 
holiday  for  the  purpose  of  voting ; 
whether  they  were  compensated  for  the 
loss  of  time  ;  and,  if  so,  by  whom  were 
they  paid,  and  from  what  fund  P 
*Ths  secretary  or  STATE  KW 
WAB  (Mr.  E,  STuraora,  I4ncolnshire, 
Homoastle)  :  The  last  Parliamentary 
Election  took  place  on  a  Tuesday,  and 
the  workmen  at  the  Small  Arms  Factory 
had  a  half- holiday,  for  which  no  stoppage 
of  wages  took  place.  At  the  election  of 
the  Connty  Council  special  facilities 
were  afforded  to  the  workmen  for  record- 
ing their  votes.  They  bad  leave,  with 
pay,  for  two  hoare. 

POST  OFFICE  CLEEK8. 
Me.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Bollnx)  asked  the  Postmanter  General 
whether  it  was  the  case  that  the  dotiea 
and  reeponubilities  of  assistant  euperin- 
tendents  of  the  second  class  in  London, 
and  those  of  the  officers  in  the  superin- 
tending claes  known  as  "clerks"  in 
Gla^ow,  Manchester,  and  Liverpool, 
are  identical,  whereas  the  officers  in 
London  are  paid  at  the  rate  of  £300 
per  annum,  and  the  salary  of  the 
officers  in  the  three  provincial  offices 
named  is  only  £190  per  annum;  whether 
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these  provincial  officers  are  remunerated 
<m  the  same  scale  (£140  to  £190)  as  the 
telegraphiatB  at  the  Loadon  end  of  a 
wire  ;  whether  telegraphista  at  Olasgi — 
Ifancbester,  and  Liverpool,  who  perfc 
exactly  the  same  duties  as  their  Ijon don 
brethroD,  are  paid  at  tbe  maximum  of 
£09.  &  week,  a  difference  of  £G0  a  year; 
and,  whether  these  differences  of  pay 
having  now  been  brought  under  his 
notice,  be  is  prepared  tu  take  stops  to 
xemove  them  r 

*Mb.  BAIKES:  In  reply  to  the  hon 
Hember  I  have  to  state  that  the  dutiei 
and  reepoDsibilttiea  of  the  class  desig- 
nated "Clerks"  in  the  post  offices  of 
QIasgov,  Manchester,  and  Liver  pool 
are  not  identical  with  those  of  the  class 
deaigDatcd  a^  "  Assistant  Superinten- 
dentaofthe  Second  Olass  "  in  London. 
The  remuneration  of  the  different 
classes  referred  to  hy  the  hon.  Member 
is  correctly  stated  in  his  question.  Tbe 
organization  of  the  service,  iucluding 
the  pay  in  Loudon  and  in  the  Provinces, 
was  thoroughly  examined  and  settled 
in  1881,  tbe  papers  being  then  laid 
before  Parliament;  and  there  do  not 
appear  to  be  any  sufficient  grounds  for 
disturbing  that  arrangement. 

THE  aLODCESTER  TELEGRAPH 
OVFIOE. 
Ma.  P.  J.  O'BBIEN  (Tipperary,  N.) 
aaked  the  Postmaster  Qeneral  if  it  was 
true  that  when  a  probationer  lineman 
of  theEngineer'sUepartment,  Post  Office 
Telegraphs,  at  Gloucester,  recently  re- 
ported hie  Inspector  for  uttering  forged 
vage -receipts,  the  inquiry  was  held  by 
a  friend  of  the  accused,  and  resulted 
only  in  his  transfer  to  Haverfordwest, 
while  the  complainant  was  punished 
by  the  loss  of  his  annual  increment  and 
«evere]y  cautioned ;  and  whether  he 
would  explain  [he  circumstances  of  the 
«ase  to  the  House  ? 

*Mn.  RAIKE8  :  No,  8ir;  it  ianot  true. 
The  inspector  in  question,  who  had  been 

fuilty  of  irregularities  in  his  accounts, 
ut  not,  so  far  as  appeared,  with  a  view 
to  his  own  profit,  was  not  only  trans- 
ferred to  Haverfordwest — he  was  also 
reduced  to  a  lower  position  with  lower 
pay.  Neither  was  the  complainant 
punished  by  the  loss  of  his  increment, 
lor  he  had  none  to  lose ;  and  I  have  been 
unable  to  ascertain  that  he  received 
any  cautiou.  Whether  tbe  officer  who 
investigated  the  case  was   a  friend  of 


the  accused  or  not  I  do  not  hnow,  but  it 
ie  the  fact  that  he  was  his  superioz 
officer,  and  as  such  the  proper  person 
to  make  the  investigation,  and  I  hare 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  it  was  not 
oonducted  with  ability  and  impartiality. 

THE    MEl'ROPOLITAN    ASYLDMB 

BOAED— DR.  P.  H.  M'KEijLAR. 
Mr,  PIOKEESGILL(Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  a  I'etiring 
allowance  of  £1,000  has  been  granted 
by  the  Metropolitan  Asylums  Board  to 
Dr.  P.  H.  M'Kellar,  Medical  Superin- 
tendent  of  the  South  Western  Haspital, 
and,  if  so,  under  what  authority  ;  and 
whether  he  has  made,  or  will  make,  a 
representation  to  the  Board  on  the 
subject? 
*The  president  of  the  LOOAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr,  Ritohh, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's  in  the 
East) ;  An  application  has  been  made 
to  tbe  Local  Government  Board  by  the 
managers  of  the  Metropolitan  Asylnms 
Board  in  the  senae  referred  to  in  the 
question ;  and  prior  to  the  notice  of  the 
hon.  Member  appearing  on  tbe  paper, 
I  had  given  directions  that  the  managers 
should  be  informed  that  the  Local 
Government  Board  were  unable  to  assent 
to  the  proposed  payment,  and  the  mana- 
gers have  been  informed  accordingly. 

IRELAND— EVICnONS     BY    THE 

EDUCATION  COMMISSIONERS. 
Ma.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  his  attentioa 
had  been  directed  to  the  circumstanoeB 
attending  the  evictions  carried  out  on  the 
TounacuTty  estate  of  the  Education  Com- 
'saioners  near  the  Town  of  Donegal, 

Thursday  and  Friday  last,  when  the 
rent  due  amounted  in  all  to  about  £80, 
to  be  collected  from  17  or  18  tenants, 
scattered  over  about  a  thousand  acres 
of  poor  land;  whether  to  collect  thia 
sum  a  force  of  some  200  men  has  been 

ployed,  armed  with  ladders,  ropes, 
grappling    irons,    shields,    poles,    and 

ika.  and  a  battering  ram,  all  specially 

cured,  for  the  purpose  of  effecting 
these  evictions ;  is  it  a  fact  that  a  coT' 
of  police  and  military  was  drawn 
id  each  hous4>,  within  which  neither 
the  representatives  of  the  Press,  nor  the' 
Very  Reverend  Hugh  M'Fadden,  P.P., 
nor  his  curate,  the  Reverend  Edward 
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Oaseidy,  weie  admitted ;  was  any  re- 
ajalanoe  oBeredto  the  Sheriff  at  any  of 
ibe  bouses  so  visited ;  and  wbat  will 
be  the  cost  to  the  county  of  tliis  ex- 
pedition and  its  appliances  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Constabu- 
lary authorities  report  that  the  facta  are 
sabstantiatly  as  stated  in  the  first  threa 
paragraphs  of  the  question,  except  that 
the  force  w aa  present  not  to  oolleot  rent, 
but  to  maintain  the  law  by  protecting 
Hum  who  were  bound  to  eaforoe  it.  No 
ruistance  was  offered,  and  no  cost  to  the 
ooimty  will  be  incurred.  The  arrange- 
ments of  the  authorities  appear  to  have 
been  excellent.  Of  the  17  tenants  13 
avoidod  eviction  at  the  last  moment  by 
paying  all  that  waa  demanded,  which 
they  were  well  able  to  do,  and  one  of  the 
tenants  who  allowed  himself  tobe  evicted 
for  adebt  of  £9  had  £60  worth  of  stock 
on  the  premises.  The  Flan  of  Campaign 
was  in  force,  but  has  now  been  broken 
down,  and,  so  fat  as  I  am  acquainted 
with  the  facts,  no  sympathy  whatever 
need  be  felt  for  the  tenants. 

Mb.  UAO  NEILL  :  Through  a  misprint 
the  question  uses  the  wo^  "county" 
instead  of  country.  I  want  to  know 
what  the  cost  is  to  the  country. 

Mn.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  cannot 
answer  that  question. 

IBELAND-PR03ECDTI0N  OF 
CONSTABLE  M'ANEANY. 
Hr.  HAG  NEILL  asked  the  Solicitor 
Qeneral  for  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion had  been  directed  to  the  circum- 
stances attending  the  trial  of  Constable 
U'Aneany,  who  was  indicted  at  the 
t)erry  Assizes  for  presenting  a  revolver 
at  one  Patrick  O'lJonnell  at  Ardmore,  in 
the  County  of  Donegal ;  did  the  Special 
Jtiry,  under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Pro- 
cedure (Ireland)  Act,  which  acquitted 
the  prisoner,  consist  entirely  of  Protes- 
tants; why  was  a  constable  for  an  offence 
alleged  to  be  committed  in  Donegal  tried 
in  Deny,  while  peasants  for  offences 
committed  in  the  same  county  were  tried 
in  Fermanagh ;  did  the  same  connsel 
prosecute  in  the  County  of  Fermanagh 
peasants  for  resisting  evictions,  and  in 
Perry  a  policeman  for  an  alleged  assault 
arising  out  of  these  evictions;  were 
tlie  juries  which  tried  the  peasants  in 
Fermanagh  composed  exclusively  of 
Frotestants ;  and,  can  he  state  why  the 
Oirown  exercised  the  right  of  challenge 
in  Fermanagh  and  not  in  Derry  ? 
Mr   MaeNtiU 
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Th«  SOUCITOB  general  ro» 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Maddrw,  University  of 
Dublin)  :  My  attention  haa  been  c^led 
to  this  matter  by  the  question  nf  th» 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  have  no  means  of 
aaoertaiuing  the  religion  of  the  jurora 
who  tried  any  of  the  oaaes  referred  to, 
and  oaa  give  no  information  as  to  the 
grounds  on  which  the  right  of  challenge- 
was  exercised  by  those  who  appeared 
on  behalf  of  the  Orown.  As  regards 
the  chanf^  of  venue  in  one  case  t» 
Fermanagh  and  in  another  to  Derry,  L 
am  informed  that  Derry  was  selected, 
not  only  because  it  was  a  suitable 
venue,  but  because  when  the  order 
chan^ng  the  venue  was  obtained,  there 
would  not  have  been  sufficient  time  to 
have  the  case  tried  at'  Enniskillen, 
where  the  Assizes  are  held  for  tfae- 
county  of  Fermanagh  before  they  are' 
held  at  Ijondonderry,  a  subsequent  town 
on  the  same  circuit.  Mr.  U'Laughlin, 
Q.C.,  the  leader  of  the  citcuit,  prose- 
cuted in  both  cases.  Mr.  Boss  was 
associated  with  him  in  Fermanagh,  and 
Mr.  Biohardson,  Q.C.,  and  Mr.  Harte- 
io  Deny. 

Mb.  W.  BEDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked  if  the  attention  of  the  Qi>< 
vemment  had  been  called  to  the  oos- 
aection  between  this  matter  and  the 
fact  that,  when  it  became  known  that 
the  venue  was  to  be  changed,  the- 
Orangemen  of  the  district  colled  a 
meeting,  in  which  some  Magistrates- 
took  part,  and  at  which  they  pointedly 
referred  to  these  trials  taking  place  in 
Fermanagh,  and  reminded  the  people- 
in  most  signifiaant  terms  that  it  was  their 
businasa  practically  to  convict  the  Donegal, 
people  ? 

Mb.  madden  :  No,  Sir ;  I  haT» 
not  the  alighteat  reason  to  suppose  an; 
such  thing. 

Mb.  MAC  NEILL  repeated  the  last 
sentence  in  his  question,  and  asked  if 
all  these  matters  did  not  arise  out  of  the 
same  transaction  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN  said  no  doubt  these 
transactions  were  connected  with  the 
same  case.  He  had  anewered  the  last 
question.  He  ooutd  give  no  informa- 
tion as  to  the  ground  of  the  challengesr 
except  that  they  were  in  accordance 
with  the  printed  rule  on  the  subject. 

Ma.  W.  BEDMOND  asked  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Sec- 
retary would  make  inquiriea  f 
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Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Imnstaskfor 
n^ticq'of  fbb  qiieBtdon. 

THBBATENINO^  1.ETTEB8. 
'  Ifii.  LANE  (Ootk'Ooutity,  '^.J-  asked' 
tHg  <MBt'  SaSviAvy  td'  tfis  Lbrd  Lieu- 
tffiiliirl!  of  Iretaiid  whether  Us  BttenSon 
hiiA  been  cdlled.to  the  cMe  of  an  emer- 
gency man,  named  Daniel  Murphy,  who 
was  in  charge  of  an  evicted  farm  on 
tiie  Lassdoffoe  eetate,  in  Kerry,  and 
Who  wAb  sentenced  to  two  codcurrent 
tdnoB  of  six  months'  hard  labour,  on 
18th  March,  at  Eenm&re,~for  writing 
litt^rtt  to'  Johh  Foley  and'JanwB  Shea, 
tllre&t^i^^  Ihem  with  '"a  si^dden  and 
lijlliofy  fleath  "  if  th'ey  tiioi  the  "  boy- 
oOtlted  farm"  which  be  waa  then  care- 


"U^ebtening  letters"  ieBuedtolSrira-' 
ment?  ..  ^  .,    ?  '''-"' 

'  Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTTE :  The  Ocrdblia'bu. 
liby  httthoritieS  Report  that  the  factb  are' 
atibstahtially  aa  stated  in'  the  first  fou^' 
paragraphs  of  the  Question.  The  police 
aid  not  compare  the  letters  with  other 
— tbzaatcJiing  letters  in  their  posseaeion. 
Tb9_  ^lers'.WiU.'tie'  inohid;^-in._tlje_ 
Hetiirns  of  piitrageA  to  b«  pi'ese'lLted  to 
Fkrliament. 

■'iiLfcOED  MAEICIODS  BOBHINO. 

jii'a.''ti^E 'asked  tbe'Ohief  Secre-" 
tuy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
if  it  was  a  fact  that  the  claim  of  the 
Land  Corporation  for  the  alleged 
malicious  burning  of  a  houaa,OD.th« 
Ponsonby  estate,  was  fixed  at  £100  by 
tl^e'^iesoatiueiit  Sessions  of  Midleton  ; 
oquld  he  state  how  many  of  the  magis- 
trates were  localJnetices;  did  thti  O^afid 
Jury  of  the  county  of  Oork,  upom  the 
same  eyidence,  increase  this  .award  to 
£175  for  the  Land  Got^oratio;i ;  Jiow 
m^y  members  of  the  Grand  Jury  are 
miembers  of  the  Land  Oorporatiou ;-  did 
the  Grand  Jury  award  a  policeman,  wbo 


S8,.1S89}  Commution.  1014 

was  living  in  the  bouse  at  the  time  it- 
was  bumed,  a  sum  of  £22  IQs.  without' 
any  proof  that  be  had  lost  thia  sum  in! 
the  nte-;  tiad  oould  he  inform  the  House ' 
Wiethe  Grand  Jury  increased  theawardri 
BQd  what  proof  there, was  that  the^ 
(mllcetnan  had  thi»  money  in  the ' 
house  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB : .  The  secieH^I 
tary  of  the  Grand' Jury  infbima  me  that 
the '  reply  to  the  inquiry  in  the  first 
paragraph  is  in  the  affirmative,  but  that 
the  oTaim  of  the  Land  Oommission  was 
£225.  Seven  of  the  magiatratea  weia. 
)looal  Justices.  The  Grand  Jury  did  in-* 
urease  the  award  to  £175.  The  seer S'^ 
tary  has  no  precise  information  as  tot 
the  subject  of  the  fourth  paragraph,  < 
but  so  far  as  he  is  aware,  there  are' 
only  some  two  or  three  auch  members^ 
and  th&j  did  not  vote  on  the  matter.'^ 
The  Grand  Jury  did  not  make  -  the> 
p  iitOi.thA  ,  polioeman  witbouti  anyi 

b  w  ito :  hts  .'loss.  I  .  They  fiad  before  < 

El  is  sworn  testimotiyt  ilThe  Grand' 

J  ti  fixing:  the  awar4;  at£&l?d  en--* 

li  oonsMered  tUat  the  cirowmstanCes^i 

ji  dit.    !::.......  I  .i    ■■■■•      ' 

I  EE  SPECIAL  CcjuMISSiON.      ,   ;  j 

I  8£XT6;ii!l,»([te4  the  Chief  Seere-n 

U  ,  t^e  ^td  Lf^Untii^  of.'Irel4dd 

In  ri  Mr:  ;Josoe«,  ICMm  M<i-Hofserl 

*~  ind  I)iBtriqt  Iit8pectpi)>9oVctainoiO 


Sngaged  in  Publia,  P^tte  during  i 
;  ;and  Sep^mber;.iaret^iiB  taking* 
i\  idence  of  police  witnesses  fflV-Aift'S 

2  whether  ;5«^d  6otiBtabl!e  JSussey, 

o:  'ast,   WAS  engaged  in   making  a\ 

note  of,  the  evidence  bo  taken ;  whether  r 
diatciQt  ,.  ipj^fep^ja,.  head,.p9natableB,r 
serge ints,  and  CDSatBbleB.vete  ordered' 
by  the  Inspector  General  to  report  them- 
selves at  his  office  for  the  purpose  of  the  , 
pio^gedvigD  fio^dupjed,  by,  Jir.,  Joyse,! 
B.M,,  Mr.  Borne,  K.M.,  and  District-^ 
Inspector  GonoaDnoo ;  whether  the  In-J 
speotor  General  issued  communioatioas- 1 
to  certain  officers  of  the  G^natebulagy t  ;,, 
IForoeito  vrder  tiie  manioC'tbB    Fbtoe-r 
under  their  oommand  to  be  on  the  alert,  ■     jf 
in    order    to  get   up  evidence  for    the  i      % 
Timu;       whether      ^ead;     Cojwliabj^fto       * 
Sedi'ngton,  pf  :Qaf^ei4Bp4  a«d  ?re^op, 
of  Wastport,  were  engaged  for  ^i  long  t 
time  in  the  counties  of  Glare,  Boscom-  t 
mon,  Kerry,  and  Limerick,  in  looking;., 
for  witnesses  and  arranging  evidence  on  i 
behalf  of  the  ,7l,>^«  ;.  whether  theclib^ 
spector  General  came  to  London^  ^ano. 


JoyCjOOglC 


1015 


The  Sptcua 


I  COMMONS} 


COMMUMM. 


I0I6 


conferred  vith  tlie  msnogBrs  of  the 
Timtt  oaso  aa  to  the  oonrae  of  avidenca ; 
Aud  whether  County  Inspeotor  Lopdell, 
Distriot  laspeotor  Concaunon,  and  Head 
Ooastable  MoCoj,  of  Eildare,  hare  been 
in  London,  not  as  witnasaea,  but  oa 
agents  of  the  Timea,  in  charge  of  in- 
fcrmerB  and  other  witneMea,  and  for 
yhat  period  each  of  theae  officers  waa 
in  ,London  on  this  business  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BMiFOTJB:  The  officials 
referred  to  7ere  not  emplojed  in  the 
manner  alleged  in  the  question.  Par- 
tiottlars  an  to  how  they  were  engaged 
have  been  already  supplied  in  reply  to 
-rarious  questions,  ^a  Inspector  Gene- 
ral did  not  order  any  offloials  to  report 
themselres  at  his  office  for  the  purpose 
suggested  in  the  qusation,  nor  were  any 
orders  issued  to  oertain  ofioers  by  the 
Inspector  Qener&l  to  order  them  to  be 
■on  the  alert  to  get  ap  evidence  for  the 
tim§».  Head  Cunstablas  Badington  and 
FrestoD  we[e  not  engaged  in  the  manner 
eu^eeted.  The  Inspector  General  did 
net  come  to  London,  and  did  not  confer 
with  the  managers  of  the  Timtt'  case  as 
to  the  course  of  eridence.  County  In- 
«pector  Lopdell,  District  Inspector  J. 
-Oonoannon,  and  Head  Constable  M'Coy 
attended  on  subpoena  as  wituessee  and 
not  as  agents  of  the  7\mti. 

Mk.  J.  MOBLEY :  May  I  ask  if 
"there  was  a  circular  issued  {rom 
Colonel  Turner's  office  to  officers  of  the 
Ooustabulary  force  in  Clare  giving  in- 
structions to  iret  up  evidenos  for  the 
Tmuf 

iln.  A.  J.  BALFOUB ;  No,  I  cannot 
believe  that  it  was  so,  but  I  have  no  in- 
formation upon  the  subject.  If  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  will  put  a  ques- 
tion down  I  will  make  inquiry. 

Mb.  sexton  ;  How  does  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  account  for  the  pro- 
longed presence  in  London  of  Inspec- 
tors Lopdell  and  Oonoannon  and  Head 
Constable  M'Ooy,  seeing  that  neither  of 
those  officers  was  examined  ?  Has  he 
-founded  the  answers  which  he  has  given 
u^n  information  received  from  the 
offioers  themselves ;  and  will  tha  right 
hon.  Gentleman  afford  us  any  means 
of  getting  at  the  truth  of  the  matter  P 

Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  shall  be 
most  happy  to  consider  aoy  statement 
ihe  hon.  Gentleman  may  make  to  me. 
As  to  the  officers  mentioned,  I  presume 
Ihat  tbey  were  kept  in  London  by  the 
Timti  on  aoooont  of  the  evidence  they  | 
Kr.  SmtoH 


were  expected  to  give.  Wlty  they  were 
not  called  I  oaonot  say. 

Ma.  J.  F.  X.  O'BHIEN  (Mayo.  8.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  the  vint 
made  by  Thompson  to  James  Mullett  at 
Millbank  Prison  took  place  in  the  pr^ 
eence  of  an  officer  of  the  prison  ;  if  so, 
did  that  officer  prepare  a  record  of  what 
passed  at  that  interview  between 
Thompaon  and  Mullett ;  and,  if  so, 
would  that  reaord  be  placed  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  solicitor  for  the  defendants 
before  the  Special  Commission;  upon 
whose  application  was  the  visit  granted 
to  Thompson,  and  on  what  authority  ; 
was  Thompson  a  solicitor;  and,  had 
James  Mullett  any  other  visitor  at  Mill- 
bank  Prison  than  his  wife  and 
Thomp  son  7 

Tax  8ECRBTABY  o?  STATE  «.a 
THX  HOME  DEPABTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthiws,  Birmingham,  E.) :  The  visit 
was  in  sight  of  an  officer,  but  not  in  his 
hearing;  consequently  there  is  no  record 
of  what  transpired  at  the  interview. 
The  application  was  madeby  Mr.  Soamea, 
and  it  was  granted  on  the  authority  of 
the  Prison  Oommiasionors.  I  have  no 
knowledge  of  Mr.  Thompson's  profea- 
sioual  csJling.  He  is  described  by  Mr. 
Soamea  as  his  representative.  The 
answer  to  the  last  paragraph  is  in  the 
negative. 

Ma.  J.  F.  X.  O'BBIBN  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gave  us  to  understand  tha 
other  day  that  this  permisaion  was  only 
given  to  solicitors.  If  Thompson  was 
not  a  solicitor,  how  was  it  that  he  got 
leave? 

Mb.  SPEAKBB  :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  J.  F.  X.  O'BBIEN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  at  whose  instigation  did 
Sergeant  Mullen,  B.I.O.,  at  BallyhauniB, 
conn^  Mayo,  write  to  Patrick  Lavan, 
late  of  Ballyhauais,  now  living  at 
Washington  Territory,  U.S.A.,  ezpreaa- 
ing  anxiety  to  do  him  a  good  turn,  and 
stating,  "I  guarantee  your  name  will 
never  be  mentioned,  and  I  further 
guarantee  that  it  will  be  the  means  of 
putting  you  on  your  feet.  I  saw  the 
chance,  and  as  it  could  be  done  privately, 
I  wish  to  give  it  to  you,  and  I  trust  yon 
won't  be,  as  of  old,  foolish  enough 
not  to  accept  it  when  yon  can 
do  so  without  a  third  party  know- 
ig  it ;  "  was  it  in  the  interest  of  the 
ime>'    case,  now  pending    before   the 
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Special  Commiaaion  Mullen  sought  evi- 
dence from  Lavan ;  if  not,  for  what 
other  purpose ;  and  was  that  the  first 
and  last  time  Mullen  endearoured  to 
tempt  Patrick  Lavan  to  become  an  in- 
former ? 

Ur.  a.  J.  BALFOTJB:  A  question 
OD  the  same  subject  has  alreadj  been 
answered.  It  waa  not  in  the  interest  of 
the  Timu  Mullen  communicated  with 
Lavan,  and  it  ie  not  usual  to  disclose  the 
partioulars  connected  with  obtaining  in- 
formation from  informants,  as  to  do  so 
would  paraljce  the  action  of  the  police, 
and  frustrate  the  ends  of  justice. 

Me.  J.  F.  X.  O'BEIEN :  Would  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  note  that  be  has 
not  answered  my  question  regarding  the 
last  paragraph  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  is  not  in 
the  interests  of  the  public  justice,  as  I 
have  already  stated,  to  answer  it. 

FATKER  KENTJEDY. 

Ma.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Father  Ken- 
nedy, of  Meelin,  during  his  first  im- 
prisonment, applied  repeatedly  to  the 
Prisons  Board  for  permission  to  cele- 
brate mass  on  weekdays,  and  was  in- 
formed that  the  permission  would  not 
be  granted  except  for  Sundays  and 
church  holidays;  whether,  during  his 
second  imprisonment.  Father  Kennedy 
was  allowed  to  celebrate  mass  on  one 
day  in  each  week  in  addition  to  Sundays 
aad  holidays ;  what  is  the  rule  on  the 
subject;  and,  what  is  the  present 
pravtioe  with  regard  to  priests  impri- 
soned under  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  General 
Prisons  Board  Inform  me  that  the  reply 
to  the  inquiries  in  the  first  two  para- 
graphs is  in  the  affirmative.  There  is 
no  fixed  rule  on  the  subject ;  but  the 
practice  is  for  the  Governor  to  submit 
each  case  specially  as  it  arises  to  the 
Board,  who  deal  with  it  according  to 
the  circumstances. 

LEVEL  OBOSSINOS. 
Mr.  WAKMINGTON  (Monmouth, 
W.)  asked  the  President  of  me  Board  of 
Trade  whether  bis  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  danger  and  inoouTenienoe 
of  the  level  crossing  of  the  Great 
Western  Railway  near  Mr.  Ward 
Williams'  Foundry  at  Abertillery,  Mon- 


mouthshire, and  about  100  yards  south- 
east of  the  Abertillery  Station  of  this 
railway;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  al- 
ready four  persons  hare  lost  their  lives- 
at  such  crossing;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  at  the  inquest  upon  the  body  of 
John  Thomas,  one  of  tne  persons  killed 
at  such  crossing,  the  jury  called  the  at- 
tention of  the  railway  company  to  the 
want  of  gates  at  this  level  crossing,  and 
that  the  company  replied  that  the 
matter  should  be  remedied ;  whether  it 
is  the  fact,  notwithstanding  the  reply  of 
the  company,  the  danger  of  the  said 
crossing  still  continues;  whether  he  is 
also  aware  that  the  foot  passengers  over 
such  level  crossing  amount  to  an  average 
of  1,000  (of  whom  300  are  children) 
during  a  day  of  12  hours,  from  7  a.m. 
to  7  p.m. ;  and  whether  the  Board  of 
Trade  will  take  steps  to  compel  the 
railway  company  to  erect  a  foot  and 
cart  bridge  over  such  level  crossing,  or 
to  do  such  works  as  will  reduce  the 
danger  of  such  crossing? 
*SirM.  HIOKS  BEACH:  It  appears 
that  there  are  two  level  crossings  near 
Abertillery ;  one  is  a  level  crossing  to 
the  south-east  of  the  station.  We  have 
no  record,  nor  have  the  company,  of 
any  person  having  lost  his  life  at  that 
crossing.  A  footbridge  exists  for 
passengers,  and  there  are  level  crossing 
gates  and  a  man  in  charge.  Under 
powers  recently  obtained  from  Parlia-' 
ment  the  Company  are  enabled  to  carry 
both  the  road  and  footpath  under  the 
line  by  a  subway,  and  the  works  have 
recently  been  commenced.  As  the  cross- 
ing has  been  reported  to  be  dangerous, 
the  Board  of  Trade  will  represent  to  the 
company  the  expediency  of  finishing 
these  works  without  delay.  There  is 
another  level  crossing,  called  the  Peny- 
bont  Crossing,  half  a  mile  to  the  north 
of  the  station.  The  only  death  which 
has  occurred  at  this  crossing,  and 
respecting  which  the  Board  of  Trade 
have  any  information,  is  that  of  John 
Thomas,  a  trespasser,  who  was  killed  in 
Itf76.  This  level  crossing  was  handed 
over  to  the  company  by  the  Monmouth- 
shire Company  as  a  mere  occupation 
level  crossing,  but  the  company  have 
expressed  their  willingneas  to  contribute 
to  the  expense  of  erecting  a  bridge. 
The  Board  of  Trade  have  no  powers  of 
compulsion  in  the  matter,  but  as  this 
level  crossing  also  is  dangerous  the 
Board  of  Trade  will  continue  to  press  on 
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-tbe  compan;  the  importance  of  the 
«reottoa  of  a  bridge  ladependeiitlf  of 
.any  eonttibution  from  the  looalitj. 

COKVETANOB  OP  LBTTBRR. 
M«.  DAVID  THOMAS  (Mertbyr 
~T3rdTiI)  aiksd  the  FostimHter  General 
if  he  could  now  ttate  the  reealta  of  the 
inquiry  of  the  DepaTtdiental  Committse 
appointed  to  consider  the  quBstion  of 
-the  coDTeyatioe  by  railway  companies 
of  letters  that  have  not  passed  through 
the  post? 

•Me.  BAIKES  :  The  subject 
vhich  tbe  hon.  Member  refers  has  bMh 
nnder  the  careful  consideration  of  the 
OoTemment.    It  is  attended   by  le^l 

Snestione  which  inTolve  oonsideraole 
iffloulties,  but'I  am  not  without  hopes 
ofarrWing  at  a  satisfactory  settlement. 

OUHTOMS'  OFFICERS. 
Mk.  JOHN  MOBLGT  (Newoastle- 
on-Tyne)  asked  tbe  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  it  was  proposed  to 
confirm  the  experimental  alterations  of 
the  hours  of  labour  of  Ouetomsl  officers 
on  landing  and  shipping  duty  in  the 
ports  of  Liverpool,  Hull,  and  Grimsby, 
and  to  extend  them  to  London  and'  other 
porta:  of  tbe  Kingdom;  and,  'if  lo, 
whether  the  officers  reoelra  anyooiqpen- 
sation  for  such  an  unfavourable  altera^ 
tion  of  the  conditions  under  which  they 
entered  the  Customs^  Service^  wholhsr 
o£BoM-e  of  Castomi'  omplb^ed' ^npoa 
warehousing  duty  from  8  a.m.  to  4  p.m., 
in  the  Port  of  NewcaatJe,  have  recanti;f 
been  called  upon  to  attend  on  landing 
duty  from  6  a.m.  to  8  a.m.  iritboat 
additional  remuneration,  bef oft./ itc4sj{ 
their  ordinary  day's  work  {  anfl/^4l^tQ^t 
tbe  dnstoms'  authorities,  iaj|Wljilil]li|lL 
such  additional  att«tidanee,  IjMre  tlctel 
in  accordance  with  the  assurance  uf  the 
Government  that,  in  any  alterations 
which  might  be  made  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  trade,  landing  officers 
would  not  be  compelled  to  work  more 
fktoi  eig^t<'  4iours  per  day  'on  the 
average?    ■  '     ■ 

Mr.  JA0K80N :  The  question  of  the 
oonfirraation  of  the  extended  landing 
and  shipping  faonrs  wikicfa  have  been  in 
erperimentu  operation  at  the  ports  of 
'Liverpool,  Hnll,  Grimsby,  and  Chiole  for 
«ome  months,  and  for  the  extension  of 
these  hours  to  London  and  other  ports 
of  the  Kingdom,  is  now  under  tbe  con* 
«ideration  of'theTreasuryj  Those  boars 
Sir  il.  BiektS»dek' 
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under  the  echeme  proposed  vrill  not  in- 
volve an  additibn  to  tbe '  averag^  Qom- 
ber  of  hours  of  daily  attendance  on  tbe 

{lart  of  officers  of  Oustoms  employed  on 
anding  and  shipping  stations,  and  no 
question  of  compensation  arises,  tht 
new  system,  to  which  the  otetmulM 
mentioned  in  tbe  last  {il^ttjfra^  of'tiie 
right  hon.  Membe/s  qnestiOD'Tefetvffd^ 
has  not  been  introduced  at  Newoaade'; 
but  officers  of  Oustoms  ordinarily  em> 
ployed  on  warehouse  Jaty  at  that  JWii 
have  for  many  years  been  reqnlrMv  in 
times  of  preaaifrs,  ooosstoaally  to  attend 
during  the  summer  months  on  early 
landing,  duty  without  additional  re- 
muneration.:  J-  ■ 

letters  to  australia. 
Mb.  HENNIKEE  HEATON  {Gkh- 
terbury)  asked -th^  Postmaster  Qdneral 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  letters  for 
firitish  sailors  at  Sydney  and  other 
ports  on  the  Australian  station  are  now 
forwarded  by  the  long  sea  route  for  Id. 
each  latter ;  and  wheth^  he  is  aware 
that  no  notice  of  this  has  been  issaed  to 
the' public,  though  it  afibcte  a  larg« 
number  of  pook  people  ? 
*Mr-.  BAIKE9;  The  fact  is  as  stated 
by  the  ban.  Member,  and  I'  may  add 
that,  under  certain  regnlationa,  not  ont^ 
letters!  for  neamen  in  '  Her  Majesty'* 
Setwise  in  Aintralial  povtn  are  loF^brdM 
for  tb*  privJlsged  rate  ef  ««e  peony^ 
biit  al8»  by  any  all-s»a  -route' «o  any 
British  OdIoi^  9t  foreign '  bountty,  aa 
na^bsseen  on'referente  to  t)ra  "Post 
Office.  Guids."' -iTks' mifile^e^  tlim 
enjoyed  by  smmAji- Jc  He*  MOjeaty's 
B»cTi«e'ia  09«rQ#^ajig.«tftDdiag,  and, 
6wi9^'g^cA*%  htiowdi  tberaMvM  no 
npcaasffy  for  isAiMg  a  initial  FoBtal 
NjS^lca  as  tajftd^n'-i^kii*  forward^  to 
Australia  by  tba-all-aea  ronie.' 

NEW  LIOHTHOU^SEB/ 
Mb.. LYELL  ^Orkney  and  Shetland) 
asked  the  PresideDt  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  anything  had  been  done 
to  carry  out  the  recommendation  of  the 
Northern  Lights  Oommiasian  in  the 
Beport  of  their  Engineers,  Messrs.  D. 
and  T.  Stevenson;  inOotobeit  18S3,  that 
n  new  lighthouses  shotJIdbb'flrected  on 
the  coasts  of  Orkney  and  Shetland  ? 
•Sni  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH; 
The  Engineer^  Report  referred  to  in- 
volved an  expenditure  of  £102,000,  and 
£6,600  fbr  annual  maintenance.     The 
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Iforthem  Lights  GommiBsionen  for- 
irarded  it  to  the  Board  of  Tr&de  in  1884, 
uritfa  approval,  but  iritboDt  any  statntor; 
reoommeudatioa,  doubtless  feeling  that 
it  was  too  expensive  to  be  carried  out  in 
its  entirety.  But  one  of  the  moat  im- 
portant parte  of  it — the  establishment 
-of  a  light  on  Malcolm's  Head,  Fair 
Island,  is  included  in  the  Estimates 
for  uew  work  in  the  coming  financial 
jear, 

WEIR  T.  WEIR. 
Mb.  CALDWELL  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate  whether,  in  the  case  of  Weir 
against  Weir,  in  the  SherifT  Court 
«f  Caithness,  the  Sheriff  Substitute 
decided  in  favour  of  the  defender 
respect  of  faote  brought  out  id  the 
pottion  of  the  written  evidence  in  the 
case  which  is  amiseing ;  whether  Sheriff 
Depute  Thoms,  when  the  case  wi 
before  him.  on  appeal,  reversed  the  di 
cisian  of  the  Sheriff  Substitute,  decided 
in  favour  of  the  pursuer,  and  cut  out 
and  abstracted  from  the  process  the 
evidence,  or  portion  of  the  evidence,  on 
which  the  Sheriff  Substitute  relied  ii 
support  of  bis  decision  in  the  case , 
whether,  in  Scotland,  the  Judge  of  on 
inferior  Court,  in  a  case  subject  to  the 
review  of  a  superior  Court,  has  any 
right  whatever  to  out  out  and  abstract 
from  the  process,  or  to  cancel  beyond 
recognition,  any  portion  of  the  written 
evidence  taken  in  the  cause  by  the 
Judge  of  the  first  instance,  and 
upon  wbioh  the  decieion  of  the 
Judge  of  the  first  instance  rested; 
whether  he  will  cause  Sheriff  Thoma  to 
restore  to  the  process  the  evidence,  or 
-ftt  least  au  authentic  copy  of  the  evi- 
dence, cut  out  and  abatraoted  by  bim, 
and  which  he  (Sheriff  Thoms)  states 
"  was  not  destroyed  but  is  amissing ;  " 
and,  whether  he  will  institute  an  inde- 
peudent  investigation  with  the  view  of 
asoertaining  the  true  facts  as  to  the 
number  of  pages  of  evidence  so  oat  out 
aud  abstraoted,  as  to  whether  the  same 
wore  or  were  not  torn  up  by  Sheriff 
TThoms,  and  as  to  what  he  did  with,  or 
what  became  of,  the  pages  of  evidence  eo 
cut  out  and  abstracted  f 

*Thb  LOHD  advocate  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
BoBKBTSoir,  Buteshire):  I  have  com- 
municated with  the'  Sheriff^  and  am 
informed  that  the  Sheriff  Substitute 
pronounced  ■  findings  whioh  were,  in 
part,  based  bn  Uie  portion  of  the  evi- 
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denoe  now  amissing,  and  which  would 
have  led  to  a  remit  to  an  accountant. 
The  Sheriff  held  this  evidence  to  be  irrele- 
vant,  and,  as  I  have  already  informed 
thehon.  Gentleman,  the  sheet  containing 
it  was  out  out — was  not  abstracted  by 
the  Sheriff,  and  has  gone  amissing.  In 
these  circumstaaces  the  questiDn  of  law 
raieed  in  the  third  paragraph  does  not 
arise.  An  appeal  was  taken  against  the 
Sheriff's  decigion  to  the  Court  of  Session, 
bat  was  abandoned.  In  that  appeal 
complete  redress  oould  have  been  oh- 
tained  against  any  error  on  the  part  of 
the  Sheriff  in  the  proceedings  wtuoh  are 
the  subject  of  the  question.  The  Court 
of  SestioQ,  and  not  the  Lord  Advocate, 
is  the  proper  authority  to  correct  any 
irregularities  whioh  may  have  caused  a 
grievance  to  those  legitimately  oon- 
oemed.  I  therefore  answer  the  last  two 
queries  in  the  negative. 

TELEGRAPHISTS. 
Ma.LAW80N(8t.Panoras,W.):  Ibeg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  what  is  the 
actual  charge  in  respect  to  the  first-class 
telegraphists  at  the  Central  Telegraph 
Office  for  the  expiring  financial  year ; 
whether  the  estimate  was  calculated  to 
indude  provision  from  April  last  for  3S4 
first-class  telegraphists,  and  what  is  the 
difference  ;  what  was  the  number  of  the 
class  on  3 1  et  January,  how  many  vacan- 
cies there  are,  and  how  long  they  have 
remained  open ;  whether  he  reoeived  a 
petition  in  December  from  the  second 
class  telegraphists  for  their  promotion ; 
and  whether  there  is  anything  to  pre- 
vent him  complying  with  the  request 
contained  in  the  memorial  7 

*Ma.  BAIKES  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member,  I  have  to  state  that  the  actual 
charge  iuTBspect  of  first-class  telegraph- 
ists at  the  Central  Telegraph  Office  for 
the  current  financial  year  cannot  yet  be 
precisely  stated,  but  it  will  be  less  than 
the  estimate.  It  is  difficult,  in  the  form 
of  an  answer  to  a  question,  to  give  the 
hon.  Member  full  information  on  all  the 
points  to  which  he  refers.  Since  the 
Estimates  of  the  expiring  financial  year 
were  framed  an  addition  has  been  made 
to  the  establishment  of  the  Central  Tele- 
:rapb  Office,  and  the  authorized  num- 
>er  of  the  first  dasa  at  the  present  time 
is  '385.  In  tiiis  class  of  S6S  persona 
there  were  aa  the  Slst  of  January  lost 
58  vacancies.  To  34  of  these  I  have 
made'  promotions  within   the  last  few 
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days ;  and  this,  practically,  is  ob.  BDawar    must  uk  t^e  hon.  Gentleman  to  put  tbo 
to  the  petition  of  December.  question  down  for  to-morroir. 


POSTAGE  TO  NEW  ZEALAND. 
Hb.  HENNIKEB  he  ATON  asked  the 
Fostmaster  Qeneral  whether  it  ia  a  fact 
that  the  rate  of  postage  for  letters  to 
Kev  Zealand  hy  sea,  per  Orient  Com- 
pany, is  4d.  per  half  ounce ;  and  also  by 
■aa,  but  per  the  New  Zealand  Oompany's 
steamers,  is  6d.  per  ounce;  whether  it 
is  a  fact  that  the  letters  are  put  on  board 
each  line  of  eteamere  at  the  same  port 
(Plymouth),  and  that  the  letters  hearing 
the  4d.  rate  often  arrire  in  qnioker  time 
tfaui  those  letters  bearing  tne  fid.  post- 
age rate ;  and  whether  he  will  take  steps 
to  remedy  this  state  of  things  ? 
•Hn.  EAIEES:  The  foui-penny  rate 
recwntly  adopted  for  letters  sent  to 
A-ustralia  and  New  Zealand  by  the  long 
sea  route  applies  only  to  auoh  letters  as 
are  forwarded  by  the  steamers  of  the 
Peninsular  and  Oriental  Steam  Naviga- 
tion Company  and  of  the  Orient  Com- 
pany. Without  the  concurrence  of 
the  New  Zealand  Uovemment,  Her 
Haiesty's  Qovernment  wodld  not  be  in  a 
position  to  extend  the  fourpenny  rate 
to  letters  forwarded  by  the  New  Zea- 
landOompany's  steamers  fromPlymouth, 
and  I  have  been  offioially  informed  that 
the  Oolonial  Qovernment  is  unable  to 
agree  to  the  reduction  ofpostage  without 
the  authority  of  the  Colonial  Parlia- 
ment. Uails  by  both  the  Orient  and 
New  Zealand  Compainy's  staamvrs  axo 
embarked  at  Plymouth.  I  have  no 
reason  to  believe  that  the  fourpenny 
letters  going  vid  Adelaide  often  reach 
New  Zealand  before  the  sixpenny 
letters  going  direct,  but  I  hare  no 
positive  information  on  the  p(nnt. 

MR.  P.  J.  CONLA.N. 

Mb.  W.  a.  MAGDONALD  (Queen's 
County,  Oseory)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  his  attention  had  been  called  to 
the  imprisonment  of  Mr.  P.  J.  Conlan, 
proprietor  of  the  Carlow  Nationalitt,  for 
publishing  the  proceedings  of  an  un- 
anppressed  branch  of  the  Irish  National 
League;  by  virtue  of  what  statute  has 
the  punishment  been  inflicted ;  and, 
vhat  was  the  nature  of  the  evidence 
against  the  accused  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOTJE :  I  have  not 
been  able  to  obtain  the  information,  and 
Mr.  Bath* 


THE  Z\M  BEST. 
Me.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  it  was  a  fact 
that  Seoor  Castilloes  had  been  sent  by 
the  Portuguese  Qovernment  to  tbd 
Zambesi,  and  is  charged  by  them  to 
make  a  survey  for  a  railway  past  the 
cataracts  of  the  3hir4;  whether  the 
territory  through  which  such  a  railway 
would  pass  was  beyond  the  Puo  Biver, 
and  is  in  the  exclusive  occupation  of 
British  settlements ;  whether  the  Bao 
had  been  previously  recognized  in  com- 
munications between  Her  Majesty'e 
Government  and  Portugal  as  the  extreme 
boundary  o/  Portuguese  territory  in  the 
direction  of  the  interior;  and,  whether 
the  Gh>vemment  would  decline  to  recog- 
nize any  claim  to  territorial  sovereign^ 
on  the  part  of  Portugal  in  the  district 
between  the  Buo  and  Lake  Nyasaa  ? 

•The  UNDEE  8ECBETAEY  of 
STATE  FOB  FOBEIGN  AFFAIHS 
(Sir  Jahbb  Fe&oitbson,  Manchester, 
N.E.):  We  have  no  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  a  survey  is  to  be  made 
for  a  line  of  railway  past  the  Shire 
Cataracts,  but  if  this  was  so  it  would  be 
below  the  confluence  of  the  Buo  and 
8hir6.  The  confluence  of  these  rivers 
was  fized'as  the  boundary  of  Portuguese 
territory  in  the  Agreement  of  1884  be- 
tween this  oonntcy  and  Portugal ;  but 
that  Agreement  was  not  ratified,  and, 
therefore,  ie  not  in  force.  Portugal  baa 
hitherto  exercised  no  functions  of  eore- 
reignty  or  protectorate  in  the  region 
mentioned. 

ROYAL  MARINE  ABTILLEET. 
Mb.  BnOHANAN  asked  the  Fin 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that,  notwithstanding  the  announce- 
ment in  Begimental  Orders,  by  autho- 
rity of  the  Admiralty,  that  subaltems  of 
the  Boyal  Marine  Artillery  are  eligible 
for  appointment  to  the  Indian  Staff 
Corps  and  Army  Service  Corps,  the 
Admiralty  refuses  to  entertain  any 
application  from  Marine  Artillery  sub- 
alterns for  employment  in  the  corps 
named ;  on  what  grounds  are  these 
officers  debarred  &om  the  privileges 
expressly  declared  to  be  open  to  them ; 
and  will  the  Admiralty,  if  the  pre- 
sent   practioe  is  to    be    adhered    to, 
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notify  publicly,  for  the  informatioD  of  i     Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :   I  have  no 
candidatea     and      their     parents     and  I  doubt    the  Lord    Lieutenant    will,    in 


foardiana,  that  subalteme  of  the  Bojal 
[arine  Artillery  are  not  allowed  any 
opening  outside  the  limits  of  their  own 
«orps? 

LoHD  a.  HAMILTON :  There  is  a 
regnlation  which  states  that  "  a  certain 

SoiKiTtion  of  officers  of  the  Boyal 
arines  are  permitted  to  take  service  in 
tile  Indian  Staff  Corps  and  in  the  Com- 
misBariat  and  TraDsport  Staff,"  and  this 
has  been  allowed.  But  it  was  decided 
two  years  ago  that,  on  account  of  the 
paucity  of  numbers  and  also  of  their 
costly  educatioD,  it  was  desirable  in  the 

£ublio  interest  that  officers  of  the  Boyal 
[arine  Artillery  should  be  reserred  for 
the  special  duties  for  which  they  had 
tteen  trained.  This  decision  is  perfectly 
well  known  by  the  corps,  and  it  is  not 
proposed  to  take  any  ftirther  steps  as  to 
jts  publication. 

RAILWAY  MAXIMUM  CHAUGES. 
Ma.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field, Central]  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  if,  having  regard 
to  the  great  difficulty  Chambers  of 
OommeroQ  and  Agriculture,  and  other 
public  bodiea,  have  in  ascertaining  the 
statutory  maximum  cbarges  of  railway 
oompanies  under  a  variety  of  Acts  ob- 
tained over  a  long  series  of  years,  he 
can  either  cause  a  table  of  such  charges 
\<a  be  prepared,  or  prevail  upon  the 
railway  companies  to  issue  one,  in  a 
form  facilitating  comparison  by  those 
interested  with  the  proposed  maximum 
rates  under  the  ICailway  and  Oanal 
Traffic  Act. 

«SiB  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH: 
^e  companies  have  transmitted  state- 
ments made  out  in  a  tabular  form  as  far 
as  possible,  showing  the  existing  statu- 
tory maximtim  rates.  These  statements 
were  not  in  the  first  instance  supplied  to 
the  public,  but  I  caused  representations 
to  be  made  to  the  companies,  and  they 
have  undertaken  to  supply  them. 

THE  QUEEN'S  COLLEGE,  BELFAST. 
Mb.  summers  (Huddersfield)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether,  in  filling 
the  vacancy  in  the  Presidency  of  Queen's 
Oollege,  Belfast,  he  will  have  regard  to 
the  Boholastic  and  literary  attainments 
of  the  candidates  rather  than  to  their 
religions  or  theological  opinions  ? 
VOL.  OOCXXXrV.  [third  uuuxs.] 


making  the  submission  of  a  name,  give 
due  weight  to  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  case. 

Da.  TANNER  (Cork,  Mid);  I  trust 
that  the  Lord  Lieuteuant  will  take  into 
consideration  the  claims  of  distinguished 
men  who  have  been  educated  in  the 
TTniversity. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR;  I  can  add 
nothing  to  the  answer  I  have  already 
given. 

HORSE  ARTILLEaY. 
QaNBaAi,  FRA9EE  (Lambeth,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
in  view  of  his  statement  on  the  reduction 
of  the  Horse  Artillery  in  18h7,  that  no 
batteries  of  the  Second  Army  Corps 
would  be  drawn  upon  for  the  First  Army 
Corps,  whether  the  attenuated  servloe 
batteries  of  Horse  Artillery  at  Home, 
including  theFirst  Army  Corps  batteries, 
had  latMy  been  called  upon  to  furnish 
men  for  the  Indian  Horse  Artillery 
drafts  despatched  in  February ;  if  eo,  in 
what  numbers;  and,  if  so,  in  what 
manner  and  ^om  what  source  the 
vacancies  thus  caused  in  the  First  Army 
Corps  batteries  had  been  filled  up  P 
*Mr.  STANHOPE  :  Yes,  Sir.  It  has 
been  found  necessary  to  draw  upon  the 
service  batteries  of  Horse  Artillety  at 
home  to  furnish  drafts  for  India  in  ooa* 
sequence  of  abnormal  demands  for  men 
to  complete  batteries  in  India.  By  an 
unfortunate  coincidence  of  time  we  are 
losing  at  once  men  engaged  for  periods 
of  eight  and  of  seven  years.  The  vaoan- 
des  tiius  caused  are  in  course  of  being 
filled  up  by  recruits,  by  gunners  from 
the  Garrison  Artille^  depots,  and  by 
drivers  from  the  Field  ArtUlery  depots. 
The  batteries  will  be  completed  very 
shortly. 

LOANS  TO  0R0FTEH8. 
Db.  GLABK  (Caithneas)  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  he  was  aware 
that  several  crofters  in  Caithneas  applied 
for  loans  to  the  Fishery  Board,  and 
received  in  reply  a  letter,  stating  "  that 
certain  difficulties  have  arisen  in  connec- 
tion with  granting  of  a  number  of  loans 
applied  for  which  require  great  considera- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Board,  but  as 
soon  as  their  decision  has  been  given  it 
will  be  communicated  to  you  in  due 
course."  Could  he  state  what  was  the 
S  O 
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difflcQlty  irhioh  preveate  the  loans  being 
granted;  and,  whether  that  difficult; 
would  be  removed  in  time  to  get  boats 
before  the  fishing  seasoa  begins? 

•Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  The 
difficult;  in  the  way  of  the  Fishery 
Board  prooeeding  to  dispose  of  the  appli- 
cations  was  the  questioo  abont  the  pro- 
portion of  value  Ui  be  advanced  on 
cert^n  boats,  and  that  qusstion  has  now 
bsen  disposed  of  as  explained  on  Uonday 
the  IStb  in  my  answer  to  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Uembers  for  Boss  and  Suther- 
land. 

Dh.  OLAEK:  Only  last  year  the 
Treasury  agreed,  and  the  bon.  Gtantlemau 
who  represents  the  Treasury  stated 
that  the  ChiTemment  were  going  to 
advance  the  money,  and  I  want  to  biow 
why  a  delay  has  arisen. 

*Mh.  J.  P.  B.  B0BBBT8ON :  The 
Diaximnm  terms  agreed  npon  by  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  were  nine-tenths, 
but  certain  modifications  ol  the  rules 
were  suggested  by  the  Fishery  Board 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  is  going  to 
modify  them. 

Db.  CLABK  :  When  the  Fisherj;  Vote 
comes  on,  I  will  move  the  reduction  of 
the  salary  of  the  Ohaiiman  of  the 
Fishery  Board. 

IfiELAMD-EEOlSTBATION  OP  TITLES 
BILL. 

Mb.  CHANNING  (Northampton- 
shire, E.)  asked  the  Solicitor  dtoneral 
for  Ireland  whether  he  proposes 
to  introduce  his  Bill  for  the  Begistration 
of  Titles  in  Ireland  before  the  Easter 
Beoess? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  No,  Sir;  but  I 
should  be  glad  to  confer  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  if  he  has  any  suggestian  to 
make. 

MABLBOEODQH  HOUSE. 
Mb.  EDMUND  B0BEBT80N  (Dun- 
dee)  asked  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  what  was  the  actual  date  of  the 
alleged  agreement  between  the  Treasury 
and  His  Boyal  Highness  the  Prince  of 
Wales  with  reference  to  the  mainte- 
nance andrepairof  Marlborough  House; 
was  the  agreement  in  writing ;  had  it 
ever  been  submitted  to  the  House  of 
Oommone  ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  occasion  ; 
and,  would  he  lay  upon  the  Table  a 
copy  of  the  agreement  ? 
Dr.  CUrk 


•Mb.  PLUNKET:  There  was  no 
"agreement"  between  the  Treasury 
and  his  Eoyal  Highness  the  Prince  of 
Wales  as  to  the  maintenauoe  and  repair* 
of  Marlborough  House,  nor  has  any 
one,  so  far  as  I  know,  alleged  the  exist- 
ence of  any  such  agreement.  I  stated 
the  other  night  that  in  167B  Her 
Majesty's  Government  decided  that  in 
consideration  of  the  large  expenditure 
already  incurred  by  His  Boyal  High- 
ness in  improving  the  house,  it  should 
thenceforward  be  placed  on  the  same 
footing  as  darenoe  House,  and  that 
accordingly  the  cost  of  ordinary  mainte- 
nance and  repaire,  external  and  internal, 
should  be  annually  provided  in  the 
Estimates,  the  oost  of  fittings  and  furni- 
ture being  borne  by  His  Boyal  High- 
ness. That  decision  of  the  Treasury 
was  embodied  in  a  Minute  dated  the 
30th  August,  1878,  and  if  the  hon. 
Member  Ukee  to  move  for  it,  there  will 
be  no  objection  to  lay  it  on  the  Table. 
The  result  of  that  Minute  was  submitted 
to  Parliament  in  the  form  of  a  Yot«  in 
the  Estimates  of  the  year  1879-80,  and 
attention  having  been  called  to  the  item, 
it  appeared  to  receive  the  unanimous 
approval  of  the  Cbmmittee  of  Supply. 
The  question  was  again  rused  in  1884, 
and  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  having  given 
exactly  the  same  explanation  of  all  the 
circumstances  as  I  gave  the  other  night, 
the  Vote  was  agreed  to  and  has  ever 
since  been  annually  voted. 

THE  "FROG'S  MAHGH." 
Mb.    FIOKEBSOILL,    who    had    & 

Snestion  on  the  paper  in  reference  to  the 
eath  of  Samuel  Mahoney,  who  is 
alleged  to  have  died  while  being  sub- 

i'eoted  to  the  "frog's  march,"  said,  be 
lad  to  thank  the  Home  Secretary  for 
having  ordered  a  further  medical  exami- 
nation. He  also  wished  to  know  what 
steps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed 
to  take  in  reference  to  the  personal 
testimony  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Roscommon  (Mr.  O'KeUy)  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  afraid  that 
the  occurrence  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man  alludes  is  wholly  exceptional.  I 
stated  to  the  House  briefly  yesterday 
the  extraordinary  violence  which  had 
been  displayed  hj  this  unfortunate  man, 
and  I  do  not  know  that  there  are  any 
ordinary  rules  which  would  meet  such  a 
case. 
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THE  OARMABTHBNSHIBE  POUCB. 

Mb.  RANDELL  (aiftmorgan,  Gower) 
asked  the  Seoretary  of  State  for  the 
Homo  Department  whether  Mr.  W. 
Picton  FmllipB,  Superintendeiit  of 
Police  ia  Oarmarthenahire,  prior  to  hie 
appointment  to  that  offlie,  vaa  in  receipt 
of  salarv  as  clerk  to  hie  father,  the  Chief 
Oonitable  of  Oarmarthenehire ;  and,  if 
•a,  what  was  his  age  when  he  first 
received  it ;  and  whether  another  son  of 
the  Chief  Oonatableof  Carmarthenahire, 
who  has  not  yet  attained  his  majority, 
was  ia  reoeipt  of  pav  of  a  first-class 
oosBtable;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  had 
been  dal;  sworn  in,  and  discharged  the 
full  and  ordinary  duties  of  snoh  con- 
stable ;  and.  if  not,  why  not  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  informed 
by  the  Chief  Constable  that  Mr.  Super- 
intendent Phillips  was  sworn  in,  and 
appointed  to  the  rank  of  Inspector,  ren- 
dered Taoant  by  the  death  of  his  clerk 
in  April,  1883,  bis  age  being  then  a 
little  over  1 7  years,  and  he  received  pay 
as  such  until  bis  promotion  to  Supenn- 
tendent.  On  the  26th  March  last  the 
Cbief  Constable  appointed  another  of  bis 
sons  OS  clerk  in  his  office,  and  allowed 
him  the  pay  of  a  first-class  constable. 
He  was  not  sworn  in,  and  discharges 
the  duty  of  olerk  only-  I  have  written 
to  the  Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions  and 
iuTited  his  attention  to  the  questiona 
that  baTe  been  addressed  to  me  with 
regard  to  these  appointments. 

PURCHASE  OF  UJUVt,  jCRELAND. 

Ma.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  tTower 
Hamlets,  Stepney)  asked  the  Chief  Sec- 
retary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  would  consent  to  the 
Motion  for  a  Beturn  relating  to  purchase 
of  land  in  Ireland,  which  stands  on  the 
Paper  for  to-day  ? 

Mb  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  There  was  a 
Betnm  presented  on  the  19th  of  March 
which  gives  all  the  particulars  up  to  the 
end  of  December,  1888.  I  therefore 
hope  that  my  bon.  Friend  will  not  press 
tor  the  Beturn  on  the  paper. 

FISEERT  RIOUTS  IN  ALASKA. 
Bib  GEORGE  BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment  had 
any  information  as  to  the  sale  at  Fort 
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Townshend  of  the  three  sealing 
schooners  Qraot,  Delphin,  and  Anni& 
Htek,  arrested  in  1887  in  Behring'sSear 
and  oopdemned  in  the  Alaskan  Oouita 
for  violation  of  the  alleged  fisbeiyrighta 

*  the  territory  of  Alaska  ;  and,  if  these 
sales  had  taken  place,  whether  any 
appeal  was  still  possible  to  the  Supreme 
Uourt  of  the  United  States? 

*Sm  J.  FEBQUSSON  :  Her  Majest^'ft 
Qovemment  are  informed  that  the  sale 
of  the  three  schooners  referred  to  was 
ordered  in  the  interest  of  alt  conoersed 
and  with  the  concurrence  of  the  owners. 
Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  have  not  re- 
ceived any  information  as  to  whether 
the  sale  has  actually  taken  place.  Tb» 
owners  have  taken  no  steps  for  exer- 
cising tbe  right  of  appesJ,  and  have 
allowed  ^%  period  limited  by  law  fbr 
that  purpose  to  elapse ;  but  the  qnestiOD 
of  international  right  involved  in  the 
seizure  of  the  schooners  remains  for 
discussion  through  the  diplomatic 
diannel. 

SOIENOE  AND  ART  MUSETJU  IN 
IREL.AND. 
Da.  TANNER  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  whether  any  final  determina- 
tion bad  been  come  to,  and  under  what 
circumstances  the  viaitors  of  the  Soienoe 
and  Art  Museum  in  Ireland  were  to  be 

Sermitted  or  called  upon  to  fulfil  their 
Dnotions  ;  and,  whether  any  steps  had 
been  or  were  being  taken  to  obviate  and 
annul  the  recent  misunderstanding  P 

The  TICE  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
COMMITTEE  of  COUNCIL  ok  EDU- 
CATION  (Sit  W.  Habt  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford):  The  visitors  of  the  Soienoe 
and  Art  Museum  in  Dublin  ate,  and 
always  have  been,  permitted,  and  called 
upon,  and  given  every  facility  to  perform 
all  the  functions  imposed  upon  them  by 
the  Science  and  Art  Museum  Act  of 
1877,  and  the  agreement  of  1881,  made 
in  accordance  therewith.  The  Lord 
President  will,  I  may  add,  endeavour  to 
recognize  tbe  position  of  the  visitors  to 
the  fullest  extent  compatible  with  the 
limits  I  have  mentioned. 

COURTS  MARTIAL  IN  IRELAND. 

Da.  TANNER  asked  the  Secretary  of 

State  for  War  if  it  was  a  fact  that,  on 

tbe  occasion  of  the  recent  Court  martial, 

held  in  Cork,  on  soldiers  of  the  4th 

SOU 
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Hnssors  and  Welsh  Begimeots,  the 
Frees  were  refused  admisaion  to  the 
Court;  and.  whether,  under  similar  cir- 
onmatances,  it  had  been  the  rnle  .to  ex- 
clude the  Press  ? 
•Mk.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  General 
Officer  commanding  etates,  in  a  tele- 
gram, that  the  Press  was  not  reAised. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Does  that  reply  in- 
clude the  Cork  Daily  Hgrald  and  the 
Cork  Examintr,  or  only  the  Conserrative 
newspapers  ? 
*Me.  E.  stanhope  :  I  imagine  that 
tlie  Cork  ITerald  is  a  newspaper,  and 
titerefore  repreionts  the  Press. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  As  there  is  a 
^reot  contradiction,  will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  cause  further  inquiry  to  be 
made? 

Hb.  sexton  :  What  is  the  rule  aa 
to  the  admission  or  exolusian  of  the 
Press? 
*Mk.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  believe  there 
is  no  general  rule.  The  Press  are 
usually  admitted. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Does  the  officer  in 
command  determine  the  matter  ? 
•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE;  I  imagine  that 
the  Court  Martial  itself  would  settle  the 
matter ;  but  I  should  like  to  have  notice 
of  the  question. 

WESTEEN   AUSTEAUA-OHIEF 
JUSTICE   ONSLOW, 

Mb.  LANE  aaked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  what 
arrangements  had  been  made  for  filling 
Chief  Justice  Oaalow's  position  during 
hia  abeence  from  the  Colony  of  Western 
Auatralia;  had  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  considered  aereral 
declarations  aa  to  the  diaeatisfaotion 
felt  in  the  Colony  at  the  manner  in 
which  Mr.  Leake  acted  upon  former 
occoaione ;  and  bad  be  taken  any  steps 
to  prevent  any  appointment  being  made 
which  would  give  occaaion  for  similar 
diaaatisf action  7 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.  de  Worms,  Liverpool,  Eiiat  Toxteth) : 
Nothing  definite  is  known  at  the  Colo- 
nial Office  ae  to  Chief  Justice  Onslow 
coming  away  &om  Western  Australia. 
The  declarations  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  are,  I  presume,  the  «z  parU 
statements  sent  by  him  to  the  Secretary 
of  State,  who  read  tbem  and  referred 
them  to  the  Governor  for  his  oonsidera- 
tion.     The  responsibility  of  selecting 
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the  peraon  in  all  respects  best  qualified 
to  act  as  a  Judge  of  the  Supreme  Court 
in  the  temporary  absence  of  one  of  the 
Judges  must  rest  with  the  Goveruor ; 
and  the  Secretarr  of  State  cannot  un- 
dertake to  decide  what  arrangement 
may  at  the  time  best  conduce  to  the 
proper  and  efficient  administration  of 
juatice. 

EMIGRiTION  TO  THE  ARGESllNR 

REPUBLIC. 
Mr.  lane  asked  the  Uuder  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  be 
would  try  and  get  some  guarantee  from 
the  representative  of  the  Argentine  Re- 
public in  London  that  proper  measures 
will  be  taken  to  provide  for  the  recep- 
tion of  the  laige  number  of  Irish  emi- 
granta  who  are  about  to  sail  for  Buenos 
Avres  ne<t  week  ? 

*8iR  J.  FERGUSSON :  The  Anientine 
Minister  in  this  country  can  give  no 
special  {guarantee  of  the  nature  indi- 
cated. The  Argentine  Ooverament  bave 
publiabed  regulationa  which,  if  fulfilled, 
appearto  furnieb  aatiafac  tor j  safeguards. 
As  I  stated  on  Tuesday,  the  discomfort  of 
the  immigrants  on  a  recent  occasion  was 
owing  to  anforeaeen  circumstances,  and 
was  only  temporary.  Her  Mojeatr's  Go- 
vernment are  provi.ling  for  the  obserra- 
tinn  of  British  immigrants  by  a  special 
o£Gce  under  Her  Majesty's  Minister. 

Mb.  LANE :  Emigrants  have  been 
indaced  to  leave  Ireland  by  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Argentine  Repub- 
lic in  Ireland,  and  I  would  ask, 
therefore,  whe&er  the  Republic  is  not 
responsible  for  due  provision  being 
mode  for  tbem  on  their  arrival  F 

•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON  :  No  doubt  that 
would  be  so,  but  the  Government  bave 
no  reason  to  believe  that  the  expecta- 
tions that  have  been  held  out  have  not 
been  fulfilled.  A  number  of  emigrants 
disembarked  when  the  barracks  were 
already  full,  and  temporary  accommoda- 
tion was  provided  for  them.  News  have 
been  received  by  the  Minister  of  the 
Argentine  Republic  that  all  these  per- 
sons were  in  a  few  days  forwarded  to 
their  destination.  Full  Reports  have 
been  received  from  our  Charges  d' Af- 
faires, and  I  shall  be  happy  to  show 
them  to  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  Have  not  com- 
plaints been  received  from  emigrants 
who  went  from  England  in  July  stating 
that  they  have  been  grossly  deoeived. 
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that  the;  have  been  paid  with  paper 
money,  that  the;  have  suffered  from  ex- 
treme want,  and  liave  been  unable  to 
get  awa;  from  the  port  ? 

*SiB  J.  FEEGUS80N :  No  Reports  to 
ttiat  effect  have  been  received  from  our 
Minister,  but  a  returned  emigraat  has 
called  at  the  Foreign  Office  and  stated 
that  he  had  been  unable  to  get  employ- 
ment in  bis  partionlar  trade,  which  was 
that  of  a  manufacturer  of  coloured  glass; 
but  he  called  in  consequence  of  the  pub- 
Ushed  complaints  to  state  that  nothing 
oould  exceed  the  kindness  with  which 
he  was  treated  b;  the  authorities  and 
b;  British  residents. 

Ma.  J.  O'CONNOR:  How  is  it,  if 
there  is  nothing  to  be  complained  of, 
that  the  French  Government  have  in- 
terfered to  prevent  French  emigrants 
going  to  the  Republic  f 

Ub  BRADLAUQH:  Is  it  not  the 
fact  that  some  months  ago  Belgian 
emigrants  to  the  Republic  were  warned 
by  an  official  notice  in  Brussels  of  the 
evils  that  are  now  complained  of  7 

•Sm  J.  FERGUSSON :  I  am  aware 
that  a  notice  was  issued  by  the  Belgian 
Oovemment  that  they  had  appointed 
agents  in  Belgium  to  give  information 
to  intending  emigrants  to  the  Argentine 
Bepublic.  I  will  make  inqairy  in  re- 
eard  to  the  other  matters  which  have 
been  mentioned. 

THE  NAVAL  PAOGaAUUE. 

8iE  E.  J.  REED  (Cardiff)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
the  items  of  expenditure  referred  to  in 
the  side-heading  No.  4,  pages  A  and  5,  of 
the  Parliamentary  B«tuni,  "Naval 
Expenditure,"  No.  444,  1888,  viz., 
"  Armaments,  including  fittings,"  differ 
in  any  respects  tiom  the  items  of  e^ea- 
diture  referred  to  in  the  new  Naval 
Programme,  under  the  designation 
"Armaments,"  the  aggregate'  cost  of 
which  for  the  ships  of  the  Programme  is 
to  be  £5,350,000;  and,  if  so,  what 
items  were  excluded  in  one  case  and 
included  in  the  other  7 

Loao  O.  HAUILTON :  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member's  qnestioa,  Return 
No.  444  gave,  as  is  stated  in  the  note, 
only  the  expenditure  on  ships  which  was 
provided  out  of  Naval  Votes.  The 
armamentr  were  provided  for  in  the 
Army  Estimates  up  to  last  year.  Under 
the    heading    "Armaments"     in    the 


new  Naval  Programme,  all  the  Ordnance 
stores  are  now  included,  as  they  are 
provided  for  under  Vote  9,  Navy  Esti- 

SiB  E.  J.  REED  asked  the  First 
Ijord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  the 
battle  ships  of  the  first  class  proposed 
under  the  New  Programme  were,  in  so 
far  as  their  thick  side-armour  was  con- 
cerned, to  be  protected  to  the  height  of 
the  upper  dectc  in  wake  of  the  engines 
and  boilers,  like  the  N\h  and  Trafalgar, 
and  other  ships  of  the  Dreadnought  type, 
or  whether  their  thick  armour  at  that 
part  was  to  be  limited  to  a  water  line 
belt,  rising  no  higher  than  the  main 
deck,  as  was  the  case  in  the  vessels  of 
the  Ainiraliy^;  and,  if  so,  what  were 
the  respective  heights  above  water  to 
which  the  thick  armour  would  be  carried 
in  the  Nth  and  Trafalgar,  and  in  the 
proposed  ships  ? 

LoKC  a.  HAUILTON  :  The  facts  as 
to  the  disposition  of  the  armour  in  the 
new  designs  for  first-class  battle  shipa 
have  been  given  in  Parliamentary  Fa^ec 
0.  6,648,  pages  4  and  5,  also  in  Parlia- 
mentary Paper  0.  5,635,  paragraphs 
6-11,  page  5,  and  in  clause  3,  page  10. 
By  these  Papers  it  will  be  seen  that  the 
answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  questioD 
is  in  the  negative;  to  the  second  part 
that  the  height  of  the  thick-belt  armour 
is  to  be  Sft.  above  water,  with  an  addi- 
tional height  of  5-inch  armour,  making 
a  total  of  9ift.  above  water.  Ibe  answer 
to  the  third  part  of  the  question  is :  for 
the  Nil*  and  the  TVafalgw  about  10ft. 
aa  completed,  for  the  new  ships  about 
3ft. 

.  THE  CARDIFF  8A VINOS  BANE. 
Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Oreen, 
N.E.)  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  bis  attention  had  been 
called  to  a  notice  issued  by  the  official 
liquidator  of  the  Cardiff  Savings  Bank, 
requiring  the  irregular  depositors  "to 
come  in  and  prove  the  debt  claimed,  by 
filing  an  affidavit,"  and  to  attend  by 
solicitor  at  the  High  Court  of  Justice  in 
London  on  10th  April ;  whether  he  was 
aware  that  the  deposit  books,  which 
were  in  themselves  bond  fidt  evidence  of 
theolaimsof  depositors,  werein the  hands 
of  the  offioial  liquidator,  or  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  bank ;  and  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  these  de- 
positors were  poor  persons,  some  other 
mode  of  proof  of  claim  oouldbe  arranged, 
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be  deprired  of  their  lai 

Mb.  DAVID  THOMAS  Hiked  if  the 
right  hoD.  Qentleman  was  aware  of  the 
expense  and  trouble  the  depoBitors  in  the 
late  Cardiff  Trustee  Savings  Bank  were 
being  put  to  in  order  to  prove  their 
olaims;  and  whether  the  OommisBionsrs 
for  the  Reduction  of  the  National  Debt 
were  taking  any  steps  to  carry  out  the 
TBoommendation  of  Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley, 
the  Commiasioner  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  affaire  of  the  Cardiff  Trustee 
Savings  Bank,  as  given  on  page  63  of 
his  Keport ;  whether  he  oould  state  the 
amount  by  which,  according  to  the 
Commissioner,  the  CommiBsionere  for 
the  Beduction  of  the  National  Debt 
"  have  been  defrauded  \>y  tli«  trustees, 
Iwtb  by  the  lou  of  forfeitorea  resolting 
iiom  the  omiasion  to  enforos  ngned  de- 
oIsrationH,  and  b;  the  large  annul  inTest«d 
and  drawing  interest  in  eieeM  of  'the  mma  tha 
tnuteea  were  entitled  to  inreet,  and  to  whom 
yeu'ly  false  Btatements  have  been  retained  by 
the  tnutaea  and  managers  ; " 
and  whether,  seeing  that  these  yearly 
false  statements  were  returned  through 
carelessness,  and  placing  too  much  con- 
fidence in  their  actuary,  and  not  wil- 
Ailly,  he  was  prepared  to  advise  the 
National  Debt  Oommissioners  to  fon^o 
their  claim,  provided  that  the  trustees 
and  managers  pay  all  claims  of  deposi- 
tors in  full  ? 

♦ThbCHANCELLORoethi  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GosoHjOT,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  notice  in  question, 
but  I  must  once  more  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  I  have  no  right  and  no 

Eower  to  interfere  with  the  course  of  the 
quidatton  or  the  mode  of  proof  which 
the  Court  considers  necessary.  The  pro- 
cedure laid  down  by  the  Act  must  be 
followed,  and  the  direotioDS  of  the  Court 
in  carrying  out  that  Act  must  be  obeyed. 
The  liquidator  has  addressed  a  letter  to 
tha  irregular  depositors  pointing  out 
the  method  by  which  their  claim  might 
be  presented  to  the  Court  at  small  cost 
to  each  individual.  The  liquidator  is 
ready  to  ^ve  any  information  in  hia 
power  to  the  depositors,  and  it  would  be 
more  advantageous  to  the  depositors 
and  their  friends  to  apply  for  informa- 
tion to  him  than  to  the  Chanoellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  The  tact  that  some  of 
the  deposit  books  (there  are  others  which 
cannot  be  traced)  are  in  the  liquidator's 
hands  will  not  invalidate  the  ~~' 
JUr.Sowtil 


shoold  not  denoe  which  tboee  boo^  afford 
the  amount  of  the  deposits. 
The  recommendation  of  Mr.  Lyulph 
Stanley  was  that  a  Petition  shonld  be 
presented  to  the  National  Debt  Oom- 
missioners for  the  windinfir-up  of  the 
Bank  under  the  Companiea  Act.  This 
has  long  since  been  done.  I  cannot 
state  the  exact  amount  of  the  claims 
of  the  National  Debt  Oommissioners 
against  the  Bank,  but  I  am  inclined  to 
think  that  if  the  trustees  and  managers 
were  now,  without  further  delay,  to 
make  good  to  all  the  depositors  the  un- 
paid balance  of  their  deposits,  these 
claims  might  reasonably  be  waived. 

Ha.  HOWEXL:  I  have  no  complaint 
to  make  of  the  Treasury  aa  to  the  way 
in  which  they  have  taken  up  the  case  on 
behalf  of  the  poor  depositors ;  but  aa 
the  depositors'  books  are  in  the  hands 
of  the  accountant,  I  think  that  fact 
ought  to  be  regarded  as  bond  fidt  evi- 
dence of  their  claims. 
*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Neither  the  hon. 
Member  nor  myself,  I  am  afraid,  has 
sufficient  knowledgeof  the  law  to  enable 
us  to  say  whether  that  is  so  or  not.  I 
am  iaformed  it  is  neoeesary  that  further 

Sroof  should  be  given,  but  it  is  for  the 
onrt  to  decide.  If  we  can  exert  any 
infiuenoe  to  promote  the  interests  of  the 
himA  fide  depositors  we  shall  be  glad  to 
do  so. 


IRELAND— TREATMENT  OF  FEMALE 
PRISONERS. 
Me.  MAO  NEILL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land if  he  could  state  why  the  two  un- 
tried female  prisoners  from  Qweedore — 
Margaret  Cull  and  Annie  Doherty — who 
were  on  Friday  week — notwithstanding 
the  remoustrance  of  the  Rev.  J.  Doherty, 
the  Prison  Chaplain — deprived  by  the 
Governor  of  Derry  Gaol  of  warm  sloth- 
ing provided  for  them  for  the  journey 
between  Derry  and  Letterkenny,  were 
again  deprived  last  Saturday  of  dresses 
and  hats  provided  for  them  by  friends ; 
whether,  in  spite  of  the  promise  of  the 
Solicitor  General,  the  Governor,  while 
allowing  them  shawls,  refused  to  permit 
them  to  wear  the  hats  and  warm  dresses 
so  provided  for  them;  and  whether  th^ 
were  obliged  to  go  from  Derry  to  LettM- 
kenny  bareheaded  and  badly  clothed  in 
inclement  weather,  though  sufflcient 
clothing  was  sent  into  the  prison  fol 
their  useF 
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Hs.  A.  J.  BALFODK  :  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  two  piuoDen  men- 
tioned were,  on  the  ooouion  in  question, 
ampl;  provided  with  warm  clothing  and 
wann  shawls  over  their  heads—the 
usual  head  dress  of  the  peasant  women 
in  Oweedore.  The  Qovemor  withheld 
the  olothing  referred  to,  as,  while  not 
required  for  warmth,  it  was,  in  hia 
opinion,  oaloulated  to  interfere  with  the 
{oisoners'  identificatioQ.  As  I  have  al- 
ready explained,  the  prisoners  travelled 
neither  bare-headed  nor  badly  clothed, 
and  it  appears  tbey  were  conveyed  in  a 
oovered  vehicle  to  the  railway  station  at 
X)erry,  and  then  by  train  to  Letter- 
Icenny,  retaming  in  the  same  way.  It 
is  possible  that  itte  Govemor  may  have 
made  an  error  of  judgment,  but  it  ie 
perfectly  clear  that  every  oonsideration 
«f  humanity  was  attended  to,  and  ample 
provision  waa  made  for  the  comfort  of 
the  prieonets. 

Ma.  HAO  NEILL :  Is  it  the  fact  that 
the  Qovemor  did  refuse  to  allow  these 
poor  women  to  wear  the  warm  clothing 
with  which  their  friends  supplied  them 
with  ?  I  should  also  like  to  now  under 
what  oiroumatances  the  Qovemor  faas 
power  to  interfere  with  untried  prisoners 
tn  any  way  whatever  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BAIjFOTJB:  I  have 
Already  answered  the  first  part  of  the 
question.  As  to  the  legal  part  of  the 
question,  I  cannot  answer  it  without 
notice. 

Mk.  O'HANLON  :  It  is  not  the  fact 
that  the  wearing  of  shawls  over  their 
heads  is  the  usual  head-dress  of  the 
peasant  women  of  Qweedore. 

FOOT-AND-MOUTH  DISEASE. 
Mk.  JEFFBBYS:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  Vice  Ohamberlain  whe- 
ther 140  sheep  infected  with  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  have  been  landed  at 
West  Hartlepool  from  Germany  ;  whe- 
ther sheep  or  cattle  infected  with  this 
disease  have  been  landed  at  any  other 
ports  of  the  United  Kingdom;  what 
precautions  towards  preventing  the 
spread  of  this  disease  in  the  United 
Kingdom  have  been  taken  ;  and  whether 
the  ships  which  conveyed  these  diseased 
unimalii  have  been  thoroughly  disin- 
fected? 
•Thi  vice  chamberlain  (Vis- 
«onnt  Lbwisham,  Lewisham) :  It  is  tme 
that  H7  sheep  were  landed  at  the 
Fcoeign  Animals  Wharf  at  Hartlepool 


on  the  Slstinst.,  from  Hamburg,  among 
which  the  Inspeistor  of  the  Privy  OonnoQ 
at  that  port  detected  20  oases  of  foot- 
and-mouth  disease.  The  same  disease 
has  been  discovered  among  sheep  from 
Qermaoy  landed  at  the  foreign  animals 
wharves  in  Qrimaby,  Hull,  and  London. 
As  soon  as  the  disease  was  detected  the 
whole  of  the  cargoes  were  ordered  tn  be 
slaughtered  forthwith,  and  the  rules  set 
forth  in  the  sixth  ecbednte  to  the  Ani- 
mals Order  of  1886,  which  apply  when 
foot-and-mouth  disease  is  detected 
among  animals  in  a  foreign  animals 
wharf,  have  been  strictly  enforced.  The 
vessels  which  brought  these  diseased 
sheep  to  Hartlepool  and  G-rimsby  have 
beenthoronghlycleaneod  and  disinfected 
under  the  supervision  of  Inspectors  of 
the  Privy  Council.  It  is  not  known  to 
what  extent  tiie  vessels  which  brought 
the  diseased  sheep  to  London  have  been 
cleansed  and  disinfeoted,  but  it  may  be 
observed  that  Germany  having  been 
added  to  the  list  of  prohibited  countries 
by  the  Order  of  Council  passed  on  the 
23rd  inet.,  vessels  which  have  been  en- 
gaged in  carrying  animals  from  that 
country  cannot  be  again  used  for  carry- 
ing animals  from  any  country  to  Qreat 
Bntain  for  a  period  of  28  days. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  :  I  wish  to  ask  another  qnestioa 
which  arises  out  of  the  one  just  put  to 
the  noble  Lord.  I  will  ask  him  under 
what  circumstances  foar  cargoes  of 
sheep  suffering  from  foot-and-mouth 
disease  have  been  allowed  to  land  at 
Hartlepool,  Hull,  Grimsby,  and  Dept- 
ford,  from  Germany;  and  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the  disease 
must  be  prevalent  in  Germany,  and  the 
risk  of  its  extending  to  the  Kingdom  of 
the  Netherlands,  the  Government  will 
consider  the  propriety  of  cancelling  the 
Order  of  March  lBt,I889? 
*Visoouirp LEWISHAM:  Theoargoes 
of  sheep  referred  to  were  landed  at  the 
foreign  animals  wharves  in  the  ports 
mentioned  under  the  conditions  set  forth 
in  the  Animals  Order  of  1886.  Until 
these  animals  arrived  the  Privy  Council 
was  not  aware  that  foot  -  and  -  mouth 
disease  prevailed  in  Germany,  and  the 
Netherlands  Government  have  satisfied 
the  Privy  Oonncil  that  their  country  is 
free  from  disease,  and  that  every  reason- 
able precaution  has  been  taken  to  pre- 
vent the  introduction  of  disease  into 
their  country  by  the  absolute  probibi- 


■j„L, 


oogl|; 


1039      ITttt  AfrtM—Opobe 


tion  of  the  importation  into  or  traniit 
through  the  Netherlands  of  all  animals 
from  ever;  oountr;  on  the  Contiaent  of 
Europe.  Under  these  ciroumatanoeB 
the  Privy  Council,  after  full  oousidera- 
tion,  came  to  the  ooncluBion  that  thej 
had  no  option,  under  the  terms  of  the 
fourth  part  of  the  fifth  schedule  to  the 
Act  of  IB7S,  but  to  admit  the  claim  of 
the  Netherlands  OoTsrnment  to  have 
their  animals  eiempted  &om  slaughter 
at  the  point  of  Undine. 

Ma.  CHAPLIN;  Can  the  noble  Lord 
give  the  House  anv  guarantee  that  the 
information  of  the  Govemmeat  in  regard 
to  the  condition  of  affairs  in  the  Nether- 
lands in  that  matter  is  likely  to  be  more 
accurate  than  their  information  in  re- 
gard to  Germany? 

Mk.  J.  LOWTHER :  Will  the  noble 
Lord  say  what  steps  Her  Majesty's 
Government  propose  to  take  to  assure 
themselves  that  the  disease  does  not 
prevail  in  the  Netherlands? 
♦ViBoonirr  LEWI9HAM :  We  have 
the  fullest  information  from  the  Nether- 
lands, and  we  are  assured  that  they 
have  eliminated  the  disease  at  a  oon- 
siderable  oost,  and  there  is  little  doubt 
that  this  has  been  the  case  for  a  long 
time. 

Ma.  CHAPLTN :  May  I  ask  on  what 
information  the  Government  have  baaed 
their  action  ? 

•VisoouMT  LEWI9HAM:  Since  1877 
German  sheep  have  been  admitted  for 
slaughter,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  better  give  notice  of  any  further 
question  he  wishes  to  put.  The  Privy 
Oounoil  have  no  desire  whatever  to 
conceal  anything. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  will  put  a  further 

auestion  on  the  subject  on  Monday  to 
je  noble  Lord. 

8raW.BARTTELOT(9uaBex,N.W.); 

"""    ^      *"  ^he  noble  Lord  whether  he 

the    Government    of    the 

have   prevented    German 

going    into    the    Netber- 

LEWI8HAM  :    Yes  ;    I 
ftd  already  answered   that 

^L  TELEGRAPH  CABLES, 
{QE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
eg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
I  can  now  inform  the  House 
>  terms  on  which  the  tele- 

to  the  Continent  are  taken 

Lfteithain 
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over;  and  whether  the  valuation  is  based 
on  the  actual  present  value  of  the  plant  F 
•Me.  JACKSON :  I  am  desired  by 
the  Postmaster  General  to  say  that  the 
actual  price  to  be  paid  for  submarine 
telegraph  cables  is  still  under  discussion, 
and,  consequently,  I  am  not  able  to 
furnish  the  information  asked  for  by 
the  hon.  Baronet. 


RAILWAT  aATES. 

Ma.  CAINE  (Barrow-in-Fumeaa) :  I 
desire  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Tradfr 
whether  it  is  intended  under  the  Bail*- 
way  and  Canal  Traffic  Act,  1888,thataU 
or  any  existing  maximum  railway  mile- 
age rates,  which  have  been  authorised! 
by  Parliament,  may  be  abrogated,  and 
higher  rates  substituted  for  mem  ;  and 
whether  special  terminal  charges  may  be 
created  in  cases  where  no  such  ohargea 
have  been  definitely  authorized  by  Par- 
liament nor  have  been  levied  as  termi- 
nals by  railway  companies  ? 

*8m  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH  z 
The  rates  and  charges  settled  under 
Section  24  of  the  Act  of  last  year  willr 
when  confirmed  by  Parliament,  be  the 
rates  and  charges  which  the  railway 
company  ia  each  case  will  be  entitled 
to  make.  The  section  provides  that  the- 
schedules  to  be  submitted  shall  stat* 
the  nature  and  amounts  of  all  terminid 
charges  proposed  to  be  authorised.  It 
is  clearly  the  intention  that  terminal 
charges  shall  be  authorized,  but  what 
these  are  to  be,  and  what  the  maximum, 
rates  are  to  be,  is  a  matter  for  diaoussion 
and  for  the  decision  of  Parliament. 

WEST  AFEIOA— OPOBO  AND  AUENNI 
CItEEK. 

Mr.  HOWOBTH  (Salford) :  I  begto 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  report  is 
well  founded  that  trade  has  been  stopped 
at  the  port  of  Opobo  in  West  Africa,  the 
country  blockaded  and  fined  SOO  pun- 
cheons of  oil  and  £1.000,  together  with, 
canoes  and  guns ;  and  whether  the 
Agenni  Creek  has  been  shut  against  the 
natives  for  three  months,  and  British 
intercourse  with  them  prevented ;  if  so, 
whether  these  proceedings  have  beea 
carried  out  with  the  sanction  and  appro- 
val  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  t 

•Sib  J.  FEKGU880N :  Owing  to  the 
repreeentations  of  Her  Majesty's  ConauL 
that  impediments  to  navigation  had  beeib 
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placed  in  the  river  leading  to  Opobo, 
which  it  waa  impoeeible  to  get  removed 
by  peaoeful  means,  and  that  certain 
chiefs  were  interfering  with  the  freedom 
of  trade,  iaBtruotiona  were  sent  to  Her 
Hajesty's  CommiBaioner  to  the  Weat 
Gout  of  Africa  and  the  Admiral  Oom- 
manding  in  Chief  to  inquire  into  the 
state  of  affairs.  The;  reported  in  favour 
of  forcing  the  chief  ?  of  Opobo  to  remove 
the  obstracdoQ,  to  pity  penalties,  hand 
over  their  war  oanoes,  and  aeonrity  for 
good  behaviour  to  the  amount  of  £1,000, 
to  be  enforced  by  blockade  if  neceesarj. 
The  sngseation  was  approved,  and  the 
reenlt  of  the  blockade  haa  been  ao  far 
oncoesaful  that  the  Consul  telegraphed 
on  the  31st  lost,  that  there  were  hopes 
of  raiung  it  on  the  S3rd  inst.  We  are 
waiting  f\irther  details.  We  have  not 
heard  specially  of  the  dosing  of  Agenni 
{or  Ogoni)  Oreek. 

THE  ABEEST  OP  PATHBR  FARRELLY. 
Me.  WILLIAM  OOBBET  {East 
Wicklow)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lientenatnt  of  Ireland  if 
it  is  true  that  the  Constabulary  broke 
into  the  house  of  the  Bev.  Father  Far- 
lellv  at  Arklow,  early  on  the  morntng 
of  the  26th  instant,  to  effect  his  arrest ; 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the  reverend 

Sentleman  haa  been  performing  hie 
aties  openly  day  by  day  since  the 
warrant  waa  iasued  sevdral  weeks  ago; 
and,  what  waa  the  object  in  postponing 
the  szeoution  of  the  warrant  for  such  a 
length  of  lime  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  have  re- 
ceived some  information  on  the  subject, 
bnt  not  enough  to  enable  me  to  answer 
the  whole  of  this  question.  I  should  be 
glad,  therefore,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  postpone  it  till  to-morrow. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  Has 
the  right  hoQ.  Qeatleman  received  in- 
formation with  reference  to  the  question 
that  was  asked  on  this  subject  yester- 
day, when  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  promised  to  inquire  as  to 
whether  the  reverend  gentleman  wrote 
to  tbe  County  Inapector  to  inform  him 
that  he  was  ready  to  be  arrested,  and, 
if  so,  how  it  happened  that  the  warrant 
remained  unexecuted  for  five  weeks  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  If  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  will  put  his  quesiion 
OD  tbe  paper,  it  will  be  answered  along 
with  the  question  put  by  the  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  East  Wicklow. 


THE  NEW  EDUCATION  CODE. 

Mb.  J.  Q.  TALBOT :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  right  hoQ.  Oestleman  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  whether  the  Department 
are  about  to  issue  new  instructions  to 
Her  Majesty's  Inspectors  for  the  pur- 
pose of  oarrying  out  tbe  provisions  of  the 
new  Code ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
lay  tbem  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
with  the  least  possible  del^  ? 

Sib  W.  HAET  DYKE :  My  hon. 
Friend  will  see  that,  as  two  months  have 
been  accorded  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Code,  and  aa  its  principles  and 
details  will  have  to  be  discussed  and 
decided  upon  by  Parliament,  it  would  be 
premature  to  frame  instructions  to  in- 
spectors at  this  date. 

ViBOODTTT  CEANBOBNE  (Darwen)  : 
Hay  I  ask  whether  it  is  su^eated  that 
the  Honae  ahould  disousa  the  Code  with- 
out having  in  its  hands  the  inatruotiona 
by  which  it  ia  to  be  carried  out  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that,  when 
former  Codes  were  discussed,  the  in- 
atmctiona  to  the  inspectors  were  laid  od 
the  Table  7 

Sib  W.  hart  DYKE :  I  am  in- 
formed that  in  no  case  have  the  inatruo- 
tiona  been  laid  on  the  Table  till 
subsequently  to  the  passing  of  the  Code. 
If  a  question  is  put  at  a  later  stage  as  to 
any  particular  point  in  the  Code  I  will 
give  an  answer. 

INDIA— THE  CANTONMENT  ACT. 

Mb.  JAMES  8TUAET  (Hoxton, 
Shorediteh) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  whether 
the  new  Cantonment  Act  has  become 
law  in  India ;  and,  if  ,so,  ^hether  rega- 
lations  have  yet  been  drawn  np  under 
Clause  Stt  of  that  Act,  or,  if  not,  what 
are  the  regulations,  if  an^,  at  present 
in  force  in  aantonmrate  wi^  respect  to 
prostitution  ? 

*Sm  J.  GOEST  (Chatham) :  The  BiU 
has  not  yet  passed  into  law,  and  no 
regulations  are  at  present  in  force. 

ARMV  CONTRACTS. 
Mb.  JAMES  ROWLANDS  (Eaat 
Finsbury) :  I  wish  to  aak  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  he  is  aware, 
as  atated  in  the  Star  of  the  26th  instant, 
that  tbe  firm  of  Alexander  Boaa  and  Co., 
of    Grange    Mills,     Bermondeey,    who 
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were  strack  off  the  list  of  oontractors  in 
Usroh,  1888,  have  been  supplying  and 
mamifactiuing  GoTemment  orders  for 
■Colonel  Wallaoe,  of  139  and  140,  Qreat 
DoTsr  Bosd,  S.K. ;  and  whether  he 
will  cause  an  inquiry  to  be  made  at  once 
into  auch  an  irregularity? 

Mb.  STANHOPE:  I  have  given  the 
-strictest  order  that  the  firm  of  Ueasrs. 
Eosa  ia  not  to  be  employed  by  Oolonel 
Wallace  or  any  other  Qoremment  con- 
tractor. As  Oolonel  Wallace  is  not  a 
loather  manufacturer,  he  has  to  buy 
his  leather  from  the  trade.  But  some 
time  ago, finding  that  he  was  purchasing 
buff  leather  cut  oat  by  Messrs.  Bosa, 
I  made  it  a  lin*  qu4  no»  that  att  the 
work  connected  with  the  order— includ- 
ing casting  out— muat  be  exaouted  in 
Cuonel  Wallace's  faotory,  although  this 
lias  involved  some  increase  of  coat  on 
ihe  contract. 

THE   BDGAB  BODNTY    CONVENTION. 

Mb.  N0RHI8  (Tower  Hamlets) :  I 
beg  to  aak  ths  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
enryif.inviewof  the  great  and  important 
trade  interests  involved,  he  can  state 
-when  the  BiU  relating  to  the  Sugar 
Bounty  Convention  will  be  introduced  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  hope  it  wiU 
"be  in  my  power  to  introduce  a  Bill  be- 
fore Eaater. 

FOBEIGN  DEPAHTMEHTS  OF  AGKI- 

CULTURE. 
Mb.  lane  (County  Cork) :  I  beg  t» 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  he  can  now  lay  upon  the  Table 
the  information  in  possession  of  the 
Government  in  reference  to  the  nature 
and  cost  of  the  work  done  by  the  De- 
partments of  Agriculture  in  other 
oonntries,  in  accordance  with  his  promise 
"  ivember  last? 

.  H.  SMITH ;  The  latest  in- 
in  the  possession  of  the 
int  in  regard  to  foreign  Agri- 
>epartmentB  is  dated  1884,  and 
ly  been  laid  before  the  House  ; 
have  been  taken  to  collect 
formation,  which  I  hope  to  be 
J  on  the  Table  by  Whttsun- 


M0NOP0LIE8. 
:;AMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy)  :    I 
re  notice  that,  if  the  Rules  of 
e  permit,  I  will  call  attention 
'amti  Soielanit 


to  this  very   important  subject  on  the 
Third  Beading  of  the  Appropriation  BilL 

NAVAL  VOLUNTEERS. 

Sib  Q.  CAMPBELL:  I  beg  to 
ask  whether,  in  view  of  the  deolaration 
of  the  representative  of  the  Board  of 
Admiral^,  that  no  share  of  the  duties 
connected  with  the  local  defence  of  oar 
coasts,  either  by  batteries  or  submarine 
mines,  could  be  allocated  to  the  Naval 
Volunteers,  because  these  defences  are 
under  the  War  Department,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  consider 
whether  some  arrangement  can  be 
made  for  placing  all  the  forces  intended 
for  local  coast  defence  under  one 
authority,  so  that  they  may  work  to- 
gether for  tbe  protection  of  the  country  ? 

Lord  QEOHGE  HAMILTON:  U 
the  bon.  Member  will  refer  to  tbe  state- 
ment! made  on  the  introduction  of  the 
Navy  Ezpenaea  Bill,  I  think  he  will 
find  the  answer  to  the  question. 

THE  NAVAL  PROGRAMME. 

Sir  J.  PEASE  (Barnard  Casfle): 
Will  the  noble  Lord  atate  when  he  pro- 
poses to  go  forward  with  the  Bill  on  the 
Naval  Beaolution  ? 

Lord  O.  HAMILTON :  Monday. 

PLOUGINQ  IN  PORTLAND  PRISON. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire] : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  it  ia  the 
case  that  in  Foitland  Prison  flogging 
ia  Bometimes  carried  on  in  a  room  where 
none  are  allowed  to  enter  except  the 
priaoner  and  the  whipper;  and  whether 
it  is  the  case  that  prisoners  sometimea 
receive  more  than  iha  number  of  lashes 
that  have  been  awarded  to  them  P 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  answer  to 
both  paragraphs  ia  in  the  negatiTe. 
Corporal  punishment  at  Portland  Frieon 
is  carried  out  in  a  oorridor  away  from 
the  oella,  and  in  the  preeence  of  the 
governor,  medical  officer,  and  six 
discipline  officers,  besides  the  two 
officers  who  inflict  the  punishment. 
The  number  of  lashes  or  strokes  ordered 
has,  1  am  informed  by  the  Director  of 
Convict  Prisons,  never  been  exceeded. 

SCOTCH  UNIVERSITIES  BILL. 
Mr.    ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen):  Do 
the  Government  expect  to  take  the  Sootoh 
ITniversities  Bill-before  Easter? 
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Ms.  J.  F.  fi.  BOBERTSON ;  It  is  poa- 
aible  ve  may  be  able  to  take  the  Seooud 
'Beadingbefore  Easter. 

THE  EDUCATION  DEPAHTMENT  AND 
POOR  LAW  SCHOOLS. 
Ub.  JAMES  STUABT  (Shoreditch) : 
I  beg  to  sek  the  PreBident  of  the  Iiocal 
OoTsmmeDt  Board  whether,  in  reply  to 
«it  application  made  to  the  Local  60- 
Temment  Board  by  the  OuardiaDfl  of 
the  Poor  of  the  parish  of  St.  Leonard's, 
Sboreditch,  that  the  education  given  in 
their  schools  about  to  be  established 
under  the  Poor  Law  should  be  placed 
nnder  the  Education  Department,  the 
IxHial  Oovemment  Board  informed  the 
Guardians,  on  11th  July.  18h7,  that  the 

iuestioD  whether  the  assimilation  of  the 
ocal  Oovernment  Board's  system  and 
the  Education  Department  sjstem  would 
be  desirable  would  probably  be  con- 
sidered by  the  B«yal  OommissioD  on 
Education  then  sitting;  and  whether, 
seeing  that  the  Beport  of  the  Buyal 
Commission  (Final  Beport,  part  iv., 
chapter  4,  page  162)  is  favourable  to 
the  inspection  of  workhouse  eohoole 
being  transferred  to  the  Education  De- 
partment, Her  Majesty's  QovernmenC 
contemplate  taking  any  steps  towards 
«arrying  out  this  transference? 

Mb.  C.  T.  EITOHIE  :  The  scheme  of 
the  ShoreditchQuardiaua  was  understood 
by  the  Local  Government  Board  to  be 
that  the  Guardians  should  provide  a 
school  which  might  be  regarded  as  a 
Public  Elementary  School,  and  be  sub- 
ject to  all  the  conditions  prescribed  by 
the  Oode  of  the  Education  Department, 
and  that  a  grant  should  be  made  in 
respect  of  the  school  in  like  manner  ae 
Ib  the  case  of  Voluntary  Schools  and 
•choola  provided  by  School  Boards.  The 
Boyal  Ooinmission  on  the  Education 
Acts  have  not  made  any  such  recom- 
mendation. It  is  true  that  the  case  of 
"workhouse  childmn  was,  as  the  Oommis- 
sioners  ettite  incidentally,  brought  under 
their  attention,  and  that  their  Beport  is 
favourable  to  the  inspection  of  work- 
house schools  by  Inspectors  of  the 
Education  Department  instead  of  In- 
«pectors    specially    appointed     for     the 

furpose  by  the  Local  Government  Board, 
may,  however,  observe  that  no  witness 
was  called  before  the  Commiasion  to  state 
the  views  of  the  Local  Qovernment  Board 
on  this  question,  and  they  do  not  appear 
to  have  had  brought  before  them    the 


fact  that  the  arrangement 
suggest  had  been  prenousl; 
that  it  was  discontinued  in 
of  difficulties  which  arose  i 
with  it,  and,  further,  that  1 
of  this  House  had  inquired 
the  subject,  and  reported  tl 
no  reason  for  altering  the 
sponsibility  for  workhouse 
cannot  promise  that  steps  w 
for  the  transfer  of  inspect! 
schools  as  suggested. 

Mb.  STUABT  :  I  shall  c 
to  this  matter  on  the  Estima 


JOINT  STOCK  COMPA 

Copy  ordered, 

"Of  Returns  of  the  Nsmet 
Biuineu,  Places  vhtre  Baiiiien 
ducted,  date  of  RegislratiDD,  nu 
Boni  who  signed  the  Memorandu 
tion,  total  nainbeiof  Shares  taki 
Babicribere,  nominal  Capital, 
ShareB  into  which  it  ii  mvide 
Shaies  taken  up,  amomit  of  CalU 
Share,  and  the  total  amount  of  ' 
of  all  Joint  Stock  Companies  (01 
let  day  of  January  ISS6  to  the 
December  1388,  inclusiTe,  dislini 
ther  the  Companies  aie  Limited 
and  alio  the  number  of  Shareh 
of  the  said  Companies  at  the  d 
Return,  and  whether  still  in  oper 


present  time."— (Sir  Mithail  Hie 
Oopy  presented    aooordin 
upon  the  Table,   and    to  1 
[No.    93.] 

NEW  MEMBER  SW( 

William  Mather,  esquire 

Bast  Lancashire  (Gorton  Di 


WALTHAM  ABBBY  O 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Brodriok,  B 
onaQthorimd  persons  from  cei 
be  used  for  the  purposes  of  th( 
powder  Factory  at  Waltham  A 
parish  of  Waltham  Holv  Cnias,  ii 
of  Essex  ;  to  regulate  the  use  of  ■ 
path  thereon;  and  for  otherpur| 
U)  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Erod 
Secretary  Sbuihope. 

U  presented,  and  read  first  tii 
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euioration  ahd  uuiioratiob 
(foksionebs.) 

Orderod,  That  the  CommiUee  on  Emigrstion 
Mid  Immiffration  (Fomgnen)  do  conaiaC  of 
NineteoD  Memben. 

The  CommittM  wtti  accordingly  oomiiutad 
of,  Ur.  Bartley,  Mr.  BradUagb,  Sir  John 
Colomb,  Mr.  Cr^er,  Baron  de  ItotluiJiild,  Ur. 
Munro  Fargmon.  Dr.  Foi,  Sir  Ughtrod  Kay- 
Bhattlewortb,  Mr.  Eenrick,  Mr.  Itomuel  Hoore, 
Hr.  Howorth,  Mr.  Howard  Yincont.  Mr.  Jiong, 
Mr.  Williara  Lowther,  Sir  William  Marriott, 
Mr.  Montagu,  Mr.  Samuel  Smith,  Mr.  John 
Talbot,  and  Dr.  Tanner. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
■end  for  persoiu,  papen,  and  rvcords. 

Ordered,  That  Fire  be  the  quorum.— (Jfr. 

ORDERS    OF   TME    DAT. 


CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  2)  BILL. 

On  the  Uotion  that  this  Bill  be  read  a 
third  time, 

8ik  GEOEQE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy) :  1  do  not  profess  to  interpret  the 
Bale  with  regard  to  the  Third  Beading 
of  this  Hill,  and  I  will  defer,  Sir.  to  your 
jadgment  on  the  matter,  but  I  wish  to 
call  attention  to  the  Bubject  of  trade 
tniets  and  syndicates,  and,  whether  the 
Bules  of  the  House  permit  me  to  bring 
forward  this  question  or  not,  there  is  a 
popular  belief  that  on  any  measure 
which  is  practically  an  Appropriation 
Bill  hon.  Members  have  a  right  to  bring 
forward  popular  grieTances. 

Mb.  SPEAK^:  I  am  sorry  to  be 
obliged  to  interrupt  the  hon.  Member, 
but  he  is  not  in  order  in  calling  atten- 
tion to  this  subject  on  the  Third  Beading 
of  this  BUI. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

enPPLT— REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 

SoFPLT— considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(I.)  £1,785,516,  Post  Office  Tele- 
graphs. 

Sib  Q.  OAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy) :  I 
hope  the  Postmaster  Qeneral  will  be 
able  to  give  the  Committee  some  ex- 
planation with  regard  to  the  expense 
that  will  be  incurred  in  taking  over  the 
Submarine  Electric  Telegraph  Com- 
pany's system.     The  charge  of  £60,000 
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to  be  made  for  taking  over  this  system 
seems  to  me  to  be  very  large,  and  I 
understand  that  between  £30,000  and 
£4U,00U  is  to  be  paid  in  salaries.  I 
have  no  objection  to  the  taking  over  of 
this  system ;  on  the  contrary,  I  think  it 
should  be  taken  over  by  the  Govern- 
ment,  but  at  the  same  time  I  trust  therfr 
will  be  a  considerable  saving  through 
the  proposed  amalgamation,  and  that  we- 
are  not  taking  over  with  the  liability 
to  pensioning  them,  the  old  and 
middle-aged  servants  of  the  company. 
There  is  a  large  addition  to  the  salaij 
of  the  office  of  General  Secretary  under- 
the  Postmaster  General.  Will  he  tell 
us  whether  the  whole  establishment  of 
the  Telegraph  Company  has  been  taken 
over ;  and  whether  it  will  be  subject  to- 
future  reductions  ? 

Mr.  PIOKEBSOILL:  I  am  rather 
surprised  that  the  Vote  should  be  al- 
lowed to  paaa  with  so  little  disoussion,. 
for,  although  this  is  called  a  revenue- 
earning  Department,  it  is  a  complete 
misnomer.  It  may  not,  perhaps,  be- 
known  to  every  Member  of  this  Commit- 
tee that  the  Telegraph  Service  ia  carried! 
on  at  an  annual  loss  of  at  least  £350,000. 
Now  that  loss  is,  no  doubt,  very 
largely  due  to  the  improvident  arrange- 
ment which  was  originally  made  be- 
tween the  State  and  the  Company.  The- 
Post  Office  has  acquired  a  great  reputa- 
tion for  business  capacity — a  reputation- 
which  I  think,  upon  the  whole,  it 
thoroughly  deserves.  But  it  ia  all  th» 
more  important  on  that  account  that  I 
should  call  attention  to  one  or  two  ex> 
ceptional  cases.  Now,  I  want  to  invite 
the  attention  of  the  Postmaster  General 
to  one  particular  part  of  the  bar- 
gain by  which  we  undertake  to- 
co nvey,  free  of  charge,  all  service 
messages  over  the  lines  which  w& 
originally  took  over.  It  appears  that 
since  these  lines  were  taken  over  the 
first  complete  year  was  1871.  The 
number  of  messages  since  then  has  in- 
creased to  ten  times  what  it  was.  And, 
if  hon.  Members  refer  to  the  Beport  of 
the  Bevenue  Estimates  Committee  last 
year,  they  will  find  that  the  Post  Office 
officials  complain  very  seriously  that 
the  railway  companies  are  making  an 
unfair  use  of  this  statutory  right— that^ 
in  fact,  they  are  using  the  telegraph  for 
purposes  in  which  communication  by 
writing  should  be  the  only  medium. 
The  annual  loss  upon  this  part  of  the 
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ttargain  is  abont  £S0,000.  I  suggest  to 
the  right  boa.  Qeatleman  that  he  should 
take  very  serious  steps  to  come  to  some 
arrangement  with  the  railway  com- 
psDiea  by  which  this  privilege  may  be 
commoted  for  a  lump  buoi,  or  by  an 
annuBl  paymeut  if  it  is  preferred. 
Then,  Sir,  I  notice  another  remarkable 
fltatement  t'>  which  I  venture  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  rif^ht  hon.  Qentleman — 
namely,  that  there  is  an  annual  loss  of 
£200,000  on  the  conveyance  of  Frees 
messages.  Sir,  I  am  anzions  that  this 
subject  should  be  dieoussed.  I  do  not 
pretend  to  say  whether  this  annual  loss 
IS  justifiable  or  not,  but  I  certainly  thtak 
that  the  principle  ought  to  be  raised, 
and  ought  to  receive  some  consideration 
And  some  discussion  in  this  House.     Are 


a  justified  in  putting  upou  the  publi 
Annually  a  burden  of  £2U0,000  for  the 
HSOUTeyance  of  Press    messages?      No 

doubt  the  dissemination 

•Mb.  HENNIKEE  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) :  I  rise.  Sir,  to  a  point  of  order. 
1  wish  tii  ask  if  this  arises  upon  the 
Tote  now  under  discuasion  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN:  Order,  order!  I 
think  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
are  in  order. 

Mb.  PICEEBSQILL  :  I  was  raising 
the  point,  when  I  was  interrupted,  as 
to  whether  we  were  justified  in  laying 
this  burden  of  £200,000  on  the  people  ? 
No  doubt  it  is  extremely  desirable  that 
Press  messages  should  be  disseminated 
throughout  the  country ;  but  I  think,  if 
this  Uommittee  were  to  refuse  to  grant 
the  money  necessary  to  defray  the  lose 
which  is  now  incurred,  it  would  give  an 
opportunity  of  raising  a  discussion  on 
the  principle.  The  question  is  whether 
we  are  not  now  patting  this  £200,000 
into  the  pockets  of  the  newspaper  pro- 
prietors of  the  country.  Now,  no  doubt, 
newspaper  proprietors  are  a  very  de- 
aerring  portion  of  the  community ;  they 
discharge  an  important  function  in  this 
country ;  but,  attsr  all,  they  are  only 
one  dass  of  capitalists,  and  it  is  a  quee- 
tion  well  worthy  consideration  whether 
we  are  justified  in  carrying  on  a  service 
at  a  public  loss  for  the  benefit  of  one 
class  of  capitalists,  when  you  are  not 
willing  to  do  the  same  for  every  other 
«lass.  No  doubt,  the  ri^t  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  will  tell  us  that  the  rates  for 
Press  messages  are  fixed  by  Aot  of  Par- 
liament. But  an  Aot  of  Parliament  is 
Dot  irrevocable,  and  should  this  House 
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consider  the  present  arrangement  to  be 
inequitable,  it  is  open  to  the  Postmaster 
General  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  revise 
these  rates.  Now,  Sir,  there  is  one 
other  point  which  I  should  like  to  men- 
tion.  I  have  here  a  Report  of  the  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  General 

•Me.  HENNIKEE  HEATON :  I  must 
again  rise  to  order.  Sir.  Last  year, 
your  predecessor  ruled  that  the  bon. 
Member  for  Derby  was  out  of  order  in 
raising  a  similar  discussion.  We  are 
now  asked  to  vote  the  salaries,  wages, 
and  allowances  for  the  Post  Office.  That 
is  a  separate  item  from  the  Telegraphs, 
and  I  am  anxious,  before  the  Telegraphs 
are  reached,  to  discuss  another  point 
which  I  think  much  more  immrtant. 

ThbOHAIEMAN:  Order,  order!  I 
cannot  rule  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bethnal  Green  is  out  of  Order. 

Mh.  PIOKEBSGILL:  The  [voint  I 
wish  to  refer  to  is,  that  in  the  periodical 
stock-taking  nothing  is  done  to  verify 
the  stores.  We  know  that  in  connection 
with  the  Naval  Service  very  serions 
loss  was  sustained  owing  to  the 
regulations  in  this  connection  not 
having  been  observed,  and  I  do  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
take  steps  to  see  that  the  regatations 
regarding  it  in  his  Department  an 
enforced. 

Mb.  OOOHEANE-BAILLIE  (8t. 
Pancras,  N.) :  I  heartily  concur  in  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  with 
regard  to  the  loss  of  £200,000  a-year  on 
Press  messages.  I  think  the  contract 
can  be  broken  by  the  Postmaster  Oene- 
ral,  because  the  Statute  provides  that 
it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Postmaster 
General  to  make  contracts  from  time  to 
time  with  newspaper  publishers  and 
proprietors;  and,  therefore,  it  is  per- 
fectly in  the  province  of  the  Postmaster 
General  to  Issue  a  fresh  scale  of  chargee. 
I  believe  newspaper  proprietors,  who 
enjoy  la^e  incomes  from  their  papers, 
are  able  to  pay  a  far  larger  sum  than 
they  now  do  for  telMfraphing. 

•Mb.  JOHN  B.  BLLIB  (Nottingham, 
Bushcliffe) :  I  think  the  Committee  is 
mnch  indebted  to  the  two  Metropolitan 
Members  who  have  initiated  the  discus- 
sion. Among  the  very  great  variety  of 
subjects  which  oome  before  the  House,  I 
am  not  sure  whether  the  extreme  im- 
portance of  this  partiaalar  ^neetion  has 
not  escaped  attention.  As  is  stated  in 
the  Beport  of  the    Select  Committee 
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on  Revenue  Estimates  whioh  aat 
last  year  up  to  the  Slat  Maroh, 
18R7,  the  loss  of  interest  at  3  per  cent 
on  the  capital  aooount  on  the  purchase 
of  the  Telecp-apbs  amounted  to 
£3,024,889,.  and  the  defidenojr  had  lat- 
terly been  iocreaaing  year  by  year,  the 
Betum  for  the  year  1887-8  being 
£471,889.  I  venture  to  say  that  that  is  a 
atate  of  thiDza  which  demands  the  serious 
attention  of  the  Oommittee.  I  am 
aware  that  the  last  Return  received 
shows  that  there  was  considerable  im- 
provement for  the  year  ending  March, 
1888;  but  I  observe  that  in  the  Eati- 
tnates  now  l^d  before  as  there  are  two 
very  serious  increases.  How  does  this 
deficiency,  which  amounted  to  £471,000 
for  the  financial  year  1887,  arise  F 
Three  or  four  causes  have  been 
pointed  out — the  enormous  capital  ao- 
oount  is  responsible  for  £300,000 
annually,  FreasmesBages  are  responsible 
for  a  large  amount,  and  railway  mes- 
sages and  unprofitable  extensions  cause 
the  rest.  I  am  not  sure  that  the  country 
would  suffer  much  loss  if  a  large  num- 
ber of  these  Frees  messages  were  not  sent 


D»partmtmU. 


1052 


at  all,  eepeoially  the  London  oorreapond- 
enoe  of  certain  provincial  joamals, 
oontaining  personal  gossip  and  tittle- 
tattle  respecting  Members  of  this 
House.  The  Telegraph  Department 
have,  under  the  terms  of  the  Tele- 
graph Act,  to  transmit  railway  com- 
ries'  messages  free  of  cost  in  return 
the  use  of  the  lines  for  their 
telegraphs;  but  whereas  in  the  first 
year  the  number  of  such  mesaagee 
transmitted  was  97,000,  it  had  last  year 
grown  to  960,000.  It  was  given  in 
evidence  that  whilst  there  is,  on  the  oae 
hand,  a  possibility  of  indefinite  increase, 
on  the  other  there  is  nothing  more  con- 
tributed for  it  to  the  State  by  the  rail- 
ways. I  venture  to  say  that  that  is  a 
most  serious  matter,  and  one  whioh  de- 
man  ds  a  remedy  atthehandsoftheHoose. 
The  unprofitable  character  of  the  Depart- 
ment's work  is  also  partially  due  to 
public  pressure  to  improve  the  service 
even  at  a  loss,  but  the  Select  Committee 
whioh  considered  the  subject  gave 
pression  to  the  opinion  that  the  reasons 
which  existed  against  treating  the  Post 
Office  as  a  commercial  business  were  not 
applicable  in  the  same  degree  to  the 
Telegraph  Departutent,  and  I  hope  the 
Oommittee  will  endorse  that  policy  and 
consider  the  Telegraph  Department  as  a 
Hr.  John  S.  £0*1 


commercial  concern,  since  if  we  are  to 
allov  those  responsible  for  it  to  go  on 
increasing  its  work  unproduotively  hither 
and  thither  meeting,  every  local  demand, 
we  shall  soon  land  ourselves  in  a  8er- 
bonian  bog  of  difficulty.  I  hope  that 
the  Postmaster  Oenaral  will  find  himself 
ia  a  position  to  inform  the  Oommittee 
that  the  Government  will  adopt  the 
policy  set  forth  in  the  Report  I  bavo 
quoted, 

•Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  (Bradford, 
Oentral) :  I  rather  hoped  that  the  Post- 
master Qenecal  would  have  commenced 
this  disouasion  by  making  a  finaaciat 
statement  with  regard  to  the  Telegraph 
Service,  and  that  be  would  have  ex- 
plained some  of  the  points  which  bava 
been  alluded  to.  I  believe  that  the 
Postmaster  General  has  been  in  the 
habit  of  making  such  statements,  seeins 
that  there  are  very  important  financial 
questions  involved.  Now  the  last  Return 
which  has  been  presented  to  the  House 
with  regard  to  the  Berenue  Aooount  of 
the  Telegraph  Service  shows  an  im- 
provement as  compared  with  the  pre- 
vious Return.  In  the  year  euaing 
March,  1887,  thedefioiencywas£H5,000; 
in  the  year  ending  March,  1838,  it  was 
only  £6,800.  This  is  a  very  great  im- 
provement,  and  I  should  like  to  know 
from  the  Postmaster  General  whether  it 
is  likely  to  continue,  and  whether  for  the 
year  ending  in  this  month  it  will  show 
a  corresponding  improvement  aa  com- 
pared with  last  year  ?  One  can  hardly 
expect  Buch  a  marked  improvement  as 
that  of  last  year,  because  that  was  duo 
to  exoeptioiial  causes,  but  I  venture  to 
hope  that  the  revenue  of  the  Telegraph 
Service  will  go  on  improving,  for  we 
must  now  be  rapidly  approa^n^  the 
point  when,  at  all  events,  there  will  be 
no  defioieaoy  on  the  Revenue  Account. 
Whether,  however,  we  shall  come  to  a 
time  when  there  will  be  a  sufficient  sur- 
plus to  pay  the  full  interest  on  the  money 
invested  in  the  Telegraphs  I  venture  to 
doubt.  I  think  we  may,  indeed,  confi- 
dently expect  that  such  a  day  is  very  far 
distant.  Hon.  Members  should  remem- 
ber that  the  sixpenny  telegrams  were 
forced  on  the  Fost  Office  and  on  the 
Gkivemment  by  the  House  of  Oommons. 
I  ventured  at  the  time  I  prepared  the 
scheme  and  laid  it  before  the  Govern- 
ment, and  explained  it  to  the  House, 
to  iniorm  them  that  it  was  highly  pro- 
bable there  would  never  be,  in  the  toturOr 
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sufficient  proGta  to  pay  interest  on  \ha 
capital  acconnt,  and  if  there  should  be 
an;  surplus  it  will  be  much  better  than 
I  expected.  Hy  strong  impression  was 
at  the  time  that  the  scheme  whinh  was 
then  adopted  was  the  most  moderate 
from  a  financial  point  of  view,  and  it 
was  the  most  beneficial  in  the  public 
interest,  but  I  always  held  that 
the  results  were  not  likely  to  be 
such  as  to  give  a  surplus  to  'cpre- 
sent  the  interest  on  capital.  The 
hoa.  Member  for  Bethnal  Qreen  raised 
two  important  points ;  one  with  regard 
to  railway  messages,  and  the  other  as  to 
Press  messages.  Now,  in  regard  to  the 
former,  I  cannot  but  think  that  there 
has  been  a  great  abuse.  It  appears 
that  these  railway  messages  have  in- 
creased tCQ-fold  eincelB7l,  and  I  cannot 
for  a  moment  donbt  that  a  large  propor- 
tion of  these  messages  are  not  really 
essential  for  the  railway  eeirice,  but  that 
the  wires  are  used  for  other  matters.  I 
think  the  wisest  course  would  be  to  buy 
up  this  interest  of  the  railway  companies, 
and  in  future  charge  them  for  all  the 
work  performed  ;  and  if  the  matter  could 
be  referred  to  arbitration,  then  it  would 
be  for  the  arbitrator  to  look  into  the 
messages  and  see  whether  they  come 
witbiu  the  purview  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  whether  it  was  origin- 
ally intended  that  such  messages 
should  be  sent  free  of  charge.  I 
believe  it  would  be  found  that  the 
messages  now  sent  involve  a  vast 
amount  of  work  which  was  never  in- 
tended to  be  provided  for.  No  doubt  it 
would  involve  as  immediate  outlay 
to  buy  up  the  interests  of  the 
companies,  but  I  think  it  would  be 
the  cheaper  in  the  long  run.  And 
now  as  to  the  Press  messages.  I 
know  I  have  been  in  considerable  doubt 
as  to  whether  the  concludons  of  the 
Committee  on  that  point  are  right,  and 
as  to  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  these 
messages  cost  the  country  £200,000  a 
year.  I  know  it  has  been  stated  to  be 
BO  more  than  once;  but  I  recollect  that 
when  I  was  at  the  Post  Office  I  looked 
carefully  into  the  matter,  and  I  came  to 
the  opinion  that  it  was  very  doubtful 
whether  this  could  be  proved.  It  is 
quite  true  that  if  the  Press  messages 
were  sent  at  the  ordinary  rate  for  day 
messages,  a  large  additional  revenue 
would  accrue  to  the  Poet  Office ;  but 
these  messages  are,  for  the  most  part, 


sent  at  night,  when  the  wires  are  sot 
occupied,  and  I  think  it  is  hardly  fair  to 
compare  the  receipts  from  tbem  with 
the  charges  which  would  be  made  had' 
they  been  sent  at  the  ordinary  rate  for 
day  messages.  I  am  not  sure  that  it 
would  be  wise  on  the  part  of  the  Post- 
master General  to  attempt  to  alter  the- 
present  arrangement.  Undoubtedly, 
he  would  meet  with  very  serious  opposi.- 
tion  from  the  Press  generally.  In  con- 
clusion, I  can  only  say  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  will  give  us  some 
financial  explanation  of  the  present, 
position  of  ttie  Telegraph  Service,  and 
what  are  the  immediate  prospects  of' 
the    receipts   exceeding   the    expendi- 

Babos  ROTHSCHILD  (Bucks,  ^les- 
bury) :  There  is  one  small  point  to 
which  I  wish  to  invite  the  attention  of 
the  Fostmastsr  General.  Two  montha 
ago  I  questioned  him  in  regard  to  it,' 
and  I  pointed  out  to  him  that  the  public 
were  very  much  in  doubt  as  to  whether 
telegrams,  which  were  sent  to  places  ia 
the  country  so  distant  from  post  offices 
that  mileage  had  to  be  paid,  should  have 
the  mileage  paid  upon  them  by  the- 
senders,  or  by  the  receivers.  The  Post- 
master  General,  on  that  occasion,  said> 
that  the  matter  bad  been  settled ;  but  I 
venture  to  tell  him  that  at  this  moment: 
telegrams  are  often  sent  on  which  this 
mileage  is  often  paid,  not  only  by  the- 
senders  in  London,  but  by  the  recipients^ 
in  the  country.  FersonaJly,  I  think  the- 
better  arr&ngem.ent  would  be  to  charge 
the  senders  with  the  mileage,  as  we 
know  perfectly  useless  telegrams  ara 
sometimes  sent  promiscuously  into  the 
Dountiy  for  the  mere  object  of  getting 
them  opened,  and  tbey  entail  unnecessarjr 
and  unpleasant  expense  on  the  receiver.. 
I  should  like  it  to  be  understood  in  the 
future  that  the  mileage  is  these  oases  is 
not  to  be  twice  paid,  but  that  it  must  be 
paid  by  the  sender,  and  not  at  the- 
place  of  destination. 
•Me.  HENNIKEE  HEATON  (Cantsr- 
hury] :  I  only  intend  to  occupy  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  for  a  few- 
minutes  in  regard  to  the  complaints 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal 
Qreen,  and  I  propose  especially 
to  deal  with  the  Press  messages.. 
When  a  Select  Committee  sat  on 
this  subject  I  examined  Mr.  Fatey 
as  to  the  grounds  on  which  he  based  his 
oaloulaUon  that  the  Press  message  cost. 
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.he  conatry  £200,000  annually.  He 
old  me  it  was  based  oa  the  number  of 
words  sent,  and  it  was  further  explained 
that  though  a  ver;  Urge  number  of  the 
meuages  were  duplicated,  yet  on  the 
calculation  eaoh  newspaper  waa  charged 
as  if  it  were  an  original  message  sent  to 
that  paper  alone.  Again,  it  should  be 
remembered  that  most  of  these  Press 
messages  are  sent  at  night,  and  I  will 
-venture  to  assert  that  £50.000  a  year 
would  amply  cover  any  loss  arising  from 
Press  messages.  As  to  the  Telegraph 
Department  generally,  I  have  great 
satisfaction  in  saying  that  it  is  a  model 
department,  and  the  few  reforms  needed 
.are  being  gradually  introduced.  But  I 
cannot  say  the  eame  of  the  Post  Office. 
I  believe  that  if  the  aooounts  of  the 
Xelegraph  Department  were  drawn  out 
on  a  oommeroia]  basis  it  would  surprise 
the  Oommittee  to  learn  that  the  Post 
Office  every  year  shows  a  profit.  For 
instance,  in  the  year  16B3-B1  the  profit 
was  2*97  per  cent.  Last  year  it  was 
£500.  My  object  in  calling  attention 
to  this  matter  is  to  show  that  the  De- 
-partment  is  being  conducted  on  com- 
mercial principles.  In  the  Telegraph 
Department  we  have  no  aooount  of  me 
-money  expended  on  buildings,  and  one 
of  the  great  stumbling  blocks  in  the 
way  of  preparing  a  bueinsss-like  state- 
ment is  that  a  laree  debt  was  incurred 
in  the  purchase  of  the  telegraphs.  In 
my  opinion  it  would  be  wise  to  follow 
the  exam^e  set  with  regard  to  the 
'Orimean  War  Fund,  and  wipe  it  off 
altogether. 
*SiB  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield) :  I  wish  to  draw  the  attention 
^f  the  Committee  to  the  position  of  the 

Seat  railway  companies  in  regard  to 
a  TeleKraph  Service.  I  maintain  that 
«Tery  railway  station  ought  to  he  a  tele- 
^ra^  offioe.  In  Northumberland  such 
offices  have  been  established  on  one  of  the 
lines,  with  great  advantage  to  the  pub- 
lic. There  appears  to  me  to  be  no 
reason  why  every  railway  station  should 
not  be  a  reoeiring-offioe,  even  if  it  conld 
not  deliver  messages.  It  would  he  an 
enormous  advantage  to  the  local  police 
if  they  could  send  a  telegram  from  any 
railway  station  at  any  time  dnring  the 
night  by  paying  an  extra  charge. 
I  would  saggeet  to  the  Oovemment 
that  when  the  great  railway  ocm- 
paoies  come  here  with,  their  annual  Bills 
clauses  should  be  inserted  making  pro- 
Jfr.  Hmnikpr  I/taton 
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cated. 
*Mr.  W.  p.  BINOLAIK  (Falkirk,  &c.) : 

1  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  he  has 
considered  the  question  of  night  or  half- 
rate  mesaagsB?  The  system  is  com- 
monly in  vogue  in  America,  and  the 
proceeds  derived  from  it  form  a  very 
valuable  adjunct  to  the  amount  received 
by  the  telegraph  companies.  Of  course 
such  a  system  is  not  so  necessary  in  a 
small  country  like  the  United  Kingdom 
as  it  is  in  the  United  States ;  hut  there 
are  many  parts  of  the  kingdom 
where  it  would  be  of  great  ad- 
vantage.  Take,  for  instance,  the  two 
important  towns  of  Belfast  and  Livet- 
pool.     The   mail  closes    in    Belfast  at 

2  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  any  . 
letter  posted  later  than  that  is  not  de- 
livered in  Liverpool  until  after  4  o'clock 
on  the  following  evening.  If  half-rate 
messages  were  allowed  between  the  two 
towns,  I  am  sure  that  the  telegraphic 
business  between  would  be  greatly  in- 
creased, and  a  large  revenue  would 
be  derived  from  it.  The  necessity  for  the 
same  convenience  is,  I  believe,  felt  else- 
where. A  very  large  revenue  would 
thus,  I  believe,  be  gained  by  the  Port 
Office  if  messages  were  allowed  to  be 
sent  during  the  ni^fat  at  half  rates. 
Another  matter  which  has  frequently 
been  put  before  the  Postmaster  Qeneral 
is  that  of  lowering  the  rate  for  messages 
after  a  message  has  reached  a  certain 
length.  For  instance,  the  charge  for 
transmitting  every  word  over  48  mig^t 
be  rednoed  to  a  farthing.     In  that  case 

I  believe  a  large  number  of  long 
messages  would  be  sent  that  are  not' 
sent  now,  and  in  that  way  the  Post 
Office  would  derive  an  additional 
revenue. 

Mr.  LABOTTOHEBE  (Northamp- 
ton) :  I  do  not  entirely  a^ee  with  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down. 
It  may  bo  desirable  to  have  night 
messages,  but  I  do  not  know  why  half 
rates  should  be  charged  for  them,  inas- 
much as  somebody  would  have  to 
remain  in  each  offioe  daring  the 
night,  and  an  additional  charae 
wonid  thus  be  imposed  upon  l£e 
Poet  Offioe.  Nor  do  I  understand 
why  there  should  he  a  reduotion  in  the 
rates  upon  long  messages.  I  regard  it 
as  one  of  the  advantages  of  the  present 
system  that  it  induces  us  to  cultivate 
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and  no  doabt  the  brevity  of  the 
I  delivered  in  this  Honse  IB  muoh 
1  hj  the  habit  when  drawing  up 
IS  of  tiding  to  Bare  as  many 
e  aa  possible.  I  hope  the 
in.   Gentleman  the  Fostmaster 

wilt  tell  ns  BOaiething  about 
ot  position  of  the  Post  Office 
gard   to   ielepbonse.      In  my 

it  is  desirable  that  the  tele- 
asiaeas  should  be  acquired  as 

possible  by  the  Oovemment, 
t  it    should    be    constitated  a 

of  the  telegraphio  serTioe. 
9  the  present  high  charges,  very 
ons  put  themselTea  in  generf^ 
io  oommunicatioQ.  I  should 
see  at  every  telegraph  office  a 
e,  which  could  be  used  by  any 
ir  one,  two,  or  three  miuutea  at' 
nail  charge.  I  believe  some  of 
phonic  patents  will  soon  lapse, 
ipe  that  the  Post  Office  will, 
recognizing  vested  interests, 
the  telephonio  service  for  the 
le  public. 

JUNRO  FEEGU80N  (Leith, 
wish  to  Bay  a  word  in  support  of 
i  been  urged  by  myhon.  Friend 
lonobere)  in  regard  to  the  de- 
nt  of   the    telephone    system. 

who  has  seen  the  working  of 
em  in  America  must  be  aware 
>ackwEird  we  are  in  this  country 
rd  to  it.  It  would  be  a  most 
bing  to  have  telephonio  com- 
ion  between  the  various  post- 

08TMA8TEH  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Cambridge  TTniverBity)  :  I  will 
or  as  far  as  I  can  to  answer  the 
questions  which  have  been  put 
but  I  would  first  thank  those 
fa  taken  part  in  the  discussion 
[isposition  they  have  shown  not 
ze  the  Post  Office,  bat  rather  to 
;eir  appreciation  of  what  the 
ce  has  endeavoured  to  do  to  add 
mvenience  of  the  public.  With 
to  the  Submarine  Telegraph 
y,  I  can  asenre  the  Committee 
have  not  fallen  into  the  mistake 
a  previous  occasion  with  regard 
cognition  of  vested  rights  which 
compatible  with  the  plainest  and 
'ious  principles  of  justice.  We 
aking  over  the  whole  staff,  but 
ing  certain  exceptions.  It  has 
been  quite  possible  to  ascertain 
unt  of  the  cost  to  be  imposed 
30CXXXIY.  [thibd  bbribb.1 


on  the  State  by  the  addition  of  the 
work  of  the  Submarine  Company.  We 
are  taking  over  many  of  the  servants 
of  the  Company,  and  they  are  to  receive 
the  same  salaries  aa  they  now  obtain. 
As  opportunity  arises,  they  will  be 
drafted  into  different  classes  of  the 
Postal  Service,  and  will  be  invited  to 
accept  positionB  in  those  clasaes  at  the 
recognized  rates  now  paid  to  the  servants 
of  the  Crown  in  those  classes.  They 
will  then  have  the  prospect  of  annnid 
increment  and  pension,  but  the  appoint- 
ments will  be  dependent  solely  upon 
their  capacity  to  perform  the  duties  at- 
taohing  to  mem.  In  the  event  of  any 
of  them  declining  to  avail  themselres 
of  these  advantages  they  will  be  en- 
titled to  remain  individually  at  the 
service  of  the  Post  Office,  but  at  the 
salaries  they  now  receive,  and  they 
will  lose  the  prospect  of  any  in- 
crement or  pension.  I  think  the 
Oommittoe  will  agree  that,  in  taking  this 
course,  while  we  have  treated  these 
gentlemen  fairly  and  justly,  we  hare  not 
acted  any  mors  liberally  than  we  were 
bound  to  do  in  taking  over  a  service  of 
this  importance.  I  am  not  in  aposition 
to  make  a  statement  to  the  Committee 
in  regard  to  the  precise  sum  to  be  paid 
for  the  plant  and  goodwill  of  the  Sub- 
marine Telegraph  Company.  Though 
we  are  on  the  eve  of  arriving  at  a  sett^ 
ment,  there  is  yet  one  nation  at  all 
events  which  desires  further  information 
before  the  ratifications  of  the  Convention 
are  exchanged.  I  believe  the  Commit- 
tee and  the  country  at  large  will  be  very 
well  satisfied  when  they  come  to  know 
the  torms  on  which  we  propose  to  acquire 
the  cable,  but  that  will  form  the  sub- 
ject of  further  discussion  in  this  House 
when  thefadditional  Estimates  are  laid 
on  the  Table.  Attention  has  been 
called  to  the  painful  subject  of  the  con- 
stantly increasing  annual  loss  on  the 
capitsJ  sum  laid  out  in  the  purchase  of 
the  telegraphs.  The  deficit  in  1887 
amounted  to  nearly  half  a  million  ster- 
ling, but  in  1888  it  shrunk  to  £6,000, 
I  am  happy  to  say  that  a  very  great  im- 
provement is  still  perceptible,  and  I  am 
rather  more  sanguine  than  is  my  right 
hon.  Friend  and  predecessor  [Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  that  the  income  of  the  service 
will  eventually  clear  off  the  debt.  1  do 
not  say  that  the  loss  of  former  years  is 
likely  to  be  replaced,  but  I  do  say  that 
last  year  a  respectable  profit  was  earned, 
3  P 
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and  I  trust  that  now  that  the  Sabmarine 
Telegraph  Company  is  being  taken  over, 
fhe  profits  will  be  largely  increased.  I 
will  give  the  Oommittee  the  figures  of 
the  last  ten  years.  In  the  first  fire  of 
these  a  y^tj  considerable  profit  was 
earned  by  the  Postal  Telegraph  Service, 
thongh  it  never  amonnted  to  such  a  snm 
as  would  quite  wipe  off  the  amount  put 
down  for  interest.  In  1879  the  profits 
on  working  amonnted  to  £260,000;  in 
1B80  they  amounted  to  £296,000;  in 
1881  to  £325,000,  (so  that  the  servioe 
was  then  within  £1,000  of  clearing  the 
interest  on  the  debt);  in  1882  to 
£213,000;  and  in  1883  to  £184,000. 
In  1 884  there  was  a  deficiency  of 
£19,000;  in  1885a  deficiency  of  £32,000; 
ia  1886,  a  deficit  of  £45,000 ;  in  1887,  a 
deficit  of  £146,000;  and  last  year,  1888, 
a  deficit  of  £6,000,  which  is  the  smallest 
deficit  since  we  have  got  on  the  wrong 
side  of  the  account.  I  venture  to  believe 
that  next  year  will  sea  a  substantial  sum 
on  the  other  side  of  the  account.  The 
deficit,  which  began  in  1884,  is  ooioci' 
dent  with  the  extension  of  the  tele- 
graph service  and  the  increase  of 
telegraph  salaries.  Although  the  six- 
penny telegrams  have  been  a  very  great 
obstacle  for  some  time,  I  trust  that 
obstacle  is  now  surmounted,  and  that  we 
are  now  on  our  way  to  eaniing  a  profit 
The  deficit  of  £l4«,ono  in  1BS7,  although 
due  in  some  degree  to  the  sixpenny 
telegrams  is  in  a  large  degree  due  to 
extraordinary  expenditure  in  that  year, 
which  will  not  occur  in  following  years. 
With  regard  to  the  Iobs  on  railway  mes- 
sages, I  agree  that  there  has  been  a 
freat  departure  from  what  must  have 
sen  the  original  intention  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  do  not  think  that  Parliament 
could  have  oootemplated  that  within  20 
yeare  the  number  of  those  messages 
would  be  multiplied  tenfold.  I  should 
always  be  glad  to  exact  a  quid  pro  quo 
from  the  railway  companies  by  enforc- 
ing upon  them  the  necessity  of  giving 
greater  facilities  to  the  public,  andl  am 
quite  aware  that  the  private  Bills  coming 
before  Parliament  always  afford  an  oppor- 
tunity of  raising  a  question  of  that  kind. 
As  to  bow  far  the  railway  companies 
ought  to  be  made  to  pay  for  the  facili- 
ties given  to  them  by  Parliament,  I 
would  not  like  to  say.  With  regard  to 
PresB  messages,  they  are  verr  well 
worthy  of  the  consideration  of  me  De- 
partment and  of  the  pablio.  I  must 
Mr.  Baiht. 


demur  to  the  exact  phrase  of  "  loss  of 
£200,000  on  I^esa  messages."  I  think 
that  is  not  the  most  corroot  way  of  re- 
ferring to  that  part  of  the  question. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  if  Press  mesaagaa 
were  sent  at  the  ordinary  rates  charged 
to  the  public  the  Department  would 
receive  £200,000  a  year  more;  bnt  if 
the  same  rates  were  charged  to  the 
Press  as  to  the  public  many  of  those 
meesagea  might  never  be  sent  at  aO, 
and  the  Department  might  not  reoeiva 
anything  like  £200,000  more  than  at 
present.  That,  no  doubt,  operated 
Urgely  on  the  mind  of  Parliament  and 
of  the  Uinisters  who  were  responsible 
for  that  part  of  the  matter,  as  well  as  . 
the  question  of  the  public  oonvenienoe 
^nd  benefit,  quite  apart  from  the  per- 
sonal profits  of  owners  of  news- 
papers which  might  result  from  cheap 
telegraphic  rates  to  newspapers.  Ta» 
hon.  Member  for  NottiDghamshire 
(Mr,  J,  B.  Ellis)  made  reference 
to  both  those  questions,  and  I  am  ex- 
tremely grateful  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
catling  attention  to  the  recommendation 
of  the  Committee  that  there  should  be  a 
more  strict  adherence  to  commercial 
principles.  I  should  be  extremely  obliged 
to  hon.  Members  if  they  will  assist  me 
in  oanying  out  that  recommendation 
and  aidme  in  resisting  applications  firom 
those  Members  who  apply  for  every  form 
of  uncommercial  arrangement  for  the 
benefit  of  the  particular  localities  the; 
represent.  I  tnink  it  may  be  sometimes 
desirable,  not  so  much  in  the  in- 
terests of  particular  localities  as  in 
the  interests  of  the  general  public,  to 
carry  out  telegraphic  works  in  oonneo- 
tion  with  very  distant  parts  of  the  King- 
dom which  are  not  strictly  remunerative . 
For  instance,  in  some  places  in  the 
Highlands  of  Scotland  telegrams  are 
veiT  few,  and  the  offices  not  likely  to  be 
self-supporting,  but  it  is  absolutely  es- 
sential to  the  living  of  the  people  that 
they  should  have  ready  means  of  tele- 
graphing for  salt  to  salt  their  fish, 
upon  which  the  existence  of  some  of  the 
natives  may  be  said  to  depend.  Ithink 
there  are  a  few  cases  also  where  the  sune 
thing  has  been  done  in  the  North  and 
West  of  Ireland.  I  am  quite  sure  the 
Oommittee  will  not  object  to  such  ex- 
penditure, which  is  the  exception  from 
what  I  think  is  an  excellent  general  rule. 
There  was  a  point  taken  by  the  hon. 
Member   for  Bnckinghamahue  (Baron 
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F.  de  BothschUd)  with  regard  to  porter- 
s'. Undoubtedly  the  rule  ia  that  the 
Bender  is  responBible  for  those  ohargee. 
II  the  sender  is  not  aware  of  the  exact 
porterage  to  be  paid,  and  the  office  is  not 
aware  of  it  either,  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
latter  to  require  a  depoait,  and  that  rule 
ought  to  be  strictly  enforced.    It  is  quite 

EDseible  that  a  sufficient  deposit  may  not 
are  been  obtained,  and  in  that  oaae  ap- 
ptioatian  may  be  made  to  the  receiver ; 
DUt  I  think  the  whole  expense  ought  to 
be  upon  the  sender;  and  if  the  hon. 
Member  is  aware  of  any  oases  of  hard- 
ship and  will  submit  them  to  me  I  will 
consider  them.  The  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Lichfield  Division  (Sir 
3.  Swinburne)  has  urged  the  in- 
crease of  the  number  of  tele- 
graph office's  at  railway  statious. 
I  find  that  there  is  some  friction  on  the 
part  of  the  railway  companies,  and  that 
they  object  to  their  servants  aoCing  as 
servants  of  the  Post  Office.  It  is  not 
desirable  to  force  upon  them  duties 
vhich  would  interfere  with  their  first 
duty.  It  would  not,  therefore,  be  easy 
to  inorease  the  number  of  telegraph 
stations  in  this  direction.  I  am  at  the 
same  time  quite  willing  to  consider  any 
oaae  for  the  establishment  of  a  telegraph 
office  at  a  railway  station  where  public 
oonvenienoe  would  be  served,  and  I 
should  be  glad  to  consent  to  any  such 
proposal  where  it  could  be  done  without 
unnecessarily  infringing  on  the  revenue. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Falkirk  (Mr, 
ffinolair)  has  brought  forward  the  ques- 
tion of  half-rates  for  night  meeeages. 
I  only  wish  that  I  ooold  meet  hie  views. 
At  present  a  good  deal  of  additional 
attendance  is  involved,  and  the  rate  at 
which  messages  are  transmitted  is  barely 
remunerative.  It  is  therefore  more  than 
doubtful  whether  the  revenue  would 
stand  the  strain  of  sending  messages  at 
night  at  half-rates,  and  I  cannot  hold 
out  any  expectation  that  such  a  aaheme 
will  be  adopted.  There  exists,  however, 
a  plan  in  London  by  which  telegrams 
may  be  sent  at  night  after  the  offices  are 
olosed.  If  on  hon.  Member  goes  from 
this  House  at  2  <*  3  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing and  wishes  to  send  a  telegram  he 
can  do  so  by  putting  the  message  on  a 
post  cord  in  the  pillar  box.  It  will  then 
be  delivered  by  9  o'clock  in  the  morning. 
Probably  that  will  meet  my  hon. 
Friend's  objection.  I  would  remind  my 
hon.  Friend  when  he  speaks  of  the  cheap 


telegrams  in  America  that  the  American 
initial  rates  are  very  much  higher  than 
ours.  Where  the  rate  ia  2d.  or  2id.  a 
word  it  is  poasible  to  send  at  half-rate, 
but  I  cannot  hold  out  any  hope  that 
such  a  suggestion  would  be  accepted  in 
this  country,  where  the  charge  is  only 
a  halfpenny  a  word.  As  it  is  we  barely 
pay  our  way.  The  tendency  of  meseiges 
IS  to  get  shorter  and  not  longer,  ^e 
average  amount  per  message  is  now 
distinctly  below  8d.  It  ia  79;  and  as 
the  tendency  is  in  that  direction  it  ia 
likely  to  be  still  further  developed  as 
time  goes  on.  Before  the  fid.  telegrams 
were  introduced  the  average  was  Is.  Id. 
per  message.  I  do  not  think  that 
the  state  of  the  revenue  of  the 
Department  would  justify  me  in 
holding  out  any  hope  with  regard 
to  a  cheaper  rate  of  telegraphic 
transmission.  As  to  the  telepbonio 
system,  which  has  been  referred  to  by 
the  hoD.  Member  for  Northampton  (Ur. 
Labouchete),  the  Courts  have  declared 
it  to  be  a  part  of  the  Government 
monopoly  in  telegraphs,  aad  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Post 
Office  is  keeping  a  watchful  eye  over 
the  telephones,  more  with  a  view  to  the 
improvement  of  the  system  than  with 
any  intention  of  acquiring  them.  My 
predecessor,  Mr.  Fawcett,  unfortunately 
stated  in  public  that  steps  would  not  be 
taken  by  the  Government  to  enforce  the 
rights  which  the  Judgment  gave  them  ; 
and  a  state  of  things  has  thereby  been 
created  which  requires  very  careful 
handling,  so  far  as  the  department  is 
concerned.  The  patents,  however,  are 
likely  to  lapse  very  soon,  and  when  they 
have  run  out  that  will  be  the  time  to 
make. arrangements,  which,  I  trust,  will 
differ  in  almost  every  respect  from 
existing  arrangements.  With  regard  to 
telephones  being  put  into  post-offices, 
that  is  subsidiary  to  the  larger  ques- 
tion. In  some  ports  of  England  the 
telephonic  system  is  under  the  control 
of  the  Government  absolutely,  and 
there  it  is,  of  course,  comparatively 
easy  to  make  arrangements  such  as 
have  been  indicated.  So  long  as  the 
telephone  companies  continue  to  ply 
their  trade,  it  is  not  desirable,  I  think, 
that  tbe  Government  should  commit 
itself  to  arrangements  which  might 
seem  !n  any  way  to  reoogniie  or  estab- 
lish a  Vfsted  interest,  wmch  I,  for  one, 
oannot  admit  to  exist.  The  grievance 
2  P  2 
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of  the  public  in  this  matter  ought,  no 
doubt,  to  be  removed  as  Boon  as  poa- 
Bible,  and  it  sbould  be  done  upon  terms 
Batiefactory  to  all  parties.  I  con^atn- 
late  Uie  Oommittee  upon  havinf;  taken 
a  Btep  vbich  has  been  looked  forward 
to  for  many  years  by  all  who  hare  been 
anxiouB  to  extend  our  telegraphic  sys- 
tem— the  step  of  sanctioning  the  acqui- 
sition of  the  system  of  the  Submarine 
Telegraph  Oompany,  from  which  I  an- 
tad  pate  the  most  beneficial  results 
alike  tor  the  publio  and  for  the  Depart- 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  When  will 
the  acquisitian  take  place  ? 

Mb.  BALKES  :  I  think  I  had  better 
not  enter  into  particulars  at  present. 

Ms.  PICKER8GILL:  There  is  one 
matter  which  the  right  hon,  Q«ntleman 
has  overlooked.  I  refer  to  the  para- 
graph in  the  Report  of  the  Controller 
and  Auditor  Oeneral  in  which  he  says 
that  no  attempt  has  been  made  at  auy 
detailed  stocktaking  for  many  years, 
and  that  the  regulations  laid  down  for 
the  piurpose  have  not  been  observed.  I 
hope  that  matter  will  receive  the  atten- 
tion of  the  right  boa.  Qentleman, 

Mb.  EAIKE8;  When  an  oppor- 
tunity is  afforded  to  us  for  stocktaking, 
I  hope  to  be  able  to  effect  a  thorough 
overhauling  of  every  department. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  When  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  says  that  the 
average  number  of  words  in  a  tele- 
graphic message  are  eight,  does  that 
inolude  the  addresses?  If  I  recollect 
rightly,  the  addresses  need  to  average 
12  words ;  the  average  number  of  worae 
in  a  message  was  about  29. 

Hb.  BAIKES  :  I  ought  to  have  said 
that  the  average  chaive  for  each  mes- 
sage was  8d.,  and  not  that  each  message 
averaged  eight  words. 

*8iB  J.  FEA8E  (Durham,  Barnard 
Oastle) :  I  may  remind  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  who  seemed  somewhat  to  com- 
plain of  the  use  the  railway  companies 
made  of  the  wires,  that  if  his  business 
has  increased,  that  of  the  railway  com 
paniea  has  increased  also  as  regardi 
the  forwarding  of  goode  by  CBethods 
which  differ  from  those  formerly  adopted, 
and  that  in  this  respect  the  require- 
ments of  the  traders  are  much  greater 
than     formerly.       I     do      not      think 
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way  companies  of  the  Kingdom.  It 
has  been  my  duty  to  sit  on  a  Railway 
Oommittee  which  has  to  deal  with  the 
Post  Office,  and  I  may  say  that  in  order 
to  meet  the  convenience  of  the  publio 
and  the  Post  Office,  many  trains  are  now 
run  at  earlier  hours  than  they  would 
otherwise  be  run,  and  that  the  profit  of 
the  railway  companies  is  mode  subser- 
vient to  the  interests  of  the  public  as 
far  as  the  Poet  Office  is  concerned.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  I  do  not  recollect,  ia  a 
long  series  of  years,  any  dispute  with 
the  Post  Office  as  to  what  should  be 

Eaid  for  these  earlier  trains,  or  at  what 
ours  they  should  be  run.  The  rail- 
way companies  feel  that  it  is  a  public 
services  which  they  are  bound  to  per- 
form in  connection  with  the  monopoly 
they  enjoy,  and  there  is  very  little  or  no 
friction  whatever  in  carrying  out  the 
wishes  of  the  Post  Office. 

Mb.  COCHEANE-BAILLIE :  There 
is  one  small  point  which  I  denre 
to  mention.  A  messenger  who  de- 
livers a  telegram  should  be  authorized 
to  wait  for  five  or  ten  minutes  in 
order  to  see  if  there  is  a  return  mes- 
sage. This  would  be  an  indulgence 
to  persons  living  in  the  rural  districts 
who  at  present  find  the  tariff  (or  porter- 
age almost  a  prohibitory  tariff.  At 
present  -  whether  the  messenger  waits 
for  a  reply  mesaage  depends  upon  his 
amiability,  which  in  its  turn  depends 
upon  a  pecuniary  douMur. 

•Sib  J.  PULESTON  (Devonport)  :  I 
must  congratulate  my  right  hon.  Friend 
on  the  satisfactory  results  which  have 
attended  the  establishment  of  sixpenny 
telegrams,  and  which  are  due  largely  to 
the  efficient  administration  of  Me  de- 
partment overwhich  he  presides.  Whan 
the  question  of  sixpenny  telegrams  was 
before  the  House  a  great  point  in  the 
discussion  was  then  propriety  of  allowing 
free  addresses.  The  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man who  was  then  Postmaster  Qenerol 
and  others  did  not  see  their  way  at  that 
time  to  give  free  addresses,  but  there 
was  a  kind  of  underetaudiog  that  that 
would  follow  when  the  cost  and  the  ex- 
penditure  were  something  like  equal. 
Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  No. 
♦SreJ.  PULESTON;  That  was  cer- 
tainly the  general  understanding. 
Every  Member  of  the  House  recognized 


the    right    hon.     Gentleman     intended  j  the  importance  of  free  addresses,  and  it 
to  convey  that    there  is    any  friction    was    understood    that  they    would    be 
between    his  department  and  the  rail-  '  given   when  the  cost  and  the  expense 
Mr.  Raiket 
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an  equilibria  m.  I  am  de- 
9  find  that  we  hare  now  reached 
hen  the  profits,  notwitbatanding 
tienal  outlay,  are  appreciable, 
pe  the  PoBtmaater  General  will 

to  give  some  euooaraging  aa- 
that  we  shall  now  get  free  ad- 
It  is  an  important  point  and 
objeotioa  that  was  urged  when 
w  waa  discussed  before  was  the 

one. 

H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
,  E.):  I  am  afraid  that  the 
tone  the  hon.  Member  would 
see  placed  over  the  tele- 
lystem  is  the  privilege  of  send- 
sages  gratis.  The  address  is 
rat  part  of  the  message,  and 
I  may  say  that  it  formed  no 
lie  plan  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
iber  for  Bradford  (Ur.  Shaw 
that  there  should  be  free 
B,  nor  of  those  who  supported 
t  hon.  Friend  in  his  move- 
T  sixpenny  telegrams.  The 
I  to  free  addreases  was  that  tin- 
f  words  were  consumed  in  the 
9.  Uy  right  hon.  Friend  told 
ipon  one  occasion  he  reoeived  a 

in  which  the  address  numbered 
la.  One  great  improvement 
from  the  iotroduotion  of  the 
lystem  is  in  the  reduction  of  the 
of  words  in  the  addresses,  and 
;  would  be  a  highly  retrogressive 
-evert  to  the  old  system.  Any 
1  that  is  made  ought  to  ba 
I  the  cost  of  the  whole  mes- 
1  not  in  any  particular  part 
The  fi)(>''^*  which  the  Post- 
^neral  has  laid  before  us  this 

are,  I  think,  highly  satia- 
and  show  that  the  Post  Office 
Jted  on  sound  commeroial  prin- 
rhile  at  the  same  time  a  due 
B  paid  to  the  public  interests, 
ires,  however,  are  not  those 
re  ordinarily  presented  in  any 
mmercial  undertaking.  There 
apital  acooant.  The  entire 
ixpenditure  is  charged  against 
i&diture  of  the  year,  and  therS' 
9n  yon   say  that  you    have    a 

against  the  telegraph  income 
lebiting  that  income  with  a  large 
iitlay  for  the  purpose  of  develop- 

business.  The  capital  outlay 
I  Post  Office  and  Telegraphs  is 

out  of  the  income  of  the  year. 

fair  therefore  to  say  that  it  ia 


only  producing  eo  much  in  the  yea: 
because  it  is  really  producing  the  entii 
capital  expenditure  of  the  year,  and  i 
addition  a  small  sum  beyond  with  ever 
prospect  of  Its  being  hereafter  ii 
creased. 

Uk.  8.  ST7XT0N  (Tower  Hamleti 
Poplar):  I  wish  to  put  a  questio 
in  reference  to  the  submarine  teli 
graph.  Do  I  understand  that  h 
voting  an  additional  sum  now  w 
are  committing  ourselves  to  as 
particular  sobeme,  or  tbat  we  ai 
actually  committed  to  the  purchase 
Having  regard  to  the  disastrot 
bargains  which  we  have  hitherto  mad< 
I  think  we  ought  to  have  an  opportunit 
of  discussing  the  matter  before  we  ai 
committed  to  the  purchase.  The  rig] 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the  matter 
still  under  negotiation,  and  that  he  : 
unable  to  ^ive  as  the  actual  figure 
What  I  wish  to  know  is  whether  befoi 
we  are  committed  to  a  large  expenditui 
we  shall  have  an  opportunity  of  coi 
sidering  the  matter  ? 

Ub.  BAIKBS  :  A  sepaMte  Eetimai 
will  be  presented  to  the  House,  and  tb 
House  will  have  an  opportunity  of  ei 
preaaing  an  opinion  upon  it. 
•Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Oai 
terbury)  :  I  believe  that  only  £41, OC 
is  paid  by  the  Submarine  Companies  f( 
the  USB  of  special  wires,  and  I  thin 
that  it  might  be  readily  increased  t 
£100,000.  The  Eastern  Telegrap 
Company  only  pays  £6,000,  whereas, 
think,  it  could  well  afford  to  p( 
£'20,000.  Some  very  important  ev 
dence  was  given  by  Mr.  Patey  in  regai 
to  these  special  wires.  He  was  askc 
if  he  had  any  idea  of  the  amount  i 
business  done  between  England  and  tl 
rest  of  the  world  by  theCable  Oompanle 
and  he  answered  in  the  negative.  Ni 
was  there  any  power,  he  said,  to  asce 
tain   the  business   done  by  these  con 

Sanies.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  tl 
able  Companies  paymuch  larger  div 
dends  than  the  Telegraph  Companie 
I  think  that  some  steps  ought  to  I 
taken  to  ascertain  what  business  th< 
do  with  the  view  of  increasing  the  sn: 
now  paid  by  tbem  forspeoial  wires. 

*Mh.HALLEY  STEWART  (Lincob 
shire,  Spalding) :  The  right  hon.  Gentli 
man  says  that  it  ia  incorrect  to  speak  i 
a  "loss of  £200,000 on  Press  messages. 
I  gather  from  his  statement  that  th 
sum  is  an  unmade  profit,  which  is  quit 
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a  diffra^ent  thing  to  a  lou.  We  Bhoald 
like  to  learn  from  the  Foatmaater  Gene- 
ral what  is  the  actual  ooet  of  the  mesaages 
and  the  inoome— to  hnow  whether 
there  is  a  profit  or  loaa  F 

*Me.  bXBOLAY  (Forfarehire):  With 
regard  to  the  Post  0£Bce  Department 
acquiring  the  telephones,  I  should  like 
to  ask  if  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  will 
oppose  any  applicatioii  which  maj(  be 
mMe  by  the  Telephone  Oompany  for 
extension  of  their  patent  ? 

*Hr.  ds  lisle  (Leicestershire,  Mid) : 
I  think  there  is  great  force  in  the 
remarks  which  were  made  by  my  hon. 
Friead  the  Member  for  St.  Fanoras 
(Mr.  Cochrane- Baillie).  We  ore  sup- 
posed, now,  to  be  iu  the  enjoyment  of 
sixpenny  telegrams.  As  far  as  the  towns 
are  concerned,  that  la  really  so,  but  in 
tbe  rural  districts  the  sixpenny  telegram 
does  not  exist.  You  cannot  get  a  tele- 
gram for  less  than  a  shilling  if  you  live 
a  mile  away  from  the  office,  and  any- 
thing over  two  miles  cost  Is.  6d.  Now, 
our  letters  are  conveyed  all  over  the 
countr;,  whether  1 UO  yards  from  the  post 
office  or  10  miles,  at  the  same  charge 
of  a  penny.  I  am  quite  aware  that  tbe 
Department  cannot  be  called  upon  to 
deliver  telegrams  at  the  public  expense 
at  a  cheaper  rate  than  now,  but  I  would 
suggest  that  something  might  be  done 
for  the  rural  districts  by  a  re-arrange- 
ment of  terms.  For  instance,  where 
6d.  is  charged  for  porterage,  the 
messenger  should  be  required  to  wait 
tat  at  least  a  ijuarter  of  an  hour  to 
enable  the  receiver  of  the  telegram  to 
write  a  reply.  By  far  the  greater  num- 
ber of  town  telegrams  relate  to  gambling 
or  speculating  in  eome  form  or  another, 
while  those  to  and  from  rural  districts 
relate  chiefly  to  agriculture,  which  at  tbe 
present  moment  is  a  much-suffering 
industry.  Manufacturers  can  send  back 
their  replies  without  having  to  employ 
porters,  and  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  the 
Fost  Office  will  soon  be  able  to  devise 
a  scheme  by  which  town  and  country 
may  be  placed  more  on  an  equality  with 
reprd  to  telegraphic  facilities.  The 
telegraphs  are  now  much  used  by  the 
farmers,  and  the  complaint  is  that  more 
attention  is  paid  to  the  horee  racing  and 
gambling  interest  than  to  those  of  agri- 
culture. The  men  on  the  Stock  Exchange 
get  their  telegrams  for  sixpence,  while 
the  farmers  have  to  pay  double.  I 
trust  that  my  right  hon.  Fri9nd  may  be 
J/r.  miUy  aUuart. 
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able  to  give  the  Gommittee  an  aoaoranoe 
that  this  matter  will  receive  doe  oob> 
sideration. 

Mk.  MOLLOY  (King's  Coun^,  Birr) : 
X  rise  for  the  purpose  of  supporting  the 
statement  which  has  been  made  fay  the 
hon.  Member  for  Devonport  (Sir  J. 
Fuleston).  The  hon.  Member  has.  said 
that  when  the  subject  of  the  sixpenny 
telegrams  was  before  the  House  a 
demand  was  made  for  the  inclnaieii  of 
the  addresses.  That  demand  was  not 
conceded,  but  it  was  understood  that  aa 
soon  as  it  was  shown  that  sixpenny  tele- 
grams were  a  financial  success  the  inolu- 
sion  of  addresses  ahould  be  considered. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton says  there  was  no  such  under- 
standing. 

•Me.  H.  H.  FOWLEE  ;  Not  on  the 
part  of  tbe  late  Government. 

Mb.  MOLLOY:  It  was  distinctly 
understood  that  as  soon  as  the  sixpenny 
telegrams  proved  a  financial  success,  as 
they  have  now  proved  to  be,  the  ad- 
dresses ahould  be  sent  free.  I  reoolleot 
that  both  the  hon.  Member  tor  Devon- 
port  and  myself  epoke  upon  the  subject, 
and  the  statement  of  the  then  Post- 
master General  was  that  it  would  be 
better  to  see  what  the  result  of  sixpenny 
telegrams  would  be  financially  before 
we  went  further.  We  hod  a  long  fight 
about  these  sixpenny  telegrams,  and  the 
prophecy  then  made  hue  now  been  ful- 
filled. Therefore  I  think  tbe  time  has 
now  arrived  when  the  inclusion  of  &ee 
addresses  should  at  any  rate  he  con- 
sidered. The  fact  that  tbe  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  once  received  a 
telegram  in  which  the  address  comprised 
1 7  words  is  of  no  importance  at  all ;  it  ia 
very  improbable  that  a  person  eeudine 
a  message  to  the  Postmaster  Generu 
would  say  "TheBight  Hon- John  Joseph 
Jones,  Her  Majesty's  Foetmaster 
General,"  and  so  on.  The  cheaper 
telegrams  are  made,  tbe  more  will  the 
telegraphs  be  need,  and  the  better  it 
will  be  for  the  commercial  prosperity  of 
the  country.  I  believe  that,  on  the 
average,  five  words  cover  addresses;  and 
therefore,  notwithstanding  the  opposi- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton,  I  trust  that  the  Go- 
vernment will  concede  the  boon  now 
asked  for. 

•Sib  hopes  LETHBEIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.) :  The  right  hon.  Gentlemoa 
the  Member  for  Wolverhampton  has 
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izoeption  to  the  propoaol  of  my 
iend  the  Uember  for  Bevonport 
Toimd  tliat  free  addreoflee  would 
ffe  an  unneoeasary  and  eztrava- 
niHeaoM  of  language ;  bat  surely 
loeesioa  in  this  direction  wonid 
ly  take  the  form  of  allowing  a 
nnmbei  of  words — say  four  or 
pass  free,  provided  these  words 
the  addreea.  -  I  can  oonceive  no 
ble  objection  to  snch  a  oonoession, 
really  amounts,  in  one  point  of 
a  reduction  in  the  general  price 
prams.  It  is  not  a  very  large 
on  for  the  Post  Office  to  make, 
uld  not  entail  a  heavy  charge 
le  revenue  of  the  Department. 
L  simply  increase  the  number  of 
ant  for  6d.  from  12  to  16  or  17, 
,  as  a  rule,  four  or  five  words  of 
egram  consists  of  addreaaee.  I 
It  my  right  bon.  Friend,  if  not 
11  at  Borne  early  period  see  his 
nake  this  concession. 
SANDBL  C088HAM  (Bristol, 
hile  we  have  no  right  to  expect 
I  Department  should  be  carried 
t  loss,  I  think  we  might  well 
lat  as  soon  as  sixpenny  messages 
a  profit  free  addreBses  should 
ly  or  partially  included.  I  be- 
at that  was  the  understanding 
e  system  of  sixpenny  telegrams 
iblisfaed. 

CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.l: 
the  telegraphs  passed  into  the 
if  the  Government  longer  mes- 
lan  at  present  could  be  eent  for 
3  within  the  Metropolis.  When 
emment  took  over  the  telegraphs 
<  was  at  once  doubled.  I  hope 
10  distant  time  the  experiment 

tried  of  innladiuK  addreases 
barge.  We  were  told,  when  eix- 
ilegrams  were  first  proposed,  that 
em  would  involve  a  terrible  loss 
Avenue,  and  the  right  hon.  Qen- 

the  then  Chancellor  of  the 
ler,   said  it   was  impossible  to 

out  with  success.  They  have 
jn  in  operation  for  some  years, 

experiment  has  proved  to  be 
ul,  and  I  think  the  time  has 
ived  when  it  would  be  wise  on 
t  of  the  Government  to  concede 
ressee.  It  would  not  entail  any 
ttble  additional  cost  upon  the 
Bee,  and  would,  nudoubtedly, 
p«at  advantage  to  the   public 
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*8iB  J.  FULESTON  :  I  should  ba 
willing  to  acquiesce  in  the  restriotioD  to 
five  words  for  the  address,  if  we  cut 
induce  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
aooept  that  as  an  instalment,  and  I 
believe  there  was  an  understanding, 
though  not,  perhaps,  a  bargain,  wiui 
tlia  right  bon.  Member  for  Bradford, 
that  the  inclusion  of  addresses  should 
be  considered  as  soon  as  a  financial 
equilibrium  was  established.  I  do  not 
tlunk  we  should  regard  the  Post  Office 
revenue  as  a  source  of  profit  only,  where 
the  general  interests  of  the  country  are 


•Ma.  SHAW  LBFEVRE:  I  feel  bound 
to  confirm  the  statoment  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton, that,  at  the  time  sixpenny 
telegrams  were  adopted,  there  was  ao 
understanding  whatever  come  to  at  the 
time  Uiat  there  was  to  be  a  return  to  tree 
addresses ;  and  the  difflcolty  chiefly  pat 
forward  waa  not  the  financial  one, 
but  it  was  the  large  number  of  words 
used  unneoessarily  in  addresses  when 
addreeaes  were  &ee.  It  was  found  that 
the  average  number  of  words  for  the 
names  and  addresses  of  sender  and 
sendee  was  13. 

•8iE  J.  PULESTON  :  I  think  the 
average  number  was  nine. 

•Mb.  SHAWLEFEVEE:  No;  IS,  and 
the  surplusage  involved  a  large  loss  in 
transmission,  which  was  saved  by 
abolishing  free  addresaes.  I  believe 
that  now  the  average  number  of  words 
required  for  names  and  addresses  has 
been  reduced  to  something  like  four. 
This  shows  a  saving,  botJi  to  the  publio 
and  to  the  Department,  in  the  cost  of 
transmitting  four  vords,  as  against  13. 
I  believe  the  Postmaster  Cbneral  would 
do  a  very  unwise  thing  if  he  were  to 
revert  to  the  old  aystem  of  free  addresses. 
It  cannot  be  done  without  greatly  in- 
creasing the  cost,  and  if  any  additional 
advantage  is  to  be  given  to  the  public, 
it  should  be  given  in  another  directioit. 
Sm  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  :  I  think 
the  country  ia  to  be  congratulated 
on  having  acquired  the  Channel 
cables,  and  on  making  the  aervioe 
a  public  one  for  the  country,  instead 
of  being  in  the  banda  of  a  company. 
I  hope  there  will  be  an  early  rednotioa 
in  the  ratea  now  charged  for  tele- 
grams  by  the  monopolist  companies. 
Although  I  believe  that  the  Postmaster 
General  is  inclined  to  do  his  best  for  the 
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public,  WB  all  know  thatenormone  prea- 
mre  haa  been  pat  apon  him  by  qwui- 
▼ested  intereetB.  I  tniet  that  the  adjast- 
a«nt  and  absorption  of  the  Bubmanae 
oable  Till  lead  to  a  considerable  reduo- 
iion  of  expenditure  as  well  as  an  im- 
proved eervioe.  Bo  far  as  the  neve- 
paper  telegrams  are  concerned,  for  my 
part,  I  am  very  willing  that  the  oountry 
should  submit  to  a  very  cheap  rate  in 
that  respect;  bat  I  think  that  some 
Buperrision  should  be  exercised  over  the 
telegframs  themselTes,  in  order  to  see 
that  the  news  ib  really  of  interest  to  the 
public,  or  that  the  money  is  not  expended 
on  messages  about  pugilism,  royalties, 
and  subjeota  of  that  kind.  As  to  tele- 
phones, there  is  a  very  convenient  aer- 
vice  in  Switzerland,  ^nd  I  do  not  see 
why  we  should  not  poBsess  similar  ad- 
vantages. With  regard  to  the  House 
itself,  it  is  most  inconvenient  to  have  to 
go  beyond  the  Outer  Lobby  in  order  to 
deepatoh  a  telegram.  The  journey  is 
not  only  long,  but  also  dangerous,  be- 
cause hon.  Members  are  liable  to  fall 
into  the  hands  of  strangers.  I  trust 
that  something  will  be  done  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  House  in  this  respect. 
Hk.  BAIKES  :  I  am  afraid  that  I 
osnuot  hold  out  any  hope  of  adopting 
free  addresses.  The  estimated  coat  of 
reverting  to  free  addresses  is  not  less 
than  £400,000  a-year,  and  he  would  be 
a  bold  Minister  indeed  who  would  hold 
out  a  proBpeot  of  incurring  such  a  loss 
is  restoring  the  old  system.  Uy  hon. 
Itiend  the  Member  for  Canterbury 
wishes  us  to  institute  a  roving  Oommis- 
sion  to  ascertain  how  the  Transatlantic 
and  other  submarine  cable  companies 
transact  their  business.  I  do  not  see 
how  such  an  inquiry  could  be  prosecuted, 
aa  we  have  no  right  to  overhaul  the 
books  of  those  companies  or  to  go  to 
Foreign  Powers  in  order  to  ascertain 
what  their  arrangements  are  with  these 
oompanies.  Therefore,  I  can  hold  out 
BO  hope  of  such  an  inquiry  being  insti- 
tnted.  The  hon.  Member  for  Forfar- 
diire  (Mr.  Barclay)  has  made  a  suKges- 
tion  which  I  will  mention  ifi  order  to 
ooneot  a  mistake  into  which  some  hon. 
ICembers  have  fallen.  There  is  no  in- 
tention on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  acquire  the  telephones  by  purchase. 
I  may,  in  conclusion,  take  this  oppor- 
tunity  of  referring  to  the  grievous  loss 
the  Telegraph  Department  has  just 
•tutoined  in  the  death  of  Mr.  Patey, 
8tr  O.  Camphttt 


who  was  a  most  competent  public  sw- 
vant.  His  loss  is  deeply  felt,  and  his 
memory  is  endeared  to  aJI  who  had  tha 
advantage  of  serving  under  him. 
*SiB  J.  SWINBURNE :  If  aU  of  tha 
small  railway  stations  were  made  tele- 
graph offices,  I  think  that  would  do 
away  with  the  difficulty  in  regard  t» 
porterage  in  the  rural  districta. 
♦Mr.  HENNIKBE  HEATON  :  I 
desire  to  know  whether  the  Fostmastev 
General  is  satisfied  with  the  amount 
which  the  cable  oompanies  pay  to  the 
Government  for  the  nse  of  the  wires? 
That  amount  is,  I  maintain,  very  much 
less  than  it  ought  to  be. 

Mb.  LABOUOHEBE  :  I  should 
like  to  recall  the  attention  of  tha 
Postmastor  General  to  a  matter  I  re- 
ferred to  at  the  end  of  last  Sessiou — 
namely,  the  case  of  a  postmaster  in  a 
country  town  who  has  been  elected 
Mayor  of  that  toivn.  I  should  like  to 
know  how  this  public  functionary  can 
fulfil  his  duties  to  the  municipality- 
attending  meetings  of  the  Town  Council, 
meetings  of  Committees,  and  so  on — 
and  at  the  same  time  discharge  Ma  dufy 
as  postmaster  ?  I  also  understand  that 
this  person  is  agent  for  the  Sun  In- 
surance Company,  and  I  wish  to  know 
whether  it  is  permissible,  under  the 
Post  Office  Begulations,  for  a  postmaster 
to  occupy,  with  matters  of  this  kind, 
the  time  be  should  be  devoting  tq  the 
service  of  the  Post  Office  ? 

Thx  CHAIEMAN :  The  subject  the 
hon.  Member  is  raising  U  not  relevant 
to  this  Vote. 

•Mb.  HENNIKEK  HEATON :  If  I 
do  not  receive  a  reply  on  the  subject  of 
the  charges  to  the  cable  companies,  I 
shall  feel  oblfged  to  move  a  reduotiou  of 
the  Tote.  These  Companies  are  paying 
£41,000  a-year  to  the  Government  for 
the  nse  of  their  wires,  which  I  submit  ia 
larly  enough.  One  of  the  oom- 
panies is  only  paying  £6,000,  whereas  it 
should  be  paying  £20,000.  No  steps, 
I  believe,  are  being  taken  to  aaoertaia 
the  amount  of  bueinees  that  the  com- 
panies do,  which,  I  tlunk,  is  a  great 
mistake. 

Ma.  BAIKES  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
wishes  the  Ch>vernment  to  moke  aa 
inquiry  into  the  matter  in  ordet 
to  ascertain  the  amount  of  profit  earned 
by  the  Cable  Company,  I  must  repeat 
what  I  have  already  stated — namely, 
that  the  subject  is  not  a  proper  one  for 
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OoTemment  investigation.  Wlien  we 
put  up  a  wire  for  a  company  we  make 
a  ohwge  sufficient  to  yield  a  fair  profit 
and  Dover  the  ooet  of  repairs,  and  that 
ia  all  the  answer  which  I  can  give  the 
hon.  Uembsr.  As  to  the  amount  of 
money  which  the  people  who  use  the 
wires  make  under  the  arrangement,  that 
is  a  matter  which  lies  wholly  outside  the 
oonoideratioQ  of  the  Govemmeiit. 
Vote  agreed  to. 

CIVIL  SERVICES. 

Class  I. 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Uuestion  pro- 


,  not  eiceediDg  £TS,3G5,  be 


posed, 


Faiks  and  Pl«aiure  Gardenl." 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northamp- 
ton) :  I  desire  to  move  the  radnction  of 
this  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £1,000  in 
nepeot  of  the  expenditure  en  Bichmond 
Park.  In  round  numbers  the  amount 
•xpended  on  this  park  is,  I  think, 
£4,600  per  annum.  Well,  looking  at 
the  cost  of  police  and  the  probable  cost 
of  mending  the  roads — which  cannot  be 
vety  much,  considering  the  small  amount 
of  traffic — there  must  be  something  like 
£3,000  spent  on  the  trees  and  grass  in 
the  park.  We  on  this  eide  of  the  House, 
ta  a  rule,  are  not  able  to  have  great 
parks  of  our  own ;  but  I  appeal  to  the 
landed  interest  on  the  other  side.  I  ask 
whether,  if  an  hon.  Member  had  a  park 
of  3,000  or  3,000  acres,  the  roads  being 
maintained,  he  would  think  of  expending 
£3,000  a  year  on  it  ?  Yet  that  is  what  is 
done  in  the  case  of  Richmond  Park. 
How  the  money  ie  spent  or  squandered 
I  bare  no  clear  idea.  There  are  some 
oalves  in  the  park — some  with  horns  and 
•ome  without — and  we  are  told  that  they 
ooet  a  great  deal  of  money,  but  I  doubt 
whether,  in  private  deer  parks,  owners 
dream  of  spending  as  much  as  £3,000 
a  ^ear  because  of  these  animals.  I 
think  that  this  Vote  is  excessive,  and 
that  in  moving  this  reduction  I  am 
altogether  within  the  mark.  I  am  certain 
that  Biobmond  Park  could  be  well  main- 
tained for  £2,000  a  year. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £77,995,  be 
granted  for  the  said  servioe." — (Hr,  Za- 


Mb.  8.  BUXTON  (Tower  Hamletsr 
Poplar) :  X  should  like  to  ask  to  ask 
why  it  ia  that  we  have  the  charge  for 
park-keepers  and  Mtekeepers  lumped 
together,  instead  of  being  given  sepa- 
rately, in  the  Estimates,  and  also  I 
should  like  to  ask  for  an  explanation 
of  the  increase  under  this  head  ? 

*Thx  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  PLintKET.  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  It  would  not  be  reasonable 
for  me  to  go  through  all  the  items  of 
expenditure  in  connection  with  the 
maintenance  of  this  park ;  but  I  can  as- 
sure the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
that  the  GnTemment  have  been  doing 
what  they  can,  especially  in  recent  years, 
to  reduce  the  expenditure  for  Richmond 
Park,  as  well  as  for  the  other  parks. 
It  is,  however,  impoeelble  that  we  can 
have  such  a  handsome  park  as  that  at 
Richmond  maintained  as  cheaply  as  an 
ordinary  private  park.  In  answer  to 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Poplar,  I  may  explain  that  the  in- 
creased  expense  this  year  for  park- 
keepers  and  gatekeepet's  is  due  to  the 
fact  that  we  have  had  to  make  some 
provision  for  the  superannuation  of  con- 
stables who,  under  the  new  arrange* 
ment  as  to  St.  James's  and  the  Green 
Parks,  will  no  longer  be  in  our 
service.  There  will,  however,  be  an 
ultimate  saving  of  expense  when  the 
arrangement  is  completed,  and  police 
duty  will  be  performed  by  the  keepers 
in  conjunction  with  their  ordinary 
work. 

Mk.  8.  BUXTON :  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  has  not  answered  my  ques- 
tion. I  desire  to  know  why  this  item 
for  keepers  is  put  down  in  a  lump  sum  ? 
*Me.  PLUNKET  :  I  am  afraid  I  can 
give  no  further  explanation. 

Ma.  LABOUCHERE :  I  do  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  has  given  a 
reasonable  answer  to  my  criticism.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  we  cannot 
expect  to  keep  up  a  public  park  as 
cheaply  as  a  private  park.  I  do  not 
ask  him  to  keep  up  Biohroond  Park  as 
cheaply,  but  what  I  say  is  that  the 
owner  of  a  private  park  would  make 
some  profit  out  of  bis  property  by 
grszing,  and,  granting  that  we  do  not 
attempt  to  mue  a  profit  in  that  way, 
surely  £2,000  is  enough  to  be  out  of 
pocket.  I  trust  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man wilt  give  me  some  explanation  of 
the  matter,  for  the  public  outside  take 
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a  Btreng  view  of  thwe  mattan,  and  may 
fluspeot  that  the  part  of  this  money  goes 
into  the  pocket  of  §omebody  or  other. 
I  see  we  hare  a  hailiff  of  the  Boyal 
Parke  who  has  to  look  after  bU  the  Boyal 
Parks  for  £700  a-year;  we  have  a 
Banger,  a  Superintendent  at  a  salary  of 
£346,  and  an  Aeaistant  Saperinteadent 
at  £150  per  annum.  There  is,  besides 
this,  a  large  sum  paid  to  gamekeepers 
— ^though  I  do  not  find  them  in  the 
Estimates.  I  protested  against  the  pay- 
ment for  gamskeepers  OTor  and  over 
again,  and  at  last  the  item  disappeared, 
bat  the  individuals  did  not— they  re- 
mained. They  do  very  mnoh  the  same 
thing,  but  they  are  not  called  "  game- 
keepers." TMs  shows  how  neoeosary  it 
is  to  look  into  these  matters.  I  should 
like  to  ask  how  many  persons  "  make  a 

food  thing  "  out  of  Bichmond  Park  ? 
here  are  a  oonsiderabls  number  of 
houses  there  granted  by  Her  Uajesty, 
and  there  are  gardens  round  those 
houses.  I  should  like  to  know  if  the 
gardeners  who  attend  to  these  gardens 
are  paid  out  of  tbia  Vote  ? 
*Me.  PLIJNKET  was  understood  to 
deny  the  justice  of  the  personal  impu- 
tations suggested  in  the  obserrations 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton, 
and  to  say  that  it  would  take  two  or 
three  days  to  give  the  hon.  Uember 
the  information  he  asked  for. 

Ma.  OONYBBAEE  (OomwaU,  0am- 
bome):  I  must  take  esception  to  the 
air  of  innocenoe  assamed  oy  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  says  it  would 
take  three  days  to  giro  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  the  information  he 
asks  for.  Well,  I  contend  that,  even  if 
it  took  three  weeks  to  give  it,  the  right 
hOQ.  Gentleman's  duty  is  to  offer  that 
information.      1   desire  to   know — and 


Bangers  and  Deputy  Bangers  we  see 
put  down  in  thie  Vote  P  Is  the  Ranger 
a  Boyal  personage— is  he  a  pluralist — 
and  what  work  does  he  do  for  his  pay  V 
I  am  told  that  the  Banger  of  Green 
Park  is  a  Boyal  personage,  but  I  hare 
never  seen  him  looking  after  the  gate- 
keepers and  tumoocks  there.  If  I  do 
not  get  any  information  oa  this  point  I 
ahalT  more  to  report  Progress. 

•Ma.  PLUNKET:  The  Banger— as 
the  hon.  Uember  himself  must  know — 
ie  His  Boyal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
Cambridge. 

Mr.  Lniatiehart 
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Ma.  CX)NTBE&BS:  I  did  not  know 
anything  of  the  sort 
*Mb.  FLTTNKET:  The  Banger  haa 
a  considerable  authorify  over  the  parka, 
and  I  have  often  derived  advantage  from 
his  advice  and  co-operation. 

Ma.  CONTBEABE:  I  thank  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  usefnl 
pieoe  of  information  he  has  given.  I 
may  remark  that  I  am  not  in  the  habit 
of  putting  questions  to  waste  the  time 
of  the  Oommittee — I  put  questiona  to 
elicit  information,  as  I  have  a  right  to 
do.  How  on  earth  am  I  to  know  the 
various  offlaee  of  these  Boyal  Dukee  and 
hangers-on?  With  ragard  to  the  Bangor 
of  these  parks,  Z  must  say  it  seeois  to 
me  that  the  Ooiomander-iii-Chief  of  Her 
Majesty's  Forces  ought  to  have  enough 
to  do  in  connection  with  his  military 
duties  without  having  to  occupy  his  tims 
with  these  pettifoggmg  duties  in  otm- 
nection  with  the  parks. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  7fi; 
Noes  144.— (Div.  List,  No.  48.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  MTJNBO  f  EBGU80N  (Leith) :  I 
wish  to  call  attention  to  the  question  of 
Constitution  Hill — a  subject  which  was 
discuased  the  other  day  iu  connection 
with  another  matter.  I  take  this  the 
earliest  appcminity  of  again  raising  the 
subject.  I  observe  that  a  number  of 
Members  base  their  opposition  to  Oon- 
stitotion  Hill  being  ^osed  except  to 
privileged  persons  on  the  groundthat 
they  are  not  included  in  the  list,  but  I 
am  dieposedto  think  that  if  the  Members 
of  this  House  were  admitted  to  die 
privilege,  the  chances  of  the  public 
claim  to  use  the  road  being  fairly  con- 
sidered would  be  in  no  degrae  augmen- 
ted. I  think  this  drive  should  be  open 
ou  the  ground  of  public  convenieaoo. 
OoDstitution  Hill  forms  a  direst  line 
between  important  districts  of  the 
Metropolis— for  ezsmple,  from  this 
House  to  Hyde  Park  Corner.  In  the 
same  way  as  the  drive  across  tha 
Horse  Guards  Parade,  now  opened 
to  the  public,  is  a  great  public 
convenience,  so  would  the  benefit 
of  opening  Oonstitutian  Hill  he  felt. 
Now  we  have  to  take  a  detour  by  St. 
James's  and  Piccadilly,  or  go  round  by 
that  huge  enclosure,  Bnckiagham 
Palace  Gudens.  One  point  raised  ia 
this  i^soussion  is  the  privacy  ofBuoking- 
ham  Palace  Gardens.  I  do  not  know  that 
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then  is  anyone  in  Buobrngrhsm  Fslooe 
for  whom  piivaOT  is  required.  Of 
ixmrse,  any  time  Her  Majesty  is  at  the 
Palace  it  vould  be  perfectly  simple  to 
hare  the  road  olosed.  Bat  even  n 
the  whole  front  of  the  Falaoe  is  used 
Tehioular  traffic,  and  I  think  that  the 

3'  ;ht  boo.  Qentleman  himself  wonld 
mit  that  the  privacy  of  the  Palac 
already  secured  as  far  as  it  may  be  by 
the  enclosure  of  Buckingham  Palace 
Gardens-  I  think  another  reason  for 
■apportinff  the  openiug  of  the  Hill  is 
that  the  list  is  an  absurd  relic  of 
privilege  which  ought  to  be  abolished. 
Zbeg  to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Tote 
by  £100. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  £78,295,  be  granted  for  the  said 
aervice." — {Mr.  Jftmro  Ftrguion.') 

«Mb.  HEBBEBT  OABDNER  (Essex. 
Sa£fW>n  Walden):  I  rise  with  the  utmost 
pleasure  to  support  the  proposition  of 
my  hon.  Friend.  It  seems  to  me  so 
nasanable  and  moderate  that  It  ought 
to  command  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Flunket).  But  if 
for  some  official  reason  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  unable  to  give  it  his  inde- 
pendent consideration,  I  think  it  might 
well  claim  the  support  of  Members 
opposite.  Members  of  Parliament  had 
formerly  the  exclusive  privilege  of 
driving  in  cabs  to  the  House  of  Commons 
through  Storey's  Gate.  That  privilege 
is  now  taken  away  from  thom,  and 
shared  by  the  general  public.  And  in 
regard  to  Riohmond  Park,  it  was  stated 
in  a  previous  debate  that  formerly 
tiie  Banger  would  only  allow  carriages 
to  pass  round  the  Fark.  Ka  one 
on  this  side  holds,  and  I  do  not 
believe  hon.  Members  opposite  would 
hold,  that  only  carriages  should  be  per- 
mitted in  these  places.  But  on  Oonstitu- 
tion  Hill  not  only  are  carriages  the  only 
vehicles  allowed,  but  absolutely  not 
everybody's  carriaga— only  the  carriages 
of  a  small  minority  of  ladies  and  gentle- 
men who  have  that  especial  privilege, 
which  ia  called  the  tntrii.  What 
we  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  do  is  to  opAu  the  roadway,  and 
to  relieve  the  congested  districts  on 
either  side  of  the  Park.  The  ri|;ht 
hon.  Gentleman  knows  that  it  has  often 
been  suggested  that  a  road  should  be 
made  from  the  North  of  London  down 
to  the  Thames  in  order  to  relieve  the 
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crowded  traffic  of  Bond  Street  and  St. 
James's  Street.  All  who  live  in  that 
part  of  London  know  how  inconvenient 
it  is  at  times.  AU  we  ask  the  right 
hon.  Clontlaman  to  do  is  to  open 
a  road  win  whioh  is  paid  for  and 
maintained  by  the  taxpayer,  and  not 
reserve  it  to  the  use  of  a  small  minority 
of  ladies  and  gentlemen  who,  I 
believe,  pay  their  taxes,  although  I  am 
not  certain  whether  they  do  so 
in  all  oases.  X  ask  Her  Ma  jeep's 
O^vemment  to  consider  this  subject  on 
the  grounds  that  the  roadway  is  main- 
tained by  the  taxpayer,  that  to  open  it 
would  be  to  relieve  a  congested  distrio^ 
and  that  it  would  abolish  an  absurd 
system  of  privilege  which  is  now  com- 
pletely out  of  date. 

*Ma.  SHAW  LEPEVEE :  ThU 
anbjevt  has  already  been  discussed 
once  this  Session,  and  I  think  there 
will  be  no  desire  to  discuss  it  at. any 
length.  I  will  make  a  suggestion 
which  might  remedy  the  inconvenience 
complained  of.  It  would  be,  no  doubt, 
an  enormous  convenience  to  the  public 
to  have  a  short  out  from  Hyde  Park 
Oomsr  to  Buckingham  Gate.  It 
would  be  a  great  relief  to  the  traffic. 
But  I  have  always  felt  in  regard  to 
Constitution  Hill  that  it  is  a  narrow 
roadway  with  trees  on  either  side.  If 
the  road  were  opened  to  the  public,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  cut  down  the 
trees  on  one  side,  and  for  ray  part  I  would 
have  very  great  hesitation  in  doing  that. 
It  is  one  of  the  most  beautiful  walks 
in  London,  and  it  would  be  a  very 
serious  detriment  to  the  Park  if  we 
were  to  cut  down  the  trees.  I  have 
often  thought  that  a  new  road  might 
be  made  from  the  bottom  of  Hamilton 
Place  to  Buckingham  Gate.  There  is 
already  a  broad  walk  there  whioh  lies 
for  the  first  half  of  the  distance  in 
a  kind  of  dell,  and  is  well  adapted  for 
a  b  road  road.  If  that  were  done,  it 
would  avoid  the  necessity  of  cutting 
doWn  the  trees  on  Constitution  HilL 
The  difficulty  would  be  solved,  and  a 
new  road  would  be  opened  for  traffic, 
while  Constitution  Hill  oould  be  re- 
served solely  to  the  use  of  Her  Majesty, 
and  the  existing  privilege  extended  to 
'n  number  of  people  would  thus 
shed.  I  throw  out  the  sugges- 
tion to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  is 
one  whioh  has  often  occurred  to  me,  and 
which,  had  I  been  longer   in  the 
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position  which  he  nov  oocaples,  I  had 
thought  of  submitting  to  the  House.  At 
any  rate,  I  think  it  is  a  better  mode  of 
dealing  with  the  case  than  that  of  cutting 
down  iha  trees  on  Constitution  Hill. 

*Mr.  PLUNKET:  Any  suggestion 
oaming  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  has  previously  filled  the  office  I  now 
hare  the  honour  to  bold,  will,  of  course,  be 
Teoeired  by  me  with  the  greatest  possible 
oonaideratioa  ;  but,  as  this  suggestion 
oomes  now  before  me  for  the  first  time, 
I  cannot  at  present  exprese  any  opinion 
upon  it.  Constitution  Hill  has  always 
been  regarded  aa  Her  Majesty's  private 
drive  in  oonneotion  with  Buckingham 
Palace.  I  admit  that  there  is  a  certain 
amount  of  inconvenience  in  this  arrange- 
ment to  a  certain  portion  of  the  people ; 
but  Constitution  Hill  is  open  for  all 
the  purposes  of  foot  passengers,  and 
it  is  only  those  who  drive  in  carriages 
or  oabs  who  will  be  favoured  if  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Gtentleman  were 
adopted.  The  suggestion,  however,  is 
one  that  does  not  affect  the  public 
generally ;  and  it  is  not  probable  that 
uioee  from  whom  it  really  emanates 
would  be  glad  to  see  omnibuses  admitted 
aa  well  ae  cabs. 

Ub.  LABOnCHEBK :  Hear,  hear! 
•Ma.  PLUNKET :  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Gontleman  would  also  like  to  see  tram- 
cars  there  ? 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  :  Hear,  hear ! 
•Mb.  PLUNKET:  Well,  I  confess 
that  I  am  unable  to  take  that  view. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  spoke  of  our  closing 
Constitution  Hill. 

Mb.  MUNEO  FERGUSON  :  I  think 
1  used  the  words  "  partial  closing." 
•Mb.  PLUNKET :  The  word  I  ob- 
jected to  was  "closing."  Instead  of 
dosing  or  partially  closing  the  Royal 
Parks,  we  have  done  all  we  can  to  render 
them  more  accessible  (o  the  public;  and  I 
will  only  now  repeat  that  I  will  con- 
aider  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northamp- 
ton) :  The  right  hon.  Geotleman  says  I 
am  in  favour  of  omnibuses  and  cabs 
going  up  CoDStitutinn  Hill,  and  so  I  am, 
while,  personally,  I  should  not  have  the 
elightest  objection  to  tram-cars.  Does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  know  that 
omnibuses  and  caba  are  not  esoluded 
irom  the  Green  Park  and  the  Mall, 
while  they  are  only  excluded  from  a 
Mr.  Shaui  I^ftvre 


portion  of  Hyde  Fork  on  the  ground 
that  80  many  private  carriages  go  there 
to  make  a  sort  of  spectacular  show  for 
we  poor  foot-passengers  who  go  to  look 
at  them.  I  cannot  see  why  the  cab 
which  starts  from  Marlborough  House 
and  goes  along  the  Mall,  and  might  go 
through  Buckingham  Gate,  passing 
right  under  the  windows  of  the  Palace, 
should  not  be  allowed  to  tnm  up  Oon- 
atitu^on  Hill.  The  right  hoa.  Gentle- 
man says  Constitution  Hill  ought  not  to 
be  opened  because  it  has  never  been 
dosed. 
•Mb.  PLUNKET :  No. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  :  Well,  that  ia 
how  it  appeared  to  me ;  and  I  say  thero 
is  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be  opened, 
and  I  have  never,  although  I  have  often 
heard  the  matter  discussed  in  thisHouse, 
heard  a  single  good  reason  urged  against 
that  proposal.  Here,  in  the  centre  of 
London,  is  a  large  space,  having  on  one 
side  a  park  and  on  the  other  a  lai^ 
garden,  between  which  runs  a  road 
which  is  predsdy  the  road  required  for 
the  use  of  the  public.  I  am  convinced 
that  if  hon.  Gentlemen  vote  for  this 
proposal  in  sufficient  numbers.  Her 
Majesty  will  most  readily  grant  tho 
boon  to  Her  subjects,  f  do  not  think, 
however,  that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
have  been  quite  candid  on  the  subject ; 
on  the  contrary,  I  think  they  have  mis- 
stated the  strong  feeling  which  exists  on 
the  part  of  the  people  upon  the  subject ; 
and  I  think  we  ought  to  ooa,vey  that 
feeling  in  the  vote  we  ore  about  to  give 
on  this  question.  I  may  say  that  I 
think  the  counter-proposal  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  is  a 
most  astounding  one.  He  says,  "Let 
us  leave  this  road  sacred  to  Royalty,  and 
have  a  new  one."  This  road  is  main- 
tained at  the  public  cost,  and  he  wishea 
it  to  be  left  only  for  the  use  of  Membra 
on  the  Royal  Family.  But  there  are 
the  Privy  GouncillorB  also,  and  are  they 
to  exduded  ?  And  what  about  those 
Elysian  Fields  that  are  now  considered 
sacred  to  nursemaidsandohildren?  Why 
should  the  road  be  kept  for  the  exclu- 
sive use  of  the  Queen  ?  I  am  sure  Her 
Majesty  is  not  in  the  least  anxious  to 
have  a  road  eacred  to  her.  The  reason 
why  the  public  are  not  permitted  to 
drive  along  Constitution  Hill  is  not  on 
account  of  any  objection  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty,  but  because  a  few  persons 
like  the  swagger  of  being  able  to  driva 
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alon^  it  while  tlie  pnblio  are  obliged  to 
walk.  That  is  the  resBon  why  (>)n9ti- 
tation  Hill  is  to  be  kept  shut  from 
eeneral  yehicular  traffic.  Tou,  Ur. 
Courtney,  will  temember  very  well  what 
happened  in  the  Reign  ot  Oeoree  HI. 
Ton  will  remember  tixai  an  Irisn  gen- 
tleman asked  Hr.  Pitt  for  the  priviTege 
of  dririag  along  Oonstitution  Hill,  but 
Ur.  Pitt  said — "  I  cannot  give  you  that ; 
but  aa  you  hare  been  a  faithful  serraiit 
of  the  public  and  roted  for  everything  I 
wanted,  I  will  make  you  an  Irish  Peer." 
That  la  the  sort  of  privilege  this  ezoln- 
nvenees  has  been  considered.  The  road 
is  not  to  be  kept  open  for  the  benefit  of 
the  public,  but  in  favour  of  a  few  privi- 
leged Brahmins  who  want  to  drive 
along  it,  to  the  exclusion  ot  everybody 
else.  I  do  hope  we  shall,  by  the  vote 
that  will  be  given  on  this  question,  show 
that  there  are  a  ooneiderable  number  of 
Uembers  of  this  House  who  think  it 
can  do  no  harm  to  allow  the  public  the 
use  of  a  road  which  is  maintained  at 
considerable  public  espense. 

Ma.  G.  A.  CAVENDISH  BEN- 
TINCK  (Cumberland,  Whitehaven) : 
Althongh  I  do  not  remember  the  time 
of  G«orge  IH.,  I  do  remember  the  dis- 
cussion about  throwing  open  the  road 
between  Ifarlborough  House  and 
Storey's  Gate,  and  that  I  took  some  part 
in  bringing  about  the  result.  That  pro- 
posal was  grounded  upon  the  fact  that 
it  could  not  interfere  with  the  privi- 
leges of  the  Boyal  Family.  In  the  same 
way  I  do  not  see  that  the  user  of  Con- 
stitution Hill  would  by  any  means  inter- 
fere with  the.  privileges  of  the  Boyal 
Pamily ;  and  therefore,  as  I  under- 
stand the  reduction  of  the  Vote  ii 
moved  in  order  to  obtain  the  sense 
of  the  Committee  on  that  proposal, 
I  shall  think  it  my  duty  to  follow 
the  hon.  Member  into  the  Lobby- 
Well,  Bir,  I  also  at  that  time  proposed 
that  a  roadw^  should  be  made  across 
St.  James's  Park  Ornamental  Water. 
The  pronoaal  did  not  find  favour  at  the 
time  either  with  the  authorities  or  with 
the  House  of  Commons.  But  I  rise  to 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  user  to  a  moderate  extent  of 
Constitution  Hill  can  by  no  means  ii 
terfere  with  the  enjoyment  of  it  by 
Boyal^;  and  therefoie  I  shall  feet  it 
my  duty  to  follow  the  hon.  Member  into 
the  Lobby.  With  regard  to  the  sug- 
gestion to  open  a  road  from  Hamilton 


Place  across  the  Qreen  Park,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bitid- 
ford  has  already  made  such  a  wilderness 
of  that  part  of  London,  and  his  attempts 
to  make  Hyde  Park  Comer  an  orna- 
mental part  of  the  Metropolis  are  such  a 
conspicuous  failure,  not  only  by  the 
removal  of  the  Ardi,  sinking  it  down 
into  a  place  where  it  was  never  intended 
to  stana,  but  turning  it  sideways  to  the 
main  road,  where  it  is  an  object  of  ridi- 
cule, and  also  by  placing  in  the  open 
space  an  absurd  statue,  that  I  look  with 
g^«at  suspicion  on  any  proposal  coming 
from  the  same  quarter. 

Mr.  BBADIiAUGH :  Shall  I  be  in 
order  in  drawing  attention  on  this  Vote 
to  inalosures  in  Greenwich  Park  f 

*Thb  CHAIKMAN  :  Not  untU  the 
Question  before  the  Committee  is  dis- 
poeedof. 

*Ur.  di  lisle  (Leicestershire,  Mid) : 
I  shall  support  this  Motion,  not  only 
for  reasons  more  or  leas  the  same  as  those 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  but  also  became 
I  have  a  fnrther  and  ulterior  object  in 
view — namely,  the  opening  up  of  the 
Mall  to  Trafalgar  Sqnareandso  relieving 
the  present  congestion  of  traffic  &om  the 
West  by  FiocadiUy.  There  is  really  no 
difficulty  in  opening  Constitution  Hill. 
The  road  is  a  good  width  already,  and 
if  the  footpath  on  the  left  aide  going 
downwards  from  the  Archway  were 
thrown  into  the  road,  it  would  be  about 
as  wide  as  the  Strand  is  in  some  places. 
This  would  entail  the  loss  of  not  more 
than  4  or  6  trees.  The  fnrther  end  of 
the  Mall  is  now  of  no  use  to  anybody, 
but  if  out  through  Spring  Gardens  into 
Trafalgar  Square,  the  great  open  Boule- 
vard connecting  Kensington  and 
Enightsbridge  with  the  Strand  and  the 
Embankment  would  be  one  of  the  finest 
in  Europe,  not  to  speak  of  the  relief  to 
traffic  in  Piccadilly  and  the  convenience 
of  Members  of  Parliament  living  is 
Kensington  and  Knightsbridge. 

•Mil.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  My  alterna- 
tive proposal  was  made  under  the  idea 
that  if  Constitution  HiU  were  opened  up, 
it  would  be  necessary  to  widen  it,  and  in 
order  to  do  so  a  number  of  trees  would 
have  to  be  cut  down,  which  would  be  a 
great  misfortune.  It  was  only  in  that 
view  that  I  made  the  suggestion,  and  if 
it  should  turn  out  that  I  am  mistaken, 
I  will  gladly  advocate  the  opening  o 
CoUstitution  HiU. 
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The  Committee  dmded : — Ayes  7S'; 
Nose  80.— (Div.  List,  No.  49). 

Ori^nol  Queation  again  proposed. 

Me.  PHILIPPS  [Lanark,  Mjdj :  It 
leemB  to  me  to  be  unfair  to  the  country 
oonBtituenciee  that  they  should  be  called 
upon  to  pay  a  larje  sum  for  the  Parka 
aad  Pleasure  OroundB  of  London. 
Here,  in  this  Estimate,  is  a  snm  of 
£2,305  far  Richmond  Park,  of  £2,232 
for  Qreenwich  Park,  of  £10,060  for 
Regent's  Park,  of  £38,82S  for  St. 
James's,  the  Green,  and  Hyde  Parks, 
£2,883  for  Bnshey  Park,  aad  £937  for 
Hampton  Court  Park.  I  eepeoially 
omit  all  mention  of  Blew  Uardeos, 
beoanse  firom  that  place  other  parts  of 
the  oonntry  may  be  supposed  to  derive 
some  benefit,  seeing  that  Eew  is  an 
experimental  station.  But  with  regard 
to  the  other  parks,  it  muit  be  remem. 
bered  that  London  is  the  richest  plane 
in  the  world,  and  I  maintain  that 
Londoners  ought  to  pay  for  their  own 
mrks,  because,  although  they  are  called 
Boyal  parks,  they  are  really  nothing 
else  than  pleasure  grounds  for  the 
benefit  of  the  people  of  London,  and ; 
therefore,  they  should  be  maintained 
solely  by  Londoners.  London  can  well 
afford  to  do  that ;  if  it  wants  money  it  is 
only  needful  to  put  a  tax  on  ground 
landlords,  and  you  will  get  plenty.  The 
Vote  altogether  is  £90,000,  aDd|I  protest 
that  this  is  a  great  deal  too  large  a  sum 
for  people  in  distant  parts  of  the  country 
to  be  called  upon  to  pay  for  the  benefit 
of  rich  Londoners.  I  therefore  move 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £62,244, 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  £26,105  be  granted  for  the 
said  Service."— (^r.  Phii^pt.) 

•Ma.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green, 
N.E.] :  I  cannot  support  the  Amend- 
ment. If  Londoners  are  to  have  those 
parks  under  their  own  oontrol,  no  doubt 
they  will  be  well  satisfied  to  pay  for 
them.  But  the  people  of  London  have 
scarcely  what  can  be  called  even  a 
part  proprietary  right  in  them ;  they 
LsTe  only  the  right  to  walk  in  them, 
just  as  people  coming  to  London  &om 
other  parts  of  the  oonntry  hare.  Those 
parks  are,  to  all  intents  and  purposes, 
national  parks,  and  not  London  parks. 
They  are  merely  London  parks  because 
they  happen  to  be  situated,  in  the 
Metropolis. 


Db.  OLABK  (Caithness):  I  am 
astonished  at  my  hon.  Friend  talking  of 
these  as  national  parks.  On  his  prin- 
ciple every  park  in  every  large  city  in 
the  three  kingdoms  is  a  national  park 
in  the  same  sense.  I  think  the  time 
has  come  when  the  expense  of  main- 
taining the  parks  ought  to  be  borne  by 
the  people  of  London,  whioh,  through 
its  County  Council,  has  oontrol  of  its  own 
affairs.  You  must  remember  that  when 
any  unfortunate  prorinoial  comes  to  Lon- 
don he  leaves  a  great  deal  with  the 
lodging'house  keepers,  and  thus  enables 
them  to  pay  their  ratea.  The  people 
in  the  country  ought  nut  to  be  called 
upon  to  maintain  parks  for  the  benefit 
of  the  wealthy  people  of  London.  It  is 
all  very  well  to  say  that  the  Govern- 
ment make  a  nant  towards  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Botanic  Gardens  at  Edin- 
bui^h.  But,  after  all,  it  is  only  a 
miserable  Vote,  and  you  are  doing  yonr 
beet  to  take  it  away  from  ns. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  52  ; 
Noes  100.— (Div.  List,  No.  50.) 

*Mr.  CREMEE  (Shoreditcb,  Hagger- 
Bton) :  I  am  sorry  to  intervene  at  this 
stage  of  the  proceedings,  and  I  only  do 
BO  because  I  feel  it  incumbent  upon  me 
to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
£500.  I  make  this  Motion  as  a  protest 
against  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
in  depriving  the  people  of  London  of 
the  right  of  meeting  in  St.  James's  Park. 
The  people  of  London  are  compelled,  in 
common  with  the  rest  of  tbeii  country- 
men, to  maintain  the  Park.  The  Oo- 
vemment  have  absolutely  prohibited 
the  people  &om  meeting  in  Trafalgar 
Square,  and  six  or  eight  months  ago  I 
pointed  out  to  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  and  the  Home  Secretary  that 
there  was  a  capital  alternative  site,  that 
site  being  the  Horse  Guards'  Parade. 
The  Home  Secretary  promised  to  take 
the  question  into  his  oonsideratiou,  and 
after  four  months'  deliberation  he 
announced  to  the  House  that  the 
Government  had  oome  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  the  people  ought  not  to  bs 
permitted  to  meet  at  mat  place.  X 
think  it  is  one  of  the  very  beat  sites  in 
London  for  meeting  purposes.  It  ia 
exceedingly  quiet,  tne  spot  belongs  to 
the  people,  there  are  no  privileged 
olassee  so  fax  as  I  am  aware  who  have 
any  more  right  to  it  than  we  have,  and 
yet  we  are  ahnt  out  from  it.    Even  the 
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Home  Secretary  admita  that  the  people 
onght  to  have  some  place  of  meeting. 
It  IS  impoBeible  for  lu  to  raise  £I00, 
£lbO,  or  £200  with  which  to  pay  for 
halla  in  whioh  to  meet  and  expreu  oar 
diffennoefl  with  varions  OoTemmeBta, 
or  to  TmtiUte  our  grieraaoefl,  real  or 
imaginary,  and  no  matter  what  Qoreni- 
ment  is  in  office  the  people  vill  alwayi 
have  something  to  say  in  regard  to 
the  doings  of  the  Qovemmsnt.  It 
will  be  exceedingly  dangeraus,  and, 
I  believe,  the  Home  Seoretazy  prao- 
tioally  admitted  this  view  of  the  matter, 
to  attempt  to  prevent  the  people  from 
meeting  to  ventilate  their  grievances 
The  Horse  Quards  Parade  ib  a  centre 

rnpon  which  the  people  from 
east,  west,  north,  and  south 
oonld  converge ;  a  gathering  of  peo- 
|de  there  would  not  iutenere  with 
the  oomfort  or  convenienoe  of  any  in- 
habitants, nnther  will  the  traffic  of  the 
Metrtmolis  be  interfered  with.  I  beg  to 
move  that  the  Tote  be  reduced  by  £SOD, 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  '£77,895*  be  granted  for  the 
said  service." — {Mr.  Crmur.) 

Attention  called  to  the  number  of 
Members  present.  Committee  counted, 
and  40  Uembere  found  in  their  places. 

Kit.  OONTBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
home)  :  It  is  a  ve^  important  subject 
the  hon.  Member  for  Haggerston  has 
raised,  and  I  hope  he  will  take  the 
sense  of  the  Committee  on  his  Motion 
for  the  purpose  of  placing  before  the 
citizens  of  London  the  necessity  of 
making  use  of  this  open  spaoe,  the 
Horse  Guards  Parade,  now  that  the 
Government  have  driven  us  ftom  our  ac- 
ooBtomed  place  of  meeting.  What 
single  substantial  objection  is  there 
agtunst  this  use  of  the  Parade?  For 
thegreater  part  of  every  day  the  space 
is  unoconpied.  There  are  military 
meetings  there  sometimes,  and  I  have 
myself  taken  pait  in  meetings  of  Volun- 
teers on  the  Parade.  Why  draw  a  dis- 
tinction and  refose  to  allow  citizens  in 
their  everyday  dress  to  meet  and  discuss 
pablio  questions,  where  you  allow  these 
same  citizens  to  meet  in  uniform,  and  go 
through  a  number  of  military  evolutions? 
I  heartily  support  the  proposal,  though 
I  do  not  for  a  moment  waive  our  claim 
to  meet  in  Trafalgar  Square.  There  are 
many  places  where  we  are  entitled  to 
meet,  but  I  do  not  wish  to  go  into  the 


general  question.  There  can  be  no 
quibbling  objection  to  this  Parade 
as  a  place  .of  meeting ;  it  is  admir- 
ably situated  ftom  its  position,  and 
for  the  greater  part  of  the  day  it  is 
deserted.  I  really  do  not  understand 
what  objection  there  ean  be,  unless  the 
Qovemment  mean  to  wage  war  against 
the  right  of  free  pablio  meeting  every- 
where. 

*8ni  BOPEB  LETHBKIDOE  (Ken- 
sington, N.) :  As  a  Metropolitan  Mem- 
ber I  am  not  disposed  to  oomplaio  of  the 
hoil.  Member  for  the  Camborne  Division 
for  interpoeing  in  the  disensaion  of  a 
question  that  is  really  of  Metropolitan 
interest,  because  I  am  one  of  those  who 
consider  that  Metropolitan  interests 
should  be  regarded  as  of  Imperial  in< 
terest,  and  that  because  they  are  Metro- 
politan, and  I  think  Imperial  taxation 
should  bear  a  fair  charge  for  the  coat  of 
such  interests.  But  I  do  venture  to 
protest,  as  a  Metropolitan  Member,  and 
as  represrating  a  large,  quiet,  and  or- 
derly porti(»i  of  the  citizens  of  London, 
against  the  hon. Member  coming  down  to 
the  House  and  endeavouring  to  open  a 
scene  for  riot  and  disorder  in  the  midst  of 
the  Metropolis.  I  am  one  of  the  last 
who  would  wish,  in  any  way,  to  curtail 
any  of  the  facilities  that  exist  for  the 
largest  public  meetings.  I  have  myself 
need  those  facilities  largely  in  the  past, 
and  I  hope  frequently  to  use  them  in 
the  future ;  but  I  do  say  that  the  broad 
expanse  of  Hyde  Park  lends  itself  ad- 
mirably to  every  possible  legitimate 
occasion  for  pablio  meeting.  ["No!"} 
An  hon.  Member  denies  that ;  but  I  say 
it  is  impassible  to  conceive  of  any  public 
meeting  so  large,  or  any  number  of 
meetings  so  extensive,  that  Hyde  Park 
w6uld  not  offer  sufficient  space.  As  to 
convenience  of  situation,  wny,  there  is 
but  the  difference  of  five  minutes'  walk 
between  Hyde  Park  and  the  Horse 
Guards  Parade ;  and  it  is  idle  to  pre- 
tend that  in  point  of  position  one  is 
more  convenient  than  the  other.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Haggerston  told  us 
that  the  spot  belongs  to  the  people,  and 
therefore  he  claims  it  for  the  use  of 
the  people,  and  that  they  have  the 
right  to  meet  there.  Yes,  Sir,  it  belengs 
to  the  people,  and  for  that  reason  I 
claim  it  should  be  retained  for  the  use  of 
the  people  and  not  handed  over  to  a 
noisy  band  of  agitators.  I  would  deny 
these  the  right  to  come  into  such  places, 
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and  still  more  would  I  den;  the  right  of 
those  criminal  olasses  who  do — It  mnet 
be  admitted  veiy  commonly — follow  in 
the  wake  of  such  demonstrations. 

An  bon.  Mbmbbb:  And  of  Lord 
Mayors'  Shows. 

*8iB  BOPER  LETHBBIDGE :  Tee, 
but  there  is  no  proposition  to  open  the 
Horse  Guards'  Parade  to  the  Civio  Pro- 
cession. The  hon.  MemberforHagger- 
ston  told  us  it  was  a  quiet  spot,  and  so 
it  is,  and  so  it  should  be,  for  not  only  is 
it  situated  in  close  proximity  to  the 
Eoyal  Palaces  and  close  to  Government 
offices,  it  is  very  near  where  the 
Imperial  Parliament  holds  its  Sittings ; 
and,  therefi^e,  I  think  there  is  every 
reason  to  retain  it  in  its  quietude  and  not 
run  the  risk  of  disorder  and  disturbance 
eo  near  the  House. 

*Mr.  BBADLATJQH  (Northampton)  : 
I  did  not  quite  understand  whether  you 
put  the  reduction  generally  on  the  Yote. 
Am  I  at  liberty  to  raise  the  question 
of  enclosures  in  the  parks? 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  No,  the  bon. 
Member  is  premature. 

*Me,  J.  E.  ELLIS  fNottingham, 
BuBboliffe):  I  think  it  will  be  felt, 
especially  after  the  speeches  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Thanet  and  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Korth  Kensington,  that  areplyfrom  the 
Chief  Oommissioner  of  Works  would 
tend  to  shorten  dismusion.  It  struck 
me  the  hon.  Member  moved  the  Amend- 
ment in  a  clear  and  temperate  manner, 
and  unless  it  can  be  shown  that  his 
proposition  is  unreasonable  I  shall  sup- 
port him. 

*Ma.  PLTJNEET:  I  quite  under- 
stood the  hou.  Member  to  say  it 
-was  his  intention  to  take  a  Dirieion  aa 
marking  hie  protest.  He  admitted, 
think,  that  this  matter  was  fully  debated 
when  the  whole  subject  of  open  air 
public  meetings  in  the  Metropolis  was 
thoroughly  discussed  earlier  in  the  Ses- 
Mon. 

•Mb.  CREMER  (Shorediteh,  Haggers- 
ton] :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ie 
under  some  slight  misapprehension. 
I  did  not  say  the  question  I  had 
raised  was  fairly  disoussed  when 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne  was  before 
the  House.  I  eaid  that  the  ques- 
tion of  Royal  Parks  had  been  fairly 
discussed  this  evening.  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  say.  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  EensiDgton,  that  if  he 
Sir  Soptr  LttUridgt 
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had  to  tramp  from.  Limehonse  to  Hydfl 
Park,  as  many  people  have  in  order  to 
take  part  in  popular  demonstrations,  he 
would  appreciate  the  distance  of  ths 
Parade  from  Hyde  Park.  The  two 
places  are  20  minutes  walk  apart,  and 
the  walk  there  and  back,  40  minutes, 
make  a  sensible  difference  to  a  man  who 
has  walked  from  the  far  East  of 
London.  I  think  we  ought  to  have 
the  support  of  those  who  boast  them- 
selves Constitutionalists,  it  they  ai« 
anxious  to  maintain  the  right  of  free 
speech  in  open  epaoea.  Surdy  it  is 
better  to  allow  the  people  to  come  to> 
gather,  to  blow  off  superfluous  steam, 
and  ventilate  their  grievances,  than  to 
sit  on  the  safety  valve  until  an  explosion 
takes  place. 

Da.  CLARK  (Oaithneaa)  :  We  have 
heard  no  reason  why  meetinga  should 
not  take  place  on  the  Parade.  One  ad- 
vantage would  be,  there  is  no  damage  to 
ba  done.  All  demonatrationB  in  Hyde 
Park  are,  to  a  certain  extent,  harmful  to 
the  Park.  The  grass  is  trampled  down 
and  in  danger  of  being  destroyed — an 
open  apace  without  turf  is  drier  and  not 
open  to  the  same  objection.  This  place 
is  the  more  neeessaiy  for  publio  meet- 
inga, seeing  that  you  hare  taken  away 
the  right  the  people  enjoyed  for  40  years 
to  meet  in  Trafalgar  Square.  The 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kensington  would  apply  equally  to 
meetinga  in  Hyde  Park,  or  anywhwe 
else.  But  poor  people  cannot  afford  to 
organize  a  big  meeting  in  a  public  hall 
— SO  guineas  for  a  night  in  St.  James's 
Hall  is  aomething  considerable  to 
them.  Indeed,  in  the  Metropolis  it 
is  very  difficult  to  get  a  hall  fer 
a  popular  meeting.  Exeter  Hall  is 
taken  away  for  other  purposes  ;  in  fact, 
we  are  boycotted  all  round.  It  is  very 
difficult  to  get  a  laige  hall  for  a  popu- 
lar Radioal  meeting.  Proprietors  are 
usually  Conservative,  and  do  not  like 
their  premises  used  by  people  who  may 
raise  inconvenient  questions  that  might 
loae  a  Member — suc^  aa  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kensington,  for  instance — his 
seat  at  the  next  election.  We  require 
publio  meetings  to  discuss  public 
matters,  no  matter  whether  the  Govern- 
ment ia  Liberal  or  Conservative;  in- 
deed, I  think  I  have  assisted  in  the 
organization  of  more  demonatrationB 
against  Liberal  Qorernmanta  than  Oon- 
servative    Qovemments.     We   require 
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against  some  Gonserratr 
lolicf  against  the  national  i: 
But  if  you  are  going  to  deny  ub 
»f  all  open  grounds,  whore  would 
B  UB  hold  our  meetings  ?  We  do 
to  have  disorder;  wewialitohaTe 
settled  qaietly.  Let  the  County 
□r  some  other  authority,  exer- 
rol  over  the  terms  and  oondi- 
ider  which  meetings  shall  be 
'our  present  polioy  of  objection 
ig  nothing  oauses  deep  irrita- 


fERTH  (Dundee):  The  right 
itleman  the  First  CommiBaioner 
i  makes  no  reply ;  let  me  put 
doD  to  him  in  a  direct  form.  On 
und  do  the  Ooremment  claim 
It,  or  assert  the  wisdom,  of 
%  the  people  of  London  ^m 
e  Qnards  Parade  ?  The  obser- 
f  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
)r  opponent  (Sir  £.  LethDridge) 
ot  and  agitators  and  the 
clasBes  are  in  the  usual  line, 
Qot,  I  think,  be  adopted  by  the 
I.  Qentleman. 

JAMES  LOWTHER  (Kent, 
The  hon.  Gentleman  asks  by 
tiority  Her  Uajesty's  Oovsm- 
irent  Her  Majesty's  suhjeota 
ding   meeting   on    the    He 

arade 

TBTH :  No ;  the  right  bon. 
n  mistakes  me  entirely.  I  did 
y  what  authority.  I  know  they 
lority.  I  ask,  why  ?  What  is 
n  for  the  exclusion  ? 
AMES  LOWTHEE:  At  any 
\y  say,  hanng  taken  part  years 
ssing  the  Parks  fiegolation  Act 
he  House,  that  there  was  a  very 
lUng  in  the  House  of  Commons 
ne  t^at  the  asaemblage  of  a 
ab^r  of  people  in  the  public 
1  especially  near  the  Houses 
nent,  was  much  to  be  depre- 
?he  hon.  Member  ia  no  doubt 
it  there  is  an  old  Act  on  the 
Hik  which  preventathe  assem- 
uiy  meeting  within  a  certain 
here  Parlii^ent  is  holding  its 

That  is  not  on  the 


les  to  keep  a  Liberal  Gorem-  .  warrant  for  his  interruption,    Whether 
raight,  and  we  have  to  protest   it  is  orderly  or  not,  I  leave  the  Com- 
mittee to  decide. 
Mh.  FIKTH  :    I  made  no  intemip- 

*Mb.  JAMES  LOWTHER:  I  re- 
ferred to  the  hon.  Member  for  0am- 
bome.        

Mb.  CONTBBABE  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  entirely  mistaken.  I  did 
not  say  there  was  no  such  Statnta  in 
existence. 

«Mr.  JAMES  LOWTKEB :  It  showB 
the  inconvenience  of  the  interpolation 
of  remarks  while  another  Member  is  ad- 
dressing the  Committee.  As  a  matter  of 
fact  the  Parks  Regulation  Act  was  spe- 
cially framed  with  a  view  to  allowing  the 
Government  of  the  day,  by  the  issuing 
of  a  Ptoclamatian  or  the  affixing  M 
notices,  to  prevent  a  meeting  in  the 
Royal  Parks.  The  passage  through  the 
streets  of  a  large  number  of  people 
having  in  view  the  object  of  attending  a 
meeting  is,  I  venture  to  say,  a  cause  of 
great'  public    io convenience.    For  my 

fart,  I  regret  that  Hyde  Park  should 
ave  been  set  apart  for  such  purposes. 
Bt.  James's  Park  has  never  been  so  used, 
and  the  Green  Park  has  always  been 
kept  free  from  such  proceedings.  I  hope 
the  Government  will  not,  under  any 
conditions,  thick  of  infiicting  such  a 
nuisance  as  this  upon  the  Metropolis. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Haggerston  asks 
why  those  who  oome  from  the  East  End 
of  London  should  be  called  upon  to 
trudge  a  long  distance  past  the  Mall  and 
Trafalgar  Square  to  go  to  Hyde  Park. 
Well,  I  say,  as  I  said  20  years  ago, 
it  would  be  much  better  for  the  people 
of  that  district  to  hold  their  meetings  at 
the  East  End ;  or,  as  was  ^inted  c 


wk. 

AMES  LOWTHER :  It  the 
bei  will  refer  to  the  Statates 
he  will  find  that  he  has  no 

ioxxxrv. 
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at  the  tim  A  refer  to,  that  Primrose  Hill 
much  more  convenient  site  for 
such  meetings,  and  more  accessible  from 
the  residences  of  the  majority  of  persons 
who  attend  them.  But  I  thint  it  is 
extremely  wrong  to  induce  those  who 
live  in  the  East  End  to  proceed  through 
crowded  thoroughfares  to  hold  a  meet- 
ing in  the  West  End  which  had  muck 
better  be  held  in  their  immediate  neigh- 
bourhood. 

*Mft.  BBABLAUGH:  I  may  venture 
to  challenge  the  law  of  the  right  hda. 
Gentleman.  I  presume  it  is  material  to 
the  discussion  before  the  Committee,  or 
you.  Sir,  would  not  have  allowed  it.  I 
think  he  is  mistaken  as  to  the  Statute, 
3  Q 
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which  does  not  forbid  any  meeting  but 
only  meetingB  for  certain  purpoa^B. 

*Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHEE :  WiU  the 
hoo.  Uember  allow  me  to  aaj  I  am  pei 
fectly  well  aware  of  the  terms  of  the 
Statute  7  The  Statute  forbids  the  hold- 
ing of  any  meeting  for  the  purpose  of 
addressing  anypetition,  notice,  or  remon- 
stranoe  to  Parliament  within  the  Oity 
and  Liberties  of  Westminster  while 
Parliament  is  sitting,  but  it  does  not 
preclude  a  meeting  being  held  under 
the  very  nose  of  Parliament  for  the 
purpoae  of  passing  a  resolution. 

*Me.  BRADLAUQH  :  I  understood 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  to  say  any 
meeting  whatever,  and  I  have  many 
reasons  for  knowing  that  ia  incorreot. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town) : 
The  objection  urged  by  bon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  apply  to  Hyde  Park  as 
well  as  anywhere  ^e.  Where,  I  woold 
ask,  are  the  poor  people  to  go  ?  Prim- 
rose Hill  is  suggested,  bat  1  remember 
one  occasion  when  people  were  told 
Trafalgar  Square  was  the  place  instead 
of  Hyde  Park.  Surely  the  Horse 
Guards  Parade  is  a  most  convenient 
place  for  meetings.  The  people  of 
London  are  being  driven  from  pillar  to 
post  in  searoh  of  a  place  in  which  ta 
hold  meetings  without  danger  of  in- 
terruption.  

Mb.  WINTEBBOTHAU  (Gloucester, 
Oirenoester) :  I  did  not  intend  to  vote 
on  this  question,  but  after  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Isle  of  Tbanet  (Mr.  J.  Lowther) 
it  seems  to  me  the  duty  of  every  Liberal 
to  do  eo.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
frill  deny  the  people  of  London  the  right 
to  meet  in  anypart  of  the  Metropolis 
save  Primrose  ^11  or  the  East  End.  I 
should  have  thought  that  the  Horse 
Guards  Parade  was  a  very  good  place  to 
meet  in. 

Mb.  PHILTPPS  (Lanark,  Mid) :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  evidently 
has  no  knowledge  of  Ix>ndon  outside 
Olub  land.  He  does  not  know  how  far 
Primrose  Hill  is  from  the  East  End  of 
London — probably  he  thinks  they  are 
in  the  same  neighbourhood.  Why, 
Primrose  Hill  is  naif  way  to  Hamp- 
stead,  and  it  is  nothing  short  of  an 
insult  to  the  people  of  London  to  ask 
them  to  go  there  to  hold  their  open  air 
meetings.    

Mb.  OONYBEABE:  The  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  does 
Mr.  Sradlattgh 


him  credit  as  a  legislator  and  an  ez- 
Minister.  I  understood  him  to  quote 
from  the  Parks  Begulation  Act. 

♦Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE:  Oh,  no. 
Mr.  CONTBEARE  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  the  Government  had 
the  right  to  issue  a  Proclamation  for- 
bidding meetings  in  the  Parks  under 
the  Parka  Eegulation  Act  of  1872. 

♦Mb.  J,   LOWTHER:    No ;  to    pass 

Mb.  CONTBEARE  :  That  is  a 
very  different  thing.  Passing 
rules  ia  not  issuing  a  proclama- 
tion. The  right  hon.  GenUeman  has 
represented  the  Act  in  an  utterly  erro- 
neous light.  He  has  represented  that 
meetings  are  forbidden  in  the  Gbeen 
Park  and  St.  James's  Park,  whilst  they 
are  allowed  in  Hyde  Park ;  but  that  is 
not  the  fact.  The  Act  does  not  oontain 
any  provisions  prohibiting  public  meet- 
ings any  more  than  it  contains  provisionB 
authorizing  them.  The  three  Parks  men- 
tioned are  on  entirely  the  same  footing, 
authority  being  given  to  lay  down  rules. 
which  you  can  see  posteid  up  in  the 
Parks. 

♦Ms.  OREMEE  (Shoreditoh,  Haggera- 
ton) :  On  behalf  of  my  Friends  sitttng 
round  me,  I  wish  ia  say  that  whilst  we 
are  not  disappointed  at  the  attitude  the 
Government  have  taken  up,  we  are 
grieved  that  we  have  been  treated 
with  such  scant  oourteay.  I  stated 
when  I  moved  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote  that  I  had  no  wish  to  obstruot 
the  proceedings,  my  wish  being  to  obtain 
from  the  Government  a  statement  of 
their  reascm  for  refusing  to  the  people 
the  right  of  meeting  oa  the  Honw 
Guards'  Parade.  We  have  asked  one 
Memberofthe  Government  after  another 
for  a  reason,  but  none  has  been  given. 

•Mb.  PLTJNKET  ;  I  would  venture  to 
pointout  that  itwill  be  utterly  impossible 
to  get  through  the  Estimates  if  so  much 
time  is  spent  on  these  small  Votes.  I 
understood  the  hon.  Member  to  move  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote  as  a  protest  against 
the  public  being  prevented  from  holding 
meetings  on  the  Horse  Guards'  Parade, 
and  not  with  the  view  of  calling  Upon 
me  to  give  any  further  account  of  the 
action  of  the  Government  in  the  matter. 
In  the  course  of  the  debate  upon  the 
Address,  my  right  hoii.  Friend  the 
Home  Secretary  explained  why  it  wonld 
be  inconvenient,  in  the  public  interest, 
that  ^axg^  public  meetings  ahonld  be 


joyCjOOgle 


Supply— 


{Maboh  2 


I  Hone  Qnarde'  Parade  or  in 
s  Park,  in  the  immediate 
:ood  of  the  public  offices  and 

of  Porliameiit. 

imittee  divided : —Ayee  71' 
-[THy.  list,  No.  51.) 
Questioii  again  proposed. 
LDLAUGH  (Northampton): 
on  the  Vote  for  Bionmond 
Ireenwioh  Park  I  drew  atten- 
large  amoast  of  spaee  from 
ent  of  which  the  pablio  are 

In  Oreenwioh  Park  the 
excluded  from  the  15  acres 
round  the  Bangor's  Lodg-e, 
'  Lord  Wolaeley.  The  right 
Quan  the  Pint  Commiasioner 
ays  that  this  land  coats  the 
ing,  but  I  maintain  that  even 
of  London  lose  nothing  hut 
ant  of  it,  that  is  too  much, 
lot  to  be  permitted. 
rNKET:  The  16  or  16  acres 
)h  Park  that  have  been  added 
ds  of  theSanffer'sLodeehaTe 
>pen  to  the  public.  Inilluatra- 
jixiefj  to  secore  to  the  public 
mt  of  the  Parks,  Im^mention 

case  of  Begent'e  Park,  the 
tse  of  the  Tozophilite  ScKtiety 
mewed.  Ithinkthehon.Mcm- 
me  the  justice  to  admit  that 
i  had  the  honour  of  holding 
office  I  have  done  all  I  could 

Boyal  Parks  more  available 
ic  and  to  increase  their  value 
ie. 

fTBEABE :  Has  this  inclo- 
lenwioh  Park  been  recently 
)  Banger's  Lodgef  I  think  we 
t  to  know  thai 
JNKEI:   It  was  added  ia 

3'OONNOB  (Donegal,  E.): 
[raw  the  right  hon.  Clentle- 
tion  to  the  trees  in  KennDg- 
la,  near  the  Bound  Fond, 
have  been  cut  down  during 
s,  and  the  condition  under 
«  grow  has  been  altered  by 
Many  of  them  now  grow  in 
a  not  natural  to  them,  their 
too  thickly  covered  with  aoil. 
and  even  the  lives  of  many  of 
particularly  the  elms — have 
illed  in  this  way.  Has  the 
Gentleman  any  report  as  to 
ins  which  have  been  carried 
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out,  and  does  he  intend  to  replace  the 
trees  that  have  had  to  be  removed  ? 

*Mb.  PLTJNKET:  I  have  consulted 
the  best  authorities  on  the  subject,  and 
have  had  numerous  reports  aent  to  me 
from  time  to  time.  For  one  reaaoa  or 
another  I  believe  it  ie  impossible  to  save 
the  old  treee;  but  I  have  very  good 
reports  of  the  young  trees,  which  are 
being  planted  on  a  better  system ;  and 
the  Ocmimittee  may  rest  assured  that  I 
shall  not  fail  to  take  Any  stepe  likely  to 
prevent  the  gardens  being  denuded  of 
trees  where  it  ia  deairable  to  have  them. 

8iaG.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy):  For 
years  I  have  been  hammering  away  at 
thia  matter,  and  have  never  been  able 
to  get  any  satisfaction.  I  do  not  believe 
it  ie  old  age  that  is  killing  the  treee. 
Old  trees,  middle-aged  trees,  and  young 
trees  are  all  dying  in  certain  parts  of 
the  Park,  showing  that  there  must  be 
something  wrong  with  the  soil. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Besolutioiis  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Oommittee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  BEDBMPnON  BILL. 
Bead  a  second  time,  and  oommitted 
for  Monday  Ist  April. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SBRTICE8. 

Bescdutions  [26th  March]  reported. 
Oiuias  I. 

[I.)  "  That  a  biud,  not  exceedinK  £29,138,  be 
granted  to  Het  Hajes^,  to  complete  the  bqim 
nttMsnry  to  defn;  the  Charge  nrhich  will  oome 
in  ooone  of  jwTment  during  th«  jeax  ending 
on  the  31it  day  of  March,  1830,  tor  the  Hain- 
tenanoe  and  Bepair  of  Koyal  Palocetk" 

Question, ' '  That  this  Hoasedoth  agree 
with  the  Committee  in  the  said  Beeoln* 
tlos,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(>.)  "That  a  mm,  not  exceeding  161,340, bs 
granted  to  Her  Majeatr,  to  complete  the  mm 
necetmy  to  i<in.y  the  Obarge  nluah  will  come 
in  eoone  ot  p«;in«nt  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31it  ixj  ot  March,  iseo,  tor  the  Main- 
tenance and  Bepair  of  Marlhoroilgh  HoDte." 

Question  proposed,  "  That  this  Houso 
doth  agree  with  the  Committee  in  Uie 
said  Beaolution." 

Mr.  E.  BOBEBTSON  (Dundee) :  I 
do  not  propose  to  renew  at  thia  stage  the 
opposition  that  was  offered  in  Committee 
to  this  Vote,  but  I  do  wish  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  remarkable  observation 
offered  by  the  First  Commiasioiier, 
3  Q  3 
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And  to  the  Btill  moM  zemarkable 
azplanation  offered  b;  him  thu 
evening.  I  understood  Uie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  BSyin  the  first  instance  that 
the  expenditure  on  Uariboroogh  House 
iraa  in  ooneeqnenoe  of  an  agreement 
entered  into  in  1678  between  ttie  Trea- 
anry  and  Hie  Boyal  Highneas  tha  Prinos 
of  Wales.  When  I  put  a  qaestion  to 
him  he  answered  that  there  had  been  no 
■nch  agreement,  and  that  he  never  said 
there  bad  been  saoh  aa  agreement. 
Now,  Sir,  in  Tindioation  of  the  podtion 
which  I  and  othwa  have  taken  np,  I 
wish  to  say  that  in  referring  to  the 
ordinary  reports  of  the  proceedings  of 
this  House  I  find  that  the  statement 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
is  thus  reported  in  the  Tinut  news- 
paper— 


I  myself  in  the  course  of  the  debate 
repeatedly  referred  to  the  understanding, 
or  whatever  it  is,  aa  an  agreement  with- 
out any  olgeotion  being  taken  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  TheBeniorMem- 
ber  for  Northampton  (Ur.  Labouchere) 
went  a  good  deal  further  than  I  did, 
because  he  said  it  was  a  corrupt  and 
profligate  agreement.  I  do  not  mention 
this  by  wa^  of  insiHting  on  the  aoonracy 
of  the  epithets  he  applied  to  it,  but 
rather  to  show  that  he  understood  the 
First  Oommissioner  to  defend  the  Vote 
as  the  result  of  an  agreement  between 
the  Treasury  and  the  Frince  of  Wales. 
I  do  think  that  in  justice  to  the  House 
it  is  necessary  to  call  attention  to  de- 
fences of  this  kind  which  are  perpetually 
beino"  set  np  in  Committee  of  Supply, 
and  I  do  think  that  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  have  to  defend  Votes 
in  this  Committee  owe  it  to  themselves 
and  to  us  to  be  extremely  careful  and 
precise  and  accurate  in  the  statements 
they  make  in  this  Committee,  especially 
on  subjects  of  this  nature. 
*Hb.  PLDNKET  :  I  can  assure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  when  I  spoke  the 
other  evening  I  intended  to  use  the  very 
words   I  used   in   my   reply    to    his 

fuestion,  and  I  believe  I  did,  because 
read  out  my  statement  from  a 
note  which  I  had  before  me — namely, 
that  it  was  a  direction  given  by  the  I 
Treasury  under  certain  oircumatances  I 
Jfr.  E.  Bohrtun 


vrhioh  I  explained.  I  am  eztremelj 
sorry  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  should 
have  misnnderstood  me. 

Us.  CONTBEARE  (Oorawall,  Cam- 
borne) :  Do  I  understand  that  His 
Boyal  Highness  the  Frince  of  Wales 
does  not  spend  anything  on  the  repair 
of  Uarlborough' House?  Is  the  nation 
under  the  obligation  of  maintaining  this 
fabric  both  externally  and  internally? 
I  beUeve  on  a  former  occasion  some 
statement  was  made  that  the  Mari- 
borongh  House  property  was  not  on  the 
same  footing  as  the  other  Boyal  Falaoea, 
but  belonged  to  the  nation,  and  waa 
occupied  by  His  Boyal  Highness  on 
some  sort  of  lease.  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  that  is  so  ? 

*Ub.  PLUNEET  :  Uarlborough 
House  was  in  former  times  a  Boyal 
Palace,  and  it  has  also  been  used  as  aa 
office;  but  at  the  time  the  Prince  of 
Wales  was  coming  of  age  an  Act  oi 
Parliament  was  passed  to  enable  Her 
Uajesty  to  vest  Marlborough  Houae 
in  His  Boyal  Highness  the  Frinoe 
of  Wales  during  his  life.  In  1B7S 
TTin  Boyal  Highness  had  spent  a  lawe 
sum  out  of  his  private  resouroes  on  the 
maintenance  of  Uarlborough  House, 
and  the  Treasury  then  decided  that, 
having  regard  to  this  expenditure,  it 
would  be  fair  that  the  external  and 
internal  repairs  of  the  house  should  be 
made  in  the  same  way  as  in  the  case  of 
certain  other  Boyal  Palaces. 

Question  pat,  and  agreed  to. 

ASMT  (ANNnAL)  BILL. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee. ) 

Olauaee  1  to  7  agreed  to. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  beg 

to  move  the  following  clause  to  add  to 

Section   3   of  the  Army  Act,    1881 : — 


any  order  or  to  do  any  Kct  in  ooatnToitiDii  of 

tbe  civil  law  s^ainst  caiuing  dittarbsnoea  in  & 

plaiw  of  wonhip.' '  ! 

The  object  of  this  propoeal  is  to  render  i 

the  militsry  rule  and  usage  conformable  '| 

to  the  civil  and  ordinary  law  in  respect 

of  a  congregation  conducting  their  reli-  | 

gjous    services    without     disturbanoe.  | 

Under  an  Act  of  the  28rd  and  24th  of  j 

the  Queen,  violence  or  riotous  behaviour 
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inidi  OT  diatorbance  of  the  duly 
ed  miniiten  in  relipons  worship 
itated  an  o£fenoe  poniatiable  b; 
impriBonmeiit ;  bat  althougb  a 
r  officer  would  be  subjeot  to  the 
t  if  the  military  offloer,  by  giving; 
r  to  Ub  troops  to  withdraw  from 

thereb;  caused  a  dtstnrbanaa 
sernce,  ha  would  not  subjeot 

to  any  ponishment  at  the 
f  the  dvil  authorities.  I  submit 
cers  should  not  be  tempted,  b; 
aunit;  afforded  to  them  by  the 
r  regulations,  to  place  themselTea 
iiot  with  the  civil  authorities, 
toessi^  for  the  Amendment  is 
by  what  occurred  in  the  Catholic 
atJOlonmel  on  Sunday  the  3rd 

8E0RETART  op  STATE  pok 
Mr.  E.  Stanhopb)  :  I  rise 
The  partioulai  ease  to  which  the 
[ember  alludes  is  nth  jvdiet, 
lak  whether  it  is  in  order  that 
irenoe  should  be  made  to  it? 
lEXTON:  On  the  point  of  order, 
ay  I  am  only  arguing  in  favour 
ag  the  military  rule  conformable 
rmnary  law. 

JHAIRMAN :  It  is  extremely 
lient,  and  the  inconvenience 
ome  of  a  most  serious  character, 
u  questions  that  are  tub  Judict, 
low  of  no  Rule  of  the  House  that 
I  the  hon.  Member  discussing 
ter. 

lEXTON  :  I  oan  assure  you, 
;,  so  far  from  touching,  I  shall 
.  approach  the  qnestion  that  is 
» — I  shall  merely  relate  the  oir- 
oes  as  recorded  by  the  Press 
any  attempt  to  prejudioe  the 
.  The  Cattiolto  soldiers  were 
h  in  charge  of  a  young  gentie- 
med  Oeoghegan,  a  lieutenant, 
dating  clergyman  was  read- 
wtoral  Letter  from  the  Bishop 
iocese,  and  suddenly  lieutenant 
an,  who  was  seated  in  the  ot^an 
rose  and  shouted  to  his  men  who 
hebody  of  the  church,  "Troops 
'  The  Lieutenant  immediately 
out  of  church,  followed  by  two 
B  ;  the  rest  of  the  soldiers  re- 
intil  the  end  of  the  service.  The 
led  to  a  breach  of  the  peace 
the  church  after  the  serviOe, 
hink  we  may  very  well  oon- 
9  ourselves  that,  instead  of  one 
it  the  peaoe,  there  was  not  a 


riot.  Frooeedinga  were  taken  againi 
the  lieutenant,  who  was  sentenced  b 
the  magistrates  to  a  &ae,  or  a  month' 
imprisonment,  but  the  case  is  still  ra 
j*iitt.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  th 
Secretory  for  War  was  questioned  oi 
the  subject  in  this  House ;  and  if  he  ha 
then  conveyed  any  censure,  or  ezpressei 
in  the  mildest  manner  any  disapprovs 
of  the  conduct  of  the  lieutenant, 
shonld  not  have  pressed  the  subject  oi 
the  attention  of  the  House.  But  th' 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  referring  to  som 
dictum  laid  down  by  one  of  his  prede 
oessors  in  1881,  orgnod  that  some  dls 
oretion  mnst  be  allowed  to  offlcen  ii 
command  of  troops  in  places  of  religion 
worship  in  referenoe  to  the  langnagi 
used  tbore.  The  right  boa.  Genuemoi 
said  be  would  not  condemn  this  exeroiB 
of  dieoretion  by  Lieutenant  Qe^h^an 
It  seems  that  something  was  said  in  thi 
Pastoral  Letter  that  did  not  meet  the  ap 
proval  of  the  lieutenant.  I  understant 
that  the  right  hon.  Oentieman  did  no 
read  the  letter. 

*Uh.  K  stanhope  :  I  have  real 
the  letter  now. 

Mb.  sexton  :  WiU  the  right  hon 
Gentieman,  then,  have  any  objection  tt 
qnote  the  passages  which,  in  hi 
opinion,  justified  the  lieutenant  ii 
ordering  us  soldiers  to  withdraw  f^s 
the  ohimjh? 

Thb  chairman  :  I  do  not  see  hon 
that  is  relevant  to  the  proposed  olausa 
It  is  not  a  question  of  wnether  whal 
was  said  justified  a  breach  of  a  par 
tioular  order. 

Ma.  SEXTON :  My  argument  is  that 
if  Lieutenant  Geoghegon  had  discretion, 
the  discretion  was  wrongly  szerciBed, 
May  I  not  submit.  Sir,  that  the  ezeroite 
of  his  discretion  was  such  that  it  ought 
to  have  subjected  him  to  the  censure  oi 
the  right  hon.  Gentieman  ? 

The  chairman  :  That  is  not  at 
all  relevant  to  the  clause  which  the 
right  hon.  Qentiemon  proposes  to  move. 
Mu.  SEXTON  :  mil.  Sir,  I  aak  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  what  he  intends 
to  do  in  similar  cases  in  future  f  I  oan 
assure  him  that  the  opinion  entertained 
by  the  Bishop  of  Olonmel  is  the 
opinion  entertained  by  every  other 
prelate  in  Ireland,  as  well  as  by  nearly 
all  the  clergy,  and,  I  ask,  is  he  going 
to  submit  the  40,000  Catholic  sotdiera  in 
the  British  Army  to  the  alternative  of 
disregarding  the  orders  of  their  military 
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Government  can  provide  religious  ser- 
vioea  for  the  soIcUera  in  the  barraoks, 
where  they  oaii  cmnduot  them  at 
their  own  discretion,  or  else,  if  they 
•end  the  soldiers  to  the  churches  pta- 
Tlded  by  the  people  themaelyes,  tney 
must  submit  to  the  ordinary  regalations. 
Is  it  to  be  said  that  any  stripling;,  like 
Lieutenant  Geo^hegan,  30  years  of  age, 
is  to  be  aUowed  to  sit  in  judgment  nnon 
Bishop,  whose  Pastoral  he  hears,  and  to 
act  in  aocardanoe  with  the  decision  he 
oomes  to  ?  The  discretioa  aUowed  to 
officers  in  matters  of  this  kind  is  offen- 
sive to  pablio  feeling,  and  is  unwise  and 
futile ;  because  \  submit  that  the 
soldiers  gave  to  the  Pastoral  a  closer 
and  more  sympathetic  attention  than 
what  they  might  otherwise  have 
given  to  it  if  this  incident  had  not  oo- 
onrred.  It  is  impossible  to  attompt  to 
insulate  the  minds  of  your  soldiers. 
You  can  prevent  them  from  hearing 
Pastorals,  but  you  cannot  prevent  them 
from  reading  the  newspapers ;  and  you 
will,  in  any  newspaper,  in  any  day,  find 
mnoh  severer  comment  on  the  action  of 
the  Oovemment  than  is  to  be  found  in 
the  Pastoral  Letter.  In  the  present 
state  of  Ireland  ooourrencee  of  this  kind 
are  particulsrly  dangeroub.  I  warn  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  that  such  Pas- 
torals are  likely  to  be  read  and  heard 
in  ohnrchea  in  Ireland  for  some  time  to 
come ;  and  I  warn  him  that  grave 
difficulties  will  be  caused  unless  he 
takes  care  that  such  an  incident  shall 
not  oceur  again. 
( Amendment  of  Section  3  olArmyAct,  1881.) 

At  the  end  of  Sectioa  3  of  "The  Army  Act> 
18S1,"  the  foUowing  proviso  shttU  be  added  = 
Pronded  also,  "That  do  officer  or  oUier  per- 
lon  in  commund  ol  men  of  Her  Majesty's  Forces 
in  a  church  or  other  place  of  worship  of  any 
ToUgions  oommanion  ahall  be  entitled  Co  give 
aoy  order  or  to  do  any  aut  in  contravention  of 
tbs  ciril  law  against  causing  disturban  ce  in  a 
plaoe  of  worship."  — (Jfr.  Satlm.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause 
be  read  a  second  time." 

8iB  W.  MARBIOTT  (Brighton): 
The  right  hon.  Oentleman  who  proposes 
this  Amendment  says  he  doss  not  wish 
to  discuss  a  question  that  is  ntSywi^tM; 
but  the  whole  of  this  question  is  mi 
jwUet  at  the  present  moment. 

31r.  sexton  :  I  beg  the  right  hon. 
Gentlenuin's  pardon.  The  declaration 
Mr.  S4xlm 


of  the  Secretary  for  War  makes  it  clear 
that,  whatever  is  the  opinion  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  still  refuse  to  censure  the 
lieutenant. 

Sib  W.  UABEIOIT  :  The  case  is  nA 
j'udiee  at  this  moment,  and  the  mouth  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  Is  therefore 
closed;  and  with  all  due  deferemoe  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Sexton) 
I  really  do  not  think  the  Clause  has  any 
meaning  whatever.  I  do  not  know 
what  £8tinctioa  the  hon.  Gentleman 
draws  between  oivil  law  and  military ; 
they  are  all  laws  of  this  Ho  use, 
and  no  officer  can  commit  any 
offence  against  a  law  of  this  Housd 
without  being  brought  before  a  civil 
tribunal.  The  Clause  is,  therefore,  in 
my  opinion,  absolutely  useless.  It  will 
not  add  one  tittle  to  the  responsibility 
of  any  officer  in  the  duty  he  has  to  per- 
form, either  in  church  or  out  of  church. 
I  hope,  therefore,  the  House  will  not 
agree  to  the  proposal. 

Ma.  SEXTON :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  been  severe  upon  me  in  a 
very  polite  manner.  He  is  usually  keen 
in  his  arguments,  but  I  must  say  that 
his  bluntnsss  on  this  occasion  is  con- 
spicuous by  its  absence.  He  misappre- 
hends entirely  the  position  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  ;  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  (Mr.  Stanhope)  has  opened 
hie  mouth  already,  and  opened  it  so 
widely  that  he  has  actually  anticipated 
the  decision  of  the  Oiril  Courts,  because 
he  declared  at  the  Table  of  this  Houso 
that  he  could  not,  and  would  not,  oon- 
demn  the  action  of  the  Lieutoaant. 
Now,  I  say,  that  according  to  that 
declaration,  no  matter  what  may  be  the 
decision  of  the  Civil  Court,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  bound  not  to  condemn 
the  action  of  the  Lieutenant.  If  my 
Amendment  be  accepted,  and  a  maa 
were  condemned  by  the  Civil  Courta,  I 
suppose  the  Secretary  of  Stato  would  be 
bound  to  take  notice  of  his  conduct, 
which,  in  itself,  would  be  a  very  usefijd 
reform. 
«Ma.  E.  STANHOPE:  Some  short 
time  ago  I  answered  a  question  with 
regard  to  the  conduct  of  this  officer, 
and  since  I  gave  that  answer,  much  to 
my  surprise,  civil  proceedings  have  been 
taken.  I  had  at  that  time  no  knowledge 
that  civil  proceedings  were  about  to  be 
taken,  andlmuat  aay  that  I  was  vety  much 
surprised  that  they  were  taken.    That 
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I,  nntil  the  result  of  those 
gs  IB  knowD,  m;  mouth  must 
losed,  although  the  hon.  Qen- 
pfKisite  has  tried  to  prejudge 

:OLLOT:  The  right  hou.  and 
entleman(8irW.UaTriott)does 
to  know  that  there  is  any  differ- 
'eentheconduct  of  an  officer  and 
rirate  person,  but  there  is  aeon- 
difference.  An  officer's  action 
I  circumstances  stated  invoWea 
ione  by  the  troops  asder  his 
Are  we  to  allow  an  officer, 
on  the  prejudice  of  the  moment, 
perhaps,  a  strong  Liberal,  or 
a  strong  CoaservatiTe,  or  a 
ling  eccentric  riews — a  young 
Qly  nineteen,  and  without  suf- 
:perience,  to  exercise  such  a 
was  exorcised  on  the  occasion 
on  7  I  do  not  think  such  a 
;ht  to  be  allowed.  There  is  a 
'  betwren  the  cases  of  troops 
I  public  Church  and  those  who 
rrison  service.  It  is  in  the 
the  Commander  of  a  station  to 
le  troops  going  to  a  Church 
<  thinks  they  may  hear  what 
It  not  to  hear,  and  send  them 
>.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
tary  for  War  shakes  his  head, 
)ubt  he  is  right  to  this  extent, 
Commandant  cannot  send  Fro- 
D  a  Catholic  Church  nor  Catho- 
Protestant  one ;  but  he  can 
lei  them  go  to  a  particniar 
ad  arrange  for  them  to  have  a 
their  own.  I  have  had  some 
e  in  military  matters,  and  think 
'.  to  lay  down  a  hard  and  fast 
the  discretion  of  officers,  but 
le  time  you  may  be  involved  in 
ifficulty  if  yon  give  unlimited 
an  officer  who,  under  circum- 
F  excitement,  political  or  otber- 
f  give  orders  that  will  occasion 
fence  and  inconvenience.  I 
ive  been  glad  had  the  right 
ileman  expressed  an  opinion  as 
icy  of  this  Amendment.  I  do 
1  is  in  the  exact  form  in  which 
le  6nally  accepted ;  hut,  at  any 
I  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of 
nnounce  some  policy  in  regard 
estion.  As  he  has  not  done  So, 
certainly  support  my  hon. 
proposal. 

'.  MACLEAN  (Woodstock): 
Budment  appears  to  me  to  be 


baaed  upon  an  entire  mieapprehen 
sioD.  It  assumes  that,  as  the  law  standi 
at  present,  an  officer  is  entitled  so  to  acl 
as  to  create  a  disturbance  in  a  place  ol 
worship.  But  is  he  so  entitled?  1 
have  heard  no  argument  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Lord  Mayor  oJ 
Dublin  to  suggest  that  he  is.  In  poinl 
of  law  he  is  not ;  and  if  he  be  not,  if  il 
he  the  law  that  an  officer  cannot  so  act, 
what  reason  is  there  for  laying  down  in 
an  Act  of  Parliament  that  which  is  now 
the  law  f  It  is  quite  dear  that  such  it 
now  the  law,  for  in  the  very  case  dted 
by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  the  oBse 
which  has  given  rise  to  this  debate,  the 
officer  in  question  has  been  fined  by  a 
Civil  Court  of  competent  jurisdiction. 
That  case  is  now  tub  jadiet,  on  a^eal, 
so  I  will  say  no  more  about  it.  ifndei 
these  drcumstances  I  hope  the  Com- 
mittee will  reject  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  CUIfTBEARE  :  The  answer  to 
this  question  is  embodied  in  the  Act  oi 
Parliament  which  prevents  any  officer 
or  anyone  else  from  brawling  in  church. 
Even  if  the  civil  law  did  not  prevent 
this  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
see  that  no  officer  shall  perpetrate  the 
indeceny  of  brawling  in  ohorch.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
War  ought  to  give  an  assurance  that  he 
will  not  allow  the  bad  example  in  this 
case  to  be  fallowed  by  other  officers,  and 
that  he  will  take  official  notice  of  any 
such  misconduct.  The  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman has  said  he  was  Hurprised  at  the 
civil  action  taken  against  the  officer. 
Why  is  he  surprised  ?  Because  the  Go- 
vernment think  that  everybody  except 
the  military  and  police  ought  to  submit 
to  any  sort  of  treatment  on  the  part  of 
their  agenta  in  Ireland,  and  that  it  is 
not  for  any  ordinary  citizen  to  take 
action  against  the  merest  stripling  in 
the  Army,  heoause  he  holds  a  oommia* 
sion  and  chooses  to  disgrace  it  by  mis- 
conduct. I  do  not  suppose  the  magis- 
trates would  have  fined  him  were  it  not 
so.  Public  opinion  will  not  be  found  to 
be  with  the  Government  in  this  matter, 
and  I  am  glad  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dub- 
lin has  brought  it  forward,  and  hope  he 
will  press  his  Amendment  to  a  division. 

Me.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.);  I 
think  the  House  will  feel  that  it  was  a 
very  improper  thing  for  any  prieat  or 
olergyman  to  indulge  in  tirades  against 
the  law,  and  I  hope  that  some  con- 
sideration will  be  shown  to  the  yonng 
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officer,  KDd  that  kU  the  ■ympathy  of 
tboM  wbo  want  to  see  justioe  dona  will 
not  be  given  to  the  priwt. 
*Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  quite  un- 
deratand  r  teohnioal  difflonlty  in  insert- 
iug  this  Amendment.  But  the  Amend* 
ment  raiseB  the  genersi  qneatioii  whether 
a  anbaltem  ia  to  be  the  final  Conrt  of 
Appeal  ae  to  the  dootrineB,  proprie^, 
and  good  taite  of  a  lermon.  Soldiers, 
Hke  other  man,  have  their  own  political 
and  relinous  opinions ;  hot  it  ought  to 
be  our  oDJect  to  keep  military  questions 
distinct  oom  political  or  religions 
matters.  Fractioally  it  comes  to  this : 
Ton  cannot  ezolude  soldiers  from  a 
knowledge  of  what  is  going  on  in  the 
world — you  cannot  interfere  with  their 
political  sympathies.  Toor  object  should 
be  not  to  provoke  the  soldiers  into 
poUtioal  action.  If  there  be  a  flagrant 
cASft^I  donot aay  that  such  acasemay  not 
arise — Iel  which  so-called  relip;ious  teach- 
ing is  dearly  inconsistent  with  the  dis- 
cipline of  the  Army,  well,  then,  I 
think  the  oommanding  officer  of 
the  district,  not  a  anbaltem  sitting 
in  the  church,  would  be  justified 
in  giving  direotioua  that  the  aoldiers 
were  not  again  to  be  taken  to 
that  plaoe  of  worship.  I  would 
snggest  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Lord  Mayor  that  he  wonld  do  wisely 
to  postpone  any  further  diecus- 
sioD    of  this  question  until  the  legal 

Suestiou  has  been  decided.  We  shall 
ave  an  opportunity  of  discussing  on 
the  Army  Estimates — and  I  think  that 
wonld  be  the  proper  time — the  question 
of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  and  whether  it  has 
been  exeicised  properly.  I  think  this 
danae  would  be  inappropriate.  It 
is  a  contradiction  in  itself,  so  to 
speak,  because  it  is  quite  clear  that 
nothing  oan  be  done  which  the  Civil  Law 
disallows.  But  that  is  not  the  reason  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend.  He  wants  to 
challenge — and  I  join  him  in  it — the 
discretion  of  the  military  authorities  in 
what  I  think  was  a  lamentable  interfer- 
ence with  the  worship  of  the  soldiers. 

Ub.  SEXTONfWestBelfast^:  Iwish 
to  point  out  to  the  Committee  that  the 
Irish  Constabulary  attend  church  and 
hear  every  sermon  or  pastoral  that  is 
delivered.  The  Boyal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary are  very  closely  concerned  in  public 
matters,  yet  I  never  heard  of  any  officer 
withdrawing  them  from  any  church. 
Mr.  Johniton 


That  exhibits  in  a  moment,  and  in  a 
clear  light,  the  folly  of  the  order  given 
by  this  young  lieutenant.  Bnt  I  hope 
to  make  the  matter  dear  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler).  The 
Secretary  for  War  dedared  from  die 
Table  that  this  young  officer  had  acted 
rightiy;  and  at  the  very  time  the 
Court  of  First  Instance  condemned  this 
yoang  officer,  the  right  hon.  GenUeman 
gets  up  at  that  Table  and  expressea  anr- 
priae  that  these  prooeedings  ahould  have 
been  taken.  What  does  the  i^bt  hon. 
Gentiemansaytothat?  He  gets  up  at  the 
Tableandueesaphrasewhi(^iflangaage 
has  any  meaning  at  all,  impUea  that 
the  proceedings  ought  not  to  have  been 
taken,  and  perhaps  might  be  reversed 
on  appeal.  Does  not  the  Honae  per- 
ceive that  there  is  a  clear  disoordanoe 
between  the  practice  of  the  dvil  and 
military  authorities,  because  the  Court 
holds  one  view  and  the  War  Office 
another.  We  have  no  assuranoe  what- 
ever, if  the  Court  of  First  Instanoe 
is  confirmed  by  the  judgment  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  that  the  right  hon. 
GenUeman  will  take  any  action.  Look 
at  the  position  of  the  Secretary  for  War : 
he  upnolda  the  order  given  by  the 
officer,  and  which  has  been  dedarad  by 
the  Court  to  be  illegal.  Then,  whan  we 
come  to  look  at  the  matter  from  the 
point  of  view  of  discipline,  we  find  an 
order  given,  and  disobeyed  by  the 
aoldiers.  Tou  have  been  dragged  into 
a  dilemma  by  your  absurd  regulation. 
If  you  punish  the  soldiers  you  insult 
the  Church,  because  you  punish  them 
for  not  having  left  the  building.  If  yon 
uphold  the  order,  then  you  must  punish 
the  soldiers  for  disobedience.  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  he  will 
punish  the  soldiers  ?  And  if  he  does 
not  punish  the  soldiers  how  doea  ha 
maintain  the  order  ?  Under  the  Govern- 
ment there  are  40,000  Boman  Catholic 
soldiers,  who  have  a  right  to  be  protected 
against  the  possible  repetition  of  an 
order  which  may  be  condemned  by  a 
Court  of  Law,  and  which,  at  the  same 
time,  may  be  condemned  by  the  War 
Becreta^,  and  the  question  of  punish- 
ment tor  diaobedienoe  apparently 
remains  in  suspense.  Is  that  a  reaaon- 
able  or  sensible  condition  of  militaiy 
discipline  ?  Let  the  soldiers  know  what 
orders  to  obey  and  what  not  to 
obey,  and  let  the  officers  know 
what  orders  to  give  and  what  not  to  give. 
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B  listsn  to  onj  suggestioii  vhidh 
>m  the  rijfht  hon.  and  learned 
loa  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
1,   and  I  am  not  disposed  to 

the  House  if  the  right  hon. 
lan  the  Seoretaiy  for  War  will 
thin^  reasonable,  if  he  vill  say 
will  consider  the  order,  or  wiU 

oommunioation  to  be  addressed 
tenant  Qeoghegan,  or  a  general 
lication  to  the  officers  limiting 
loretion  in  saoh  a  matter,  with  a 
preventiDg  a  repetitioQ  of  these 

I  am  sure  that  snoh  an  order 
ts  own  purpose.  I  ask  the  right 
intleman  whether  he  is  read; 
Ider  the  subject,  and,  if  he 
f  to  give  fair  and  reasonable 
atioa  to  it,  I  am  not  disposed  to 

House  any  further  tro&ble. 
W.  T.  MAERIOTT :  This 
a  qaeetioa  coaoemingthe  order 
iw  OS  it  at  present  stands,  and 
'  words  of  the  hon.  Qentle- 
)  added  it  would  be  rather  try- 
teal  with  the  subject  by  a  side- 
[  am  quite  sure  utat  the  Seore- 

Btate  for  War  will  hare  the 
ly  of  Members  on  both  sides  of 
se  in  refining  from  expressing 
on  on  a  case  which  is  tibjuditd. 
roung  man  has  broken  the  law 

be  punished,  but  we  cannot 
1  M  pott  facto  law.  It  is  our 
Lt  the  soldiers  should  hare  per- 
dom  to  attend  church  or  ohapel 

choose ;  and  I  know  from  my 
tonal  ezperienoe  that  they  have 
nny  every  liberty  of  oonscience, 
our  desire  that  they  should  have 
>dom.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
iber  for  Wolverhampton  sees  the 
1  to  this  Amendment,  It  is 
ly  useless.  If  this  young  man 
ran  the  law  he  will  be  pnmshed, 

cannot  make   an  «x  poit  facto 

}EXTON :  May  I  point  out  to 
and  learned  Gentleman  that  his 
lubtle  and  judicial  intellect  has 
im  on  this  occasion.  By  the  23 
7io.,  to  create  a  disturbance  in 
e  of  worship  is  an  offence.  But 
etary  for  War  says  that  when  an 
eates  a  disturbance  bjr  ordering 
ps  to   withdraw  it  is  not  an 

ITANHOFE  :   I  have  not  said 

EIXXOH :  Tfaerighthon.Oentle- 


man  sud  the  offloer  was  jne 
exerdsing  his  discretion. 

•Mb.  ffl:ANHOPE:  The  qn 
issue  now  before  the  Oonrts  is 
the  lieutenant  was  guilty  of  thi 
of  disorderly  conduct,  and  ujx 
expressed  no  opinion.  Whetbi 
committed  an  offence  against  i 
Law,  the  Civil  Court  must  decii 
Ms.  SEXTON :  I  wanton  thi 
to  make  the  military  the  dvil 
view.  I  wish  to  know  whether 
hon.  Gentleman  wUl  acknowl 
jurisdiction  of  the  Civil  Ooarl 
the  Court  of  First  Instance 
finned,  by  poniahing  or  re^ri 
the  lieutenant  ?  That  is  a  plain 
for  him  to  answer. 

*Mb.  D.  OBAWFOED  ^Lai 
think  it  would  be  an  inco 
course  to  press  this  Amendmi 
division,  stiU  I  think  the  Seor 
War  has  entirely  himself  to  bla] 
is,  in  itself,  a  prejudgment  of  tl 
express  surprise  that  the  pro 
should  have  been  taken.  But 
that  he  only  followed  the  preo 
by  his  Oolleaguee  in  thes 
affairs  —  namely,  that  of  i 
contempt  upon  uie  constituted  i 
of  the  country  whenever  tl 
likely  to  go  against  the  Adi 
tion.  While  I  am  ready  to  vote 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  think,  i 
as  a  lawyer,  that  the  Amendme 
convenient,  and  that  it  would 
not  to  press  it. 

•Me.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  Th 
tary  of  State  for  War  has  said 
will  reserve  his  judgment  n; 
case  until  he  has  beard  the  dc 
the  Court  of  Appeal. 

•Mb.  STANHOPE:  I  aaid  I 
to  express  an  opinion  on  the 
ings  in  the  Civil  Court. 

♦Mk.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  Ass 
decided  that  the  lieutenant  at 
gaily,  I  defy  the  Secretary  for  Wi 
military  authority  to  set  an 
decision ;  but,  if  it  is  decided 
acted  legally,  then  it  becomes 
tion  of  military  discretion,  am 
neither  the  time  nor  the  ooc 
raise  thatquestion  of  military  di 
That  is  a  subject  which  we  c( 
cuss  on  the  Secretary  for  War* 
or  on  any  other  item  of  th 
Estimates.  Whatever  deoiaion ; 
upon  this  Amendment  now,  to  i 
it  would  mislead  and  have  no  pre 
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effect.  While  I  sympathize  with  the 
Lord  Mayor  of  Doblin,  yet  thla  Amend- 
ment doea  not  odTanoe  the  oase  one  etep. 
I  therefore  think  it  wiU  be  better  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  await  the 
decision  of  the  Oivil  Ooart,  and  not  to 
prees  the  matter  to  a  Dividon. 

Mb.  SKXTON:  If  the  Amendment  is 
carried,  the  effect  of  it  will  be  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  will  be  obliged  to 
take  notice  of  the  dedsion  of  the  Civil 
Oourt.  Ab  I  understand  it,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  suspend  his  indg- 
mrat  until  the  Civil  Court  has  decided. 

*Me.  STANHOPE:  No. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Then  what  does  the 
right  hoQ.  Gentleman  intend  ?  WiU  he, 
or  will  he,  not  awut  the  judgment  of  the 
Civil  Court? 

*Ma.  STANHOPE:  I  have  already 
B^d  that  on  non-militaTj  points  I  shall 
await  the  Judgment  of  the  Civil  Court. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  And  if  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Civil  Court  be  ad- 
verse to  lieut.  Geogehan,  will  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  reprimand  that 
officer? 

•Mb.  stanhope  :  That  is  a  ques- 
tion I  entirely  decline  to  answer. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Then  I  shall  divide 
the  Committee. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  98; 
Noes  169.— (Div.  List,  No.  59.) 

Bill  reported,  with  Amendment ;  to  be 
read  a  third  time  To-morrow. 

JTIDICLAL  FACT0B8  [SCOTLAND) 
BILL.— [Bill  16G.] 
SECOM>  READniO. 

•Thk  LOIU)  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  BoBBKTSOK,  Buteshire):  I  move  the 
Second  Beading  of  this  Bill. 

Dr.  CLABK  (Caithness) :  I  desire  to 
enter  my  protest  against  this  method 
of  introducing  new  legislation  for  Scot- 
land. I  think  it  looks  like  an  insult  to 
Scotch  Members  to  ask  them  at  12 
o'clock  at  night  to  pass  measures 
changing  old  Scotch  law.  I  think  the 
Iiord  Advocate  should  give  us  some 
reasons  for  bringing  in  this  Bill. 

•Me.  D.  (SiAWFOED  (Lanark, 
N.E.) :  I  think  the  ebservations 
just  made  by  my  hon.  Friend 
show  that  there  is  an  unfortunate  ten- 
dency on  the  part  of  the  Front  Benches 
to  introduce  Bills  of  as  important  cha- 
racter withont  giving  the  House  the 
advantage  of  any  explanation  of  their 
Mr.  S.  B.  Fowhr 


provisions.  Now,  the  truth  is  that  this 
is  a  good  and  excellent  Bill.  It  refers 
to  a  subject  of  which  I  know  something, 
and  I  tlunk  the  objects  of  the  Bill  are 
most  pr(Hier.  But  this  constitutes  no 
reason  why  the  Qovemment  should  not 
take  the  trouble  to  explun  to  the  lay 
Members  of  this  House  what  its  provi- 
sions are.  I  shall,  indeed,  leave  it  to 
the  Lord  Advocate  to  explain  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill.  I  only  desire  to  aak 
one  question  with  regard,  to  the  fourth 
Clause,  which  provides  compensation  for 
a  certain  officer,  on  the  ground  that  his 
office  is  abolished.  Now,  Sir,  I  think 
the  Lord  Advocate,  as  much  as  any  man 
in  this  House,  will  agree  with  me  most 
cordially  that  the  proper  way  is  to  call 
things  by  their  right  names.  This 
officer  may  be  entitled  to  some  reward, 
or  to  some  pension  for  services,  but  he 
is  not  entitled  to  compensation  on  the 
ground  of  abolition  of  office.  But,  Sir, 
his  office  is  not  to  be  abolished;  its 
duties  are  to  be  extended  and  lately 
increased,  and  therefore  I  do  not  think 
it  is  right  to  sa;^  that  the  office  is  abo- 
lished by  the  Bill,  and  that  the  present 
owner  should  have  special  compensation. 
*Mh.  J.  P.  B.  H0BEHT80N :  If  I 
abstained  firom  speaking  on  the  in- 
troduction of  this  debate,  that  coarse 
has  been  amply  justified  by  the  ex- 
cellent speech  of  m;  hon.  Friend  oppo- 
site, who  has  pronounced  the  Bill 
to  be  a  good  one.  The  objects  of  the 
Bill  are  twofold.  In  the  first  place,  it 
is  proposed  to  combine  the  two  offices  of 
Accountant  in  Bankruptcy  and  what 
is  called  Accountant  of  Ooort  in  Scot- 
land, in  order  to  bring  together  the 
supervision  of  all  estates  in  the  hands 
of  the  Court,  which  had  hitherto  been 
separated,  and  for  which  separation  there 
is  no  valid  reason.  At  the  present  time, 
estates  in  the  hands  of  the  Oourt  stand 
in  this  position.  Some  are  subject  to 
supervision  by  the  Accountant  in  Bank- 
ruptcy, and  some  are  subject  to  no 
supervision  at  all,  although  both 
classes  of  estates  stand  in  Hie  same 
category,  as  being  estates  for  vrhioh 
the  Court  is  responsible.  It  is 
desirable  to  bring  together,  under  th» 
supervision  of  an  accountant,  oil  estates, 
and  therefore  the  two  offices  are  to  be 
merged,  giring  a  general  supervision  of 
all  estates  in  the  hands  of  the  Oourt. 
These  are  the  mun  objects  of  the  BiU; 
there  are  some  minor  pi;pviBions,  into 
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vhich  I  need  not  enter,  becanse  ttiey 
are  ol  a  technical  deaoription,  but  I 
should  like  to  infonn  the  Houbo  that 
while  the  BUI  purports  to  extend,  and 
does  extend,  the  Buperriaion  of  the 
Court  over  estates,  yet  there  ia  a  re- 
dnotioa  of  expenditure  on  the  offices  in 
queetion.  The  hon.  Member  for  Xorth 
West  Lanarkshire  has  referred  to  the 
fourth  section.  I  need  hardl;  say  that 
tbiaie  merely  one  of  the  arran^ments, 
settled  nnder  the  very  vi^lant  aaperyi- 
aion  of  the  Treasury,  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  new  eyatem,  by  permitting 
the  retirement  of  a  gentleman  who 
baa  hitherto  conducted  one  branch 
of  the  work,  and  who  is  not 
prepared  to  undertake  additional 
dntiea.  I  do  not  think  that  any  further 
guarantee  is  required  for  the  etficaey  of 
the  provision,  than  the  fact  that  it  has 
been  assented  to  by  the  Treasury.  In 
the  worda  of  my  hon.  Friend  opposite, 
I  can  only  repeat  that  this  is  an  excel- 
lent Bill,  which  is  directed  to  secure  in- 
oreaBodeffldenoy  and  increased  economy, 
and  the  combination  .of  these  two  ob- 

i'sots  surely  cannot  be  nnpopnlar  among 
ion.  Members.  I  therefore  hope  they 
will  accord  the  Bill  a  Second  Beading, 
and  devote  their  attention  to  securing 
in  Oommittee  any  alterations  which  may 
be  necessary. 

*Ma.  HALDANE  (Haddington):  It 
is  a  matter  for  congratulation  that  we 
have  at  last  got  to  the  consideration  of 
a  Scotch  Bill  before  12  o'clock  at  night. 
I  think  thatwe  shall  all  agree  that  this 
ia  a  useful  Bill,  seeing  that  it  will  pro- 
vide for  Bupenrising  the  adminiatration 
of  estates  in  Scotland  by  judicial  factors. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  public  are 
aware  how  costly  the  administration  of 
these  estates  is.  The  most  important 
provision  in  the  Bill  is,  I  think,  contained 
in  Clause  12,  which  provides,  in  effect, 
that  English  estates  are  to  be  handed 
over  to  judicial  factors,  who,  I  under- 
stand, give  security,  but  not  always 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  English 
Judges.  I  think  a  great  deal  may  be 
said  in  oriticism  of  this  clause,  but,  on 
the  other  side,  I  think  it  will 
simplify  mattera  a  great  deal,  and  put  an 
end  to  much  litigation.  Notwithstand- 
ing this  Clause,  I  think  the  Bill  is  a  most 
useful  one,  and  I  think  it  ought  to  be 
read  a  second  time. 

Question,  "  That  this  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday,  4th  April. 

OFFICIAL  BEORETS  BILL.— [Bill  97.] 
SECOND  BZADnra. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Thx  ATTOBNET  general  (Sir 
B.  Wbbstbb,  Isle  of  Wight) :  Sir,  I 
wish  to  say  just  a  word  or  two  with 
regard  to  this  BUI.  It  has  been  pre- 
pared under  the  direction  of  the  Seoro- 
tary  of  State  for  War  and  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  in  order  to  punish 
the  offence  of  obtaining  information,  and 
communicating  it,  against  the  interests 
of  the  State.  The  Bill  is  an  exceedingly 
simple  one,  and  I  beg  to  move  its 
Second  Beading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Sir  .fl.-ff.  WthifT.) 

Da.  TANNEH  (Cork,  Mid.) :  I  really 
think  we  require  some  further  explana- 
tion than  the  miserable  one  afforded  to 
this  House  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  I  really  think  he  is  trifling 
with  this  House  in  introducing  a  measure 
of  this  importance  with  such  brief  ex- 
planation. I  earnestly  protest  against 
the  method  and  manner  in  which 
measures  of  this  sort  are  brought  in  at 
this  hour  of  the  night.  It  is  not  so  very 
late,  and  there  is  ample  time  and  oppor- 
tunity for  explaining  the  meaning  of  it. 
We  want  to  know  what  there  is  behind 
the  Bill.  I  do  not  say  that  we  look  upon 
this  measure  with  suspicion,  but  I  think 
we  may  reasonably  ask  for  the  reasons 
for  its  introduction;  and  I,  therefore, 
trust  that  this  House  will  understand  me 
when  I  make  this  protest  from  below  the 
Gangway,  and  I  hope  hon.  Members 
oppoBite  will  join  with  me  in  insisting  on 
obtaining  further  explanations  beioro 
the  Bill  IS  allowed  to  pass. 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday,  let  April. 

WEIGHTS    AND    MEASURES     BILL. 
[BuL  130.] 

SBOOHD  RBAIUNO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 
•Thi  PRESIDENT  oir  thr  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hioks  Bbaoh)  :  I 
introduced  this  Bill  last  summer.    I  hav» 
received  very  many  communications  with. 
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regard  to  the  meBsure,  ajid  I  have  taken 
advantage  of  them  and  made  such 
amendmente  in  the  Bill  as  appeared 
neeeaasry,  I  think  that  in  its  present 
■bape  the  Bill  will  be  a  very  uaefal 
amendment  of  the  law  relating  to 
veights  and  meOBurea,  without  being 
open  to  any  of  the  objections  raised  last 
year.  Objection  was  taken  last  year  b; 
the  baking  trade  throughoat  the  country 
to  the  provisions  relating  to  the  sale  of 
bread,  and  after  full  consideration  I  have 
bought  it  better  to  omtt  the  provisions 
on  that  subject,  and  to  leave  the  law  as 
regards  the  sale  of  bread  in  its 
present  state  until  the  time  oomea  for 
complete  amendment.  The  Bill  is  now 
divided  into  two  parts.  The  first  part 
oontains  minor  amendments  of  the  law 
in  the  direction  of  giving  greater  power 
to  the  local  authorities  to  secure  regular 
and  systematic  inspection  and  to  prevent 
^ud  in  the  use  of  weights  and 
measures.  The  first  15  Olauaee  relate  to 
points  of  detail  of  the  kind  whioh  I  think 
will  be  better  explained  in  Committee 
than  at  the  present  stage.  The  second 
part  of  the  Bill  relates  to  very  important 
matter,  and  proposes  to  introduce  gene- 
rally throughout  the  country  the  same 
restrictions  as  to  the  sale  of  ooal  by 
weight  as  now  prevail  in  the  Metropolis. 
I  need  not  dwell  on  the  very  great 
frauds  that  can  be  committed,  and  fre- 
quently are  now  committed,  in  the  sale 
of  coiU,  often  upon  the  poorest  of  the 
people,  under  the  lax  state  of  the  law 
which  at  present  prevails.  I  shall  be 
glad  to  receive  any  communications  with 
regard  to  the  Bill,  and  to  consider  them. 
I  beg  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (S>r  S[.Si<ii4  Bsath.) 

*Mb.  CEEICEB  (Shoreditoh,  Haggera- 
tott):  I  do  not  propose  to  dela;  the 
progress  of  this  measure,  whioh  I  regard 
as  an  exceedingly  useful  one.  The 
Tight  hon.  Qentleman  has  referred  to 
the  practice  which  obtains  in  London  in 
regtud  to  the  sale  of  oool.  I  believe  he 
wishes  to  make  an  earnest  effort  to 
prevent  the  barefaced  and  shameful 
frauds  which  are  perpetrated  upon  the 
poor  by  the  so  called  coal  dealers  of 
London ;  and  all  I  desire  from  him  is  an 
assurance  that  he  will  seriously  consider 
Sir  MichMl  Bieki  Beaeh 


any  Amendments  made  inOommittee  in 
that  direction. 

Mb.  FIBTH  (Dundee) :  I  hope  this 
Bill  may  be  read  a  second  time,  but  I 
am  eorry  it  does  not  go  much  Aiither 
than  it  does  in  the  direction  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hoggerston 
(Mr.  Oremer).  One  of  the  advantagesof 
the  Bill  undoubtedly  is  that  it  causes 
Inspectors  of  Weights  and  Measures  in 
future  to  obtain  oertificates  of  qualifica- 
tion, but  the  particular  point  I  wish  to 
express  regret  about  is,  that  the  Bill 
may  have  tiie  effect  of  perpetuating  still 
longer  the  extremely  anomalous  state  of 
things  in  the  country  with  regard  to 
Weighte  and  Measures,  which  is  different 
ftom  that  which  exists  in  any  other 
country  in  Europe. 
•Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston):  This 
Bill  may  be  conddered  to  be  what  is 
ordinarily  known  as  a  Departmental  Billi 
and  it  is  quite  possible  that  the  offioera 
of  the  Department  who  frame  them  may 
be  deficient  in  familiarity  with  the 
practical  working  of  systems  with  which 
they  interfere.  I  do  not  propose  to  do 
anything  in  the  way  of  opposing  the 
Second  Beading  of  the  Bill,  but  I  desire 
to  ask  that  when  we  oome  to  the  Com- 
mittee stage,  it  may  be  considered  how 
far  Part  n.  of  the  Bill  is  applicable 
to  the  case  of  large  dealings  in  coal. 
Small  consumers  may  require  to  bepio- 
teoted  by  stringent  regulations.  I  do- 
not  deny  that,  as  to  the  retail  trade,  it 
may  be  desirable  that  coal  should  be 
sold  by  weight ;  but  I  cannot  think  it  is 
necessary  that  people  who  deal  in  laige 
quantities  of  coal  should  be  bound  oy 
such  a  rule.  In  many  cases  it  would 
be  extremely  inoonvenient  to  require 
sale  by  weight,  as,  for  instance,  wnere 
it  is  sold  by  the  boatload,  and  it  is  a 
comparatively  easy  matter  to  arrive  at 
the  weight  by  means  of  the  displace- 
ment. Why  should  an  arrangement  of 
this  kind,  whioh  is  approved  by  both 
buyer  and  seller,  be  rendered  ille^F 
I  hope  that  in  Committee  my  right 
hon.  Friend  will  consent  to  lulow  of 
the  continuance  of  systems  other  than 
that  of  weighing,  when  they  are  suffi- 
ciently accurate  for  the  purpose  of  the 
trade. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 


jo^CjOOglC 


DiipeKiary  Sown 
M.  HI0K8  BEACH :  WliBt  1 
Aid  in  the  ooune  of  this  disoi 
takes  me  entertain  the  viev,  which. 
diepoBed  to  before,  that  it  would 
jr  rnnoh  better  that  this  Bill  shoold 
aidered  b;  a  Standing  Oommittee 
than  b;  a  Oommittee  of  the  whole 
. ,  I  therefore  beg  to  move  that 
ill  be  referred  to  the  Standing 
ittee  OD  Trade. 

ion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
11  be  referred  to  the  Standing 
ittee  on  Trade,"  pat,  and  agreed 

ULTURAL  HOLDINGS  (SCOT- 
)  ACT  (1883)  AMEUiDMENT  BILL. 
BILL  58.]      BBOONH  KEADDro. 

ir  for  Second  Beading  read. 
MUNEO  FERGUSON  (Leith 
)) :  I  beg  to  more  the  Second 
g  of  this  Bill.  The  Bill  ia  in- 
to remedy  what  has  been  gene- 
icognized  by  agricultarists  as  a 
Mint  in  the  Act  of  1803.  The 
of  yalnatioD  has  led  to  very  eon- 
Is  expense,  owing  to  its  being 
>y  for  every  party  to  select  a 
r.  Udder  the  proposals  of  this 
e  Sheriff,  failing  agreement,  will 
lie  right  to  appoint  a  valuator, 
11  then  be  judicial  referee.  In 
ly  simplicity  of  proceeding  will 
ited,  as  well  as  economy. 

Dn  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  aeoood 
-{Hr.  Munro  Ftrguun.) 

r.  P.  B.  BOBEETSON  :  I  think 
ought  to  be  read  a  second  time, 
iposal,  I  believe,  will  conduoe,  in 
n,  to  effloienoy  and  economy,  and 
possibly  deprive  arbitrations  of 
ihe  otiaracteristics  which,  I  am 
iften  belong  to  them  of  two  of 
:tionaries  being  more  or  lees  of 
an  character.  There  are  some 
ns  in  the  Bill  which  are  suscep- 
amendment,  and  I  fbnoy  the  hon. 
■  will  not  resent  the  proposal  of 
langes   which    will  better  har- 
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Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  commil 
for  Monday,  Ist  April. 

DISPENBART  HOUSES  (IBRLAND)  i 
(1S79)  AUENDUBNT  BILL.-{Bill  12( 

SBOOITD  BBASIKa. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  £ 
I  beg  to  move  the  Second  Reading 
this  Bill.  The  object  of  the  measun 
a  very  small  one  ;  it  ia  merely  to  remc 
a  defect  of  a  technical  nature  in  the  i 
now  in  operation  in  Ireland.  There 
very  great  difBoulty  in  obtaining  st 
able  sites  for  dispensaries,  and  the  I 
is  to  give  greater  facilities  in  tl 
direction. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoai 
That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seco 
time." — {Mr.  Macartney.) 

Db.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid): 
really  think  that  we  should  have  h 
some  opportunity  of  considering  tl 
Bill  before  the  Second  Reading  « 
proposed.  At  any  rate,  courtesy  mig 
have  prompted  the  promoters  of  t 
Bill  to  have  put  it  before  the  membi 
of  the  medical  profession.  PersonalJ 
I  have  not  beard  one  word  in  favour 
the  Bill  from  any  of  my  professioi 
oolleagnes  in  Ireland ;  and  if  t 
measure  is  intended  to  benefit  the  ai 
poor,  who  are  better  able  to  offer  i 
opinion  upon  it  than  the  man  who  h 
to  took  after  the  poor  ?  I  certainly  tal 
issue  with  the  hon.  Member  when  1 
says  that  the  Bill  is  to  afford  great 
facilities  for  the  provision  of  diapenaa 
housea  in  Ireland.     Saoh  places  can  1 

frovided  without  any  Bill  of  this  kin 
should  like  to  know  from  one  or  oth 
of  its  ^omoters  whether  the  operatic 
of  the  Bill  is  to  be  limited  entirely 
Belfast  and  to  the  North  of  Ireland  f  i 
any  rats,  in  order  to  give  hon.  Qentlemt 

ipportunity  of  explaining  the  matt 

properly,  I  beg  to  move  that  the  Bill  I 
read  a  second  time  this  day  six  montb 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  tl 
word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  tl 
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Qdeation  to  add  the  words  "  apon  this 
day  MX  months." — {Dr.  Tatrntr.) 

Qaestisn  pTOposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOE  (Tipperary) :  I 
beg  to  second  the  Amendment,  and  also 
to  protest  against  the  manner  in  vhioh 
the  Bill  has  been  introdnced.  Thsre  is 
a  good  deal  in  what  my  hon.  Friend  has 
said.  It  ma;  very  truly  be  said  that  the 
Bill  has  been  sprung  on  the  House. 
We  have  had  no  proper  explanation  of 
the  proTisions  of  the  Bill.  We  on  this 
side  of  the  Houae  are  quite  prepared  to 
support  any  measure  that  has  for  its 
object  the  acquiring  of  landfor  the  pur- 


pose of  carrying  out  with  greater  facility 
the  object  of  the  Dispensary  Law,  bat 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Macartney),  in 
moving  the  Second  Beading,  said  the 
Bill  was  for  the  purpose  of  rectifying  a 
technical  error  in  the  law  as  it  already 
stands.  Did  he  point  it  out?  How  do 
we  know  that  such  a  technical  error 
exists?  It  is  preposterous  to  expect 
that  Irish  Members  will  support  a 
measnie  introduced  in  snoh  a  manner. 

Mb.  MAOARTNET  :  I  did  not  wish 
to  take  ap  the  time  of  the  House  when 
I  moved  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill, 
but  I  admit  the  objections  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  have  taken  call  for  some 
reply  from  me.  The  Bill  was  not  brought 
in  in  th«  interest  of  any  part  of  Ireland 
partionlariy,  bat  the  circumstances  which 
have  led  me  to  introduce  the  Bill  have 
ooann«d  in  that  part  of  the  country  with 
which  I  am  more  familiarly  aoqoainted 
than,  perhaps,  hon.  Members  opposite. 
The  DiBpenBary  Board  of  my  Union 
have  been  unable  to  acquire  land  for 
the  purpose  of  a  dispensaty  because  there 
is  no  land  available,  and  I  have  intro- 
duoed  this  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
abling the  Dispensary  Boards  not  only 
in  the  North  of  Ireland  but  in  all  parts 
of  Ireland,  to  acquire  land  exceeding  60 
years'  tenure.  No  political  or  sectarian 
oanaiderations  are  involved,  and  there- 
fore I  hope  hon.  Members  will  not 
hesitate  to  agree  to  the  Second  Beading. 

Mr.  BI60AB  (Oavan) :  There  is  one 
great  reason  why  I  am  disposed  to  look 
upon  questions  affecting  the  administra* 
tion  oi  the  Medical  Charities  Act  in  Ire- 


land with  suspicion,  and  it  is  that  the 
ratepayers  are  always  involved  in  extra- 
vagant expenditure.  I  know  a  ease  in 
which,  while  the  amount  spent  on  the 
support  of  paupers  was  £600  in  the  year, 
the  payments  made  under  the  Medical 
Oharitiea  Act  exceeded  £500.  I  do  not 
see  any  justification  for  laying  out  public 
money  on  buildings  under  the  Hedical 


Charities  Act  if  - 

Mb.  HACABTNET  :  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  Question  be  now  put. 
*Mb.  SPEAEEB:  Order,  order! 

Mb.  BIOOAB  :  In  many  parts  of  Ire- 
land there  is  now  an  agitation  to  con- 
solidate Poor  Law  unions.  If  such  oon- 
BolidatioQ  takes  place,  surdy  the  old 
Poor  Law  buildings  could  be  easily  uti- 
lized for  any  purpoaes  connected  with 
the  Medical  Charities  Act. 

Mk.  MACARTNEY  rose  in  Ms  place 
and  claimed  to  move  "That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put;"  but  Mr.  Spsixxb 
withheld  his  assent  and  declined  then  to 
put  that  Question. 

And,  it  being  midnight,  Mr.  Sfbaksb 
rose  to  interrupt  the  Business. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Macartnxt  rose  in 
his  place,  and  claimed  to  move  "  That 
the  question  be  now  put;"  bat  Mr. 
Spkaxsb  withheld  his  assent,  and 
declined  then  to  put  Hiat  Question. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Monday, 
1st  April. 

TOWN  POLIOE  CLAUSES  AOT  (18*7) 

AHENDHBNT  BILL.      [Biu,  6fi.] 

As  amended,  considered ;   to  be  read 

the  third  time  upon  Monday,  let  April. 

HOBSEFLESH  (SALE  FOE  FOOD)  BILL. 
[Bill  149.] 
Bead  a  second  time,  and  oommitted 
for  Thursday,  4th  April. 

MOTIOIf. 


jusnoES  or  thx  pbaoe  buj.. 

On  Motion  of  Ifr.  Seole-Hajme,  Bill  for  the 
purpOM  of  amondiiiK  the  Law  in  regard  to  tho 
appointmant,  qoalification,  and  removal  of 
JuBlicea  of  tlis  Peaca,  ordered  to  be  bronght  in 
by  Mr.  Seale-Havne,  Mr.  Bernard  Colwidga, 
Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  Stuart  Keadel,  Sir  BemlMrd 
Samueloon,  and  Mr.  Arthur  WilliamE. 

Bill  pr«tented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiUlZt.] 
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USE    OF    LOBDS, 
iday,  29th  March,  1BB9. 


[DATED  FUND  {No.  2)  BILL. 
J'  (acoordiog  to  Order),   anA 


DLroATED    BILL.    {No.  1.) 
)d  the  Boyal  Assent. 


BSnOW.      OBBBKTATIORB. 

«T  HARDINGE,  in  rising  to 
oyemment  what  progress  had 
e  with  regard  to  the  selection 
br  the  National  Portrait  Gal- 

:  iiy  Lords,  I  hare  so  often 
a  question  before  that  I  am 
liamed  to  put  it  now.  I  cannot 
hare  ever  received  anysatiBfao- 
er  ^m  Her  Alajesty's  Govem- 
lie  matter  is  one  that  cropped 

weeks  ago,  when  my  nohle 
lOrd  Lammgton)  brought  for- 
question  of  public  buildings  in 
polis,  and  on  that  occasion  mj 
jnd  (Lord  Henniker)  certainly 
ve  a  very  re-assuring  answer, 
bave  always  contended  for  is 
;  the  National  Portrait  Oallery 
ferential  claim  over  all  other 
its  of  Bcieuce  and  Art,  because 
"S  ago  a  promise  was  made  that 

v.iuld  not  elapse  before  an 
9Dt  was  made  for  removing 
es  from  Betbnal  Oreen,  which 
table  place  for  them,  andwhere 
lardly  appreciated.  I  know  It 
it  just  at  this  moment  there  is 

lOXXXXV.       [THIttD  BEaiBS.] 


oonsiderable  presenrs  upon  the  Govern' 
ment  in  consequence  of  the  demandi 
in  respect  to  the  National  Defences 
but  if  tnat  polity  is  to  be  pursued  in  ani 
continuity — which  I  certainly  trust  il 
will  be — it  may  be  years  before  any- 
thing is  done,  before  we  get  a  site, 
or  before  any  steps  are  taken  to  build  a 
new  National  Portrait  Gallery.  Lost 
year  a  deputation  composed  of  Peen 
and  Members  of  Parliament  presented  s 
Hemorial  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury which  was  very  numerously  signed. 
The  First  Lord  received  the  deputation 
with  his  usual  courtesy,  but  since  then 
nothing  has  come  of  it.  During  the 
Autumn  Session  of  last  year  a  question 
was  asked  in  the  House  of  Commons  ai 
to  what  were  the  inteations  of  Hei 
Majesty's  Ghivemment  with  regard  to 
that  matter.  Mr.  Plunket  on  that 
oooasion  stated  that  he  was  in  communi- 
cation with  Mr.  Scbart  on  the  question. 
That  satisfied  the  hon.  Member  who  put 
the  question ;  but,  on  inquiry  of  Ifr. 
Soharf,  I  find  that  the  only  suggestion 
Mr.  Plunketmade  was  that  Madame  Tua- 
saud's  Waxworks  were  to  be  placed  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Trustees  of  the  Gal- 
lery. Now,  it  is  quite  a  novel  idea  to 
turn  a  waxwork  exhibition  into  a 
National  Gallery ;  but  I  think  the  great 
objection  to  it  was  that  the  building  was 
insufficient,  and  was  quite  as  much 
out  of  the  way  as  Bethnal  Green, 
When  the  last  Government  were  is 
office,  Mr.  Mitford   prepared  elaborate 

§lans  for  a  new  gallery  in  Delahay 
treet.  That  had  great  merits,  and  we 
were  in  hopes  that  something  waagoing 
to  be  done;  but  now,  it  appears,  a  com- 
pany has  got  hold  of  this  land,  so  that 
the  site  is  gone.  Then  there  were 
other  plans.  There  is  the  site  at 
Millbaok ;  the  prison  there  is  going  to 
be  pulled  down,  and  there  is  a  very 
2  B 
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large  extent  of  ground  behind  in  Tic- 
tona  Street.  Any  of  these  sites  might 
be  negotiated  tor,  at  any  rate  ;  but 
nothing  is  being  done.  Then,  I  must 
draw  my  noble  Friend's  attention  to  the 
fact  that  we  are  constantly  havinK  dona- 
tions and  beqneets  eoming  in,  ana  we  do 
not  know  where  to  put  them.  We  are 
practioatly  in  a  small  lodging  house  at 
SO,  Great  Qeorge  Street,  vhere  you  can 
hardly  get  full-lengths  up  the  staircase. 
The  consequence  is  we  have  been 
obliged,  as  a  last  resort,  to  ask  the 
Trustees  of  the  National  Qallery  to  re- 
ceive those  pictures  that  are  too  large 
in  their  cellars.  We  have  been  obliged 
to  send  to  the  lower  part  of  the  National 
Gallery  that  most  interesting  picture  pre- 
sented by  the  Emperor  of  Austria  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  with  Pitt  addressing 
the  House,  and  also  another  most  in- 
terest! Dg  picture,  of  the  Conference  of 
1604.  These  are  two  extremely  valu- 
able pictures,  and  they  must  remain 
there  out  of  sight  until  the  Government 
do  something.  I  wish  to  correct  an 
answer  which  my  noble  Friend  gave  the 
other  night  to  a  question  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Sandhurst).  The 
-question  was  as  to  the  number  of  visitors 
to  the  Exhibition  at  Bethnal  Green,  and 
my  noble  Friend  said  it  was  five  times 
as  large  as  before  the  pictures  went 
there.  The  real  state  of  things  is  that 
for  two  years  the  number  has  rather 
diminished.  In  1860  there  were  450,000 
visitors;  in  1666  there  were 480,000;  in 
1887  itdropped  to  409,000  ;  in  1 886  it  rose 
to  910,000,  but  this  was  the  Jubilee 
year,  and  the  large  orowds  were  no  doubt 
principally  attracted  by  the  exhibition  of 
Her  Majesty's  Jubilee  presents!  But 
there  is  another  much  more  serious  thing 
with  regard  to  the  Bethoal  Green 
Museum,  and  that  is  the  deterioration  of 
the  pictures  there.  The  pictures  are  all 
cracking.  I  have  a  Beport  from  Mr. 
Scharf,  who  inspected  the  Gallery  to- 
gether with  two  experts,  and  that  Report 

"Thou  portraits  on  the  aide  wsUi  have 
inffered  most.  Ihe  wslls  ue  very  thin,  and 
the  obsngsB  of  climale  during  night-time  leem 
to  huvfl  taken  a  greater  effect  on  them.  The 
other  pottnita  Ebov  Isbb  marks  of  dsteriom- 

I  am  sorry  to  say  there  are  up- 
wards of  40  portraits,  many  of 
them  extremely  good  ones,  that  are 
so  attacked.  Under  these  circnm- 
ViieoiMt  Sardingt 


stances  I  must  say  I  think  it  is  hard 
upon  the  Trustees  who  are  responsible- 
for  the  proper  keeping  of  the  piotures 
that  this  state  of  things  should  be 
allowed  to  continue.  I  want  to  know 
from  my  noble  Friend  whether  any  move 
has  been  made— whether  any  oor- 
respondence  has  taken  place  between  the 
Office  of  Works  and  the  Treasury  upon 
the  subject ;  beoause  if  we  are  to  go  oa 
year  after  year  reoeiving  the  same- 
answer,  and  nothing  being  done,  the 
piotnros  will  all  go  to  rack  and  ruin. 

LoKD  LAMINGTON:  Before  my 
noble  Friend  replies  to  this  question,  I 
wish  to  refer  to  the  answer  which  m; 
noble  Friend  gave  me  the  other  evening. 
I  did  not  catch  the  observation  at  the 
time,  but  the  noble  Lord  is  reported  to 
have  said  that  a  great  many  more  people 
visited  the  Bethnal  Green  Museum 
since  the  pictures  have  been  there  than 
visited  the  old  gallery  at  the  West  End. 
Now,  I  want  to  point  out  that  there  ia 
another  exhibition  at  Bethnal  Green, 
and  if  account  b6  taken  of  the  ordinary 
visitors,  I  do  not  believe  it  will  be  found 
that  the  number  of  the  visitors  to  the 
pictures  simply  has  increased.  Yery 
recently  I  visited  Bethnal  Green  for  the 
purpose  of  seeing  for  myself  what  is 
taking  place.  A  great  number  of  people 
were  there,  but  they  were  not  the  class 
of  people  who  care  for  historic  pictures, 
and  the  octlection  is  entirely  lost  in  its 
present  position.  Now,  a  great  number 
of  these  pictures  have  been  presented  to 
the  Trustees  of  the  National  Portrait 
Gallery  by  families,  in  order  that  they 
might  be  placed  in  a  favourable  position, 
and  so  prove  an  EidVantage  to  the  nation. 
Many  of  these  families  feel  considerably 
aggrieved  that  the  pictures  should  b« 
left  at  Bethnal  Oreen,  and,  if  nothing  ia 
to  be  done  to  house  the  pictures  pro- 
perly, I  think  it  would  only  be  just  that 
they  should  be  returned  to  their  donora. 
What  has  been  stated  to-day  by  my 
noble  Friend  as  to  the  deterioration  of 
the  pictures  is  a  matter  of  very  great 
importance,  because  we  must  remember 
that  portraits  cannot  be  replaced, 

Thb  Eael  of  MIIiLTOWN :  I 
would  like  to  ask  my  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Henniker)  whether  the  Govern- 
ment have  considered  or  will  consider 
possibility  of  obtaining  Her 
Majesty's  gracious  permission  to  utilize 
the  large  Banqueting  House,  Whitehall, 
for  this  purpose  ?  That  beautiful  build- 
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I  designed  b;  Inigo  Jones  for 
:.  in  the  begiauiiig  of  the  17th 
It  ae  all  that  w&b  ever  carried 
le  magnificent  Palace  which  he 
1  for  that  Monarch  to  regilace 
i'alace  which  shortly  before  bad 
mt  down.  It  has  euetained  two 
eat  fires;  and  it 
t  specimen  of  Italian  architeo- 
his  country,  and  one  of  tbe  most 
1  of  the  bu  itding  which  adorns  the 
lis.  It  was  built  and  originally 
it  was  intended, as  a  Banqueting 
lit  since  the  reign  of  George  I. 
len  used  ae  a  chapel,  but  it  has 
len  consecrated.  It  is  about 
lolesiastical  looking  a  building 

rssible  to  imagine.  It  faces 
south  instead  of  east  and 
t  ia  hung  with  curtains  in  a 
il  manner.  Ite  ceiling  ia  covered 
eautiful  mosaic  by  Rubens  of 
theoais  of  James  I.,  who  was 
n  ecclesiastical  personage,  and 
'  not  one  whose  apotheosis  one 
cpect  to  see  on  the  root  of  a 
Under  these  circumstances  it 
to  me  no  mote  consecrated  to 
worship  than  is  one  of  your 
)H  dining  rooms  where  family 
lakejplaoe  from  time  to  time. 
SANDHURST :  In  the  one  or 
larks  which  I  shall  make,  I 
'  noble  Viscount  will  understand 
im  in  no  way  hostile  to  the 
of  the  National  Portrait  Gallery, 
I  grudge  tbe  removal  of  the 
back  to  South  Kensington,  but 
will  be  possible  to  replace  it  in 
Green  by  a  collection  of  mis- 
18  pictures,  which  would  pro- 
terest  the  people  of  that  quarter 
m  a  collection  of  national  por- 
rhere  is  another  point  which  I 
ak  the  noble  Lord  to  take  into 
ition,  and  that  is,  whether  it 
It  be  possible,  and  advisable,  to 
,  instead  of  these  large  picture 
IB,  two  or  three  small  ones  in 
iree  of  the  more  densely  popu- 
itricts  of  London.  The  South 
ton  Museum,  the  National 
and  tbe  British  Museum  are  at 
^eat  distance  from  the  East 
ingtoD,  Shoreditch,  Hackney, 
he  south  of  the  river,  Bermond- 
[tremely  badly  off  with  respect 
>llections,  and  I  hope  that  Ber 
9  OoTemment  will  take  the 
ito  their  consideration. 
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•Lord  HENNIKEE:  I  am  sorr 
say  that  I  can  realty  add  very  litlj 
what  I  have  stated  more  than  one 
this  House  on  this  subject.  The  w 
question  of  finding  a  permanent  h 
for  this  valuable  collection  is  one  w 
depends  upon  the  Treasury  recomm 
ing  tbe  expenditure  and  Farliai 
finding  the  money.  If  they  sanctio 
and  -tind  the  money,  there  will  bi 
difficulty  whatever  in  finding  a  mt< 
in  regard  to  proper  plans.  It  appea 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  ; 
think  it  will  appear  to  your  Lordel 
that  there  is  no  use  in  providing  p 
atad  proposing  a  site  if  the  money  is 
forthcoming  to  provide  the  site 
carry  out  the  plans.  In  fact,  it  is  usi 
to  put  a  scheme  before  tbe  Trea 
which  is  not  one  which  is  immedif 
and  imperatively  required.  I  quote 
words  "  immediately "  and  "  imp 
tively  "  from  a  Circular  from  the  T 
sury ;  and  this  is  a  rule  strictly 
down  by  the  Department.  Certs 
this  is  one  of  the  works  which  oi 
to  be  undertaken  as  soon  as  possi 
but  there  are  others  which  ough 
take  precedence  of  a  National  Por 
Gallery.  One  of  the  important  w. 
which  come  into  this  category  is 
erection  of  new  Admiralty  buildi 
As  I  said  the  other  day,  it  is  only  | 
posed  to  ash  for  a  very  small  Voto  to  hi 
to  carry  out  the  plan  already  ado; 
with  regard  to  tbe  Admiralty.  The  i 
for  national  defence  are  very  great  u 
the  Government  and  Parliament  at 
present  momsnt,  and  it  is  very  diffi 
to  ask  for  a  grant  for  public  wo 
If  the  pictures  were  suffering  in  Betl 
Green,  as  the  noble  Lord  said,  of  co 
the  question  of  providing  a  permati 
home  for  them  becomes  one  of  gre 
urgency  ;  but  neither  myself  nor 
Office  of  Works  had  any  iaformatioi 
that  point  until  my  noble  Friend  (I 
Hardinge)  was  kind  enough  to  men 
the  matter  to  me  privately  the  ol 
day  ;  and  no  complaint  had  been  m 
at  the  0£ce  of  Worhs  on  the  subj 
I  roust  remind  your  Lordships  of  t 
that  the  Office  of  Works  has  nothin. 
do  with  tbe  care  of  the  pictures  ;  i 
only  their  duty  to  provide  a  buildin 
contain  them.  This  applies  to  what 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Sandhurst)  said 
to  loans  of  pictures  in  different  part 
London.  It  is  the  Trustees  who 
responsibla    for    the    piotures,    and 
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BuppoBO  it  would  be  their  doty  in 
a  case  of  this  kiod  to  make  a  repre- 
sentation to  the  Gkirernment  that  the 
picturee  were  not  properly  housed,  and 
no  doubt  suoh  a  representation  will  be 
made.  Apart  from  this  consideration, 
it  does  not  appear  that  any  seriouB  evil 
arises  from  these  pictures  being  at  the 
PethnalOreenMuHenm.  Aihas  appeared 
lately  from  the  public  Press,  the  pla 
vhere  the  pictures  are  appears  to  plea 
the  public.     The  way    in    which  the 

Jiiotures  are  hnng  give  the  student  a 
ar  better  opportunity  of  seeing  them 
than  he  ever  had  at  South  Kensing- 
ton. I  cannot  think  for  a  moment 
that  any  real  student  would  ob- 
ject to  take  a  journey  down  to  Beth- 
nal  Qreen  to  see  the  piotures  as  they 
are  bung  at  present.  There  are  num- 
bers of  visitors  who  never  had  an 
opportunity  of  seeing  the  oolleotion 
before,  and  might  never  have  done 
so  if  the  pictures  were  not  where  they 
are.  I  should  like  here  to  give  some 
explanation  as  to  what  I  said  the  other 
day,  partioularly  as  my  noble  Friend 


found  fanlt  with  what  I  said.  I  was  mis- 
rpported.  I  had  not  the  figures  with 
me  at  the  time,  and  I  spoke  from  recol- 
lection ;  but  I  told  your  Lordships  that 
I  believed  that  the  number  of  visitors  in 
the  first  year  that  the  pictures  were  re- 
moved to  Bethnal  Gbeen  was  three  or 
four  times  (not  four  or  five  times,  as  my 
noble  Friend  said  just  now)  as  many  as 
the  number  who  visited  the  collection  the 
last  year  it  remained  at  South  Kendn^ 
ton.  I  made  one  mistake.  I 
said  I  tiiought  I  based  my  recol- 
lection on  a  Betum  on  1SB7;  I 
ought  to  have  said  1886.  Hie  pictures 
were  removed  to  Bethnal  Qreen  in 
September,  166S.  What  I  based  my 
calenlatiOQ  upon  was  this.  I  based  my 
oalouUtian  with  regard  to  South  Ken- 
sington on  the  ten  years  fioia  1876  to 
1886,  in  which  year  the  pictures  were 
moved  from  South  Kensington  to 
Bethnal  Oreen,  During  that  ten  years 
the  largest  attendance  was  in  1883, 
when  146,187  visited  the  Gallery  at 
South  Kensington.  During  1884,  the 
last  complete  year  the  pictures  were 
at  South  Kensington,  127,716  visited 
the  QalleiT ;  in  the  first  complete 
year  at  Bethnal  Qreen,  that  was 
in  ltl86,  the  number  was  446,722. 
My  calflulation  was,  therefore,  not 
Lord  Bmniitr 


far  wrong.  That  was  the  only 
information  I  had  to  go  upon,  but  I 
afterwards  asked  for  a  Return,  and  sinoe 
I  came  into  the  House  to-day,  a  few 
minutes  ago,  I  have  received  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Sobarf,  who  says — 

"  There  ii  no  mMiu  of  digtinguiBbing  at  th* 
Bethnkt  Gieeii  mDseiim  with  what  partiDnlar 
objact  visitoTB  enter  the  Mnsanm.  One  set  of 
tarnstileB  lead  to  every  department.  Va^aat 
children  of  a  lander  age  coaot  tbe  tame  u 
growD-up,  cnlUvated  persons.  A  large  nnmber 
of  the  former  prepOD  derate.  Since  the  addition 
of  the  portraits  to  the  Bethaal  Gtreen  coilectton 
the  total  jraarly  number  of  Tintora  hM 
dimiaiahed.  In  1B84  and  1886,  before  the  por< 
tnita.  tbe  aumber  of  viaiton-  was  147,330  and 
460.139;  in  18S6, with  the  portrait,  the  nnmher 
was  41S,732  ;  in  18S7,  with  tbe  portniti, 
409,929 ;  and  in  1S88,  with  the  Jubilee  presents 
onTiew,»10,(H." 

I  think  I  was  justified  in  making  the 
statemeat  I  did.  On  this  statement, 
there  can  clearly  be  no  means  of  judging 
who  visits  the  pictures,  unless  it  be  the 
Return  of  those  who  pass  through  tbe 
turnstiles;  and,  again,  I  have  no  infor- 
mation as  to  tbe  difference  of  numbers 
being  increased  from  any.  special  reason 
except  in  1 888,  when  the  Jubilee 
presents  to  Her  Majesty  were  on  view. 
The  noble  Lord  has  said  something 
about  pledgee  as  to  tbe  building  of  a 
National  Portrait  Gallery.  I  myself 
know  of  no  promises  having  been 
made  since  I  have  been  connected  with 
the  Department  over  which  my  right 
hon.  Fnend  Mr.  Plunket  presides.  At 
all  events,  I  never  made  any  promise  in 
your  Lordships'  Honse,  either  on  my 
own  behalf  or  on. behalf  of  Mr.  PInnket. 
He  is,  I  know,  extremely  anxious  to 
find  a  permanent  home  for  these  pic- 
tures as  soon  as  possible,  and  he  is 
quite  ready  to  proceed  the  moment  the 
TreasuiT  and  Parliament  grant  the 
money  for  a  site  and  settle  the  plans  for 
the  erection  of  a  building.  I  quite  appre- 
ciate what  my  noble  Friend  says  as  to 
the  inconvenience  of  pictures  being  put 
away  in  cellars  at  tbe  National  Qallety, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  First  Com- 
missioner does  the  same.  With  regard 
to  tbe  correspondence,  any  correspon- 
dence that  I  have  is  quite  at  the  service 
of  the  noble  Viscount ;  but  it  really 
throws  no  light  upon  Uie  matter  be- 
cause it  simply  relates  to  the  leave 
given  by  the  Treasury  at  the  instance 
of  the  Works  Department  for  the  loan 
of  the  pictures  to  the  Bethnal  Green 
Museum,   with  some  letters  from  the 
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.soount  and  the  Soienoe  asd  Art 
lent  on  the  same  subject. 
I  all  the  correspondeace  we 
ince  18S6.  I  do  not  think 
.d  be  worth  while  to  print 
very  short,  and  doen  not  touch 
ts  to  which  the  noble  Yiscount 
led.  Ab  to  the  question  raised 
noble  Friend  fLord  Uilltown) 
Whitehall  Chapel  could  be  used 
Llery  for  these  pictures.  I  will 
attention  of  the  First  Commis- 
I  his  proposal,  but  it  is  the  first 
heard  of  it,  and  I  hardly  think 
can  encourage  him  in  thinking 
rill  bi  successful. 
uvT  CHANBEOOK ;  There  can 
.oubt  that  any  one  who  really 

0  see  the  pictures  can  see  them 
lal  Green  with  great  effect.  At 
e  time,  I  believe  very  strongly 

time  hss  come  when  the  pio 
ich  have  there  found  a  temporary 
hould  be  brought  back.  If,  as 
le  Viscount  avers,  the  pictures 
g  injured  at  BethnalQreen,  that 

be  an  answer  to  the  suggestioD 
ing  other  pictures  there,  until, 
vents,  the  plates  is  put  in  such 
hat  the  works  can  be  exhibited 
sustaining  injury.  With  regard 
lan  of  pictures  generally,  there 
;ain    priuciples   on    which    the 

and    Art    Department    grants 

art  subjects  to  localities,  and 
always  ready  to  consider  favour- 
7  plan  which  seems  to  offer  ad~ 

1  for  the  instruction  and  eleva- 
he  people,  due  regard  being  had 
ifety  of  the  collection. 

riL  COMMISSION  ON  NAVAL 
mUTARY  DEPARTMENTS. 
ABL  OP  CARNARVON,  in  rising 
re  whether  Ker  Majesty's  60- 
t  could  give  any  information 
e  time  when  the  Commission 
d  last  year  to  onnsider  the 
ration  of  the  Naval  and  Mili- 
partments  would  report;  also 
it  was  part  of  the  ifuty  of  the 
ion  to  report  whether  the  great 
I  the  manufacture  and  produo- 
uns  were  due  to  defects  in  our 
rative  system,  said  :  YonrLord- 
1  doubtless  rememberthegeneral 
this  Commission,  and  the  dr- 
ies under  which  it  was  appointed 
r.  The  Commission  is  a  very 
it  one.     Lord  Hartington  is  the 
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Chairman ;  the  First  Lord  of  the  Tr€ 
surj  and  Lord  Kandolph  Churchill  a 
among  its  Uembera.  It  was  a  questi 
debated  much  at  the  time  of  t 
appointment  of  the  Commission  w) 
ther  some  means  should  not  be  pi 
vided  for  fixing  authoritatively  t 
standard  of  military  and  naval  strengi 
I  think  myself  that  no  one  will  really 
satisfied  until  this  is  somehow  arriv 
at.  If  such  a  standard  could  be  fixe 
a  great  deal  of  present  oontrovei 
would  be  saved,  and  we  should  no  longi 
as  now,  be  working  very  often  in  t 
dark.  But  that  was  not  the  decisi 
which  waa  then  arrived  at,  and  H 
Uajeetj's  Giovemment  recommended  t 
appointment  of  a  Commission,  whi 
was  "  to  consider  the  administration 
the  Military  and  Naval  Departments" 
in  fact,  to  consider  the  relations  betwe 
those  Departments,  and  between  the 
and  the  Treasury.  My  Lords,  this 
not  by  any  means  the  first  Commissii 
on  this  subject  that  has  been  appelate 
Some  of  your  Lordships  may  have  rea 
and  if  you  have  you  will  have  read  wi 
very  great  interest  and  admiration,  ti 
Report  of  the  Commission  that  w. 
appointed  about  two  years  ago,  of  whii 
the  learned  Judge,  Sir  Fitzjami 
Stephen,  was  Chairman,  on  the  syste 
under  which  the  patterns  of  warlil 
stores  are  made  and  passed  into  H 
Majesty's  Service.  That  Beport, 
which  I  must  refer,  was  not  only  oi 
which  is  characterized  by  great  abilit 
but  it  contains  statements  of  tl 
most  serious  nature.  To  that  Commi 
sioD  was  referred  the  question  of  oorru] 
tion  in  certain  cases.  The  Commi 
sioners  acquitted  those  who  were  charj;t 
with  corruption,  but  they  certain 
pronounced  an  extremely  heavy  ceneu. 
upon  the  Departments  of  Admioistri 
tion  upon  the  ground  of  inefficienc 
They  went  so  far  indeed  as  to  imply, 
not  to  say  in  so  many  words,  that  it 
almost  in  present  circumstances  a  ohaot 
system.  They  dwelt  very  much  on  tt 
importance  of  decentralization,  and 
think  everyone  who  has  turned  his  a 
tention  to  the  subject  will  be  prepared  1 
admit  that  in  that  they  were  em 
neutly  right.  But,  if  I  underatan 
rightly,  the  present  position  of  affaij 
in  theWar  Office,  recent  changes  ha^ 
been  rather  in  the  opposite  direotioi 
Uy  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretar 
of    State  for  War,  in  a  epeech  mad 
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a  short  time  since,  dxpressed  bia  la- 
tention  of  decentralizing  in  certain 
casep.  My  right  hen.  Friend  has 
my  hearfy  good  wishes  in  that  ob- 
ject, though  I  could  desire  that  the  de- 
centralizing process  irere  carried  a  good 
deal  further  than  is  apparently  con- 
templated. I  would  ask  your  Lordships 
to  consider  for  one  moment  what  the 
P'lsition  of theSecretaryolSlateforWar 
really  is.  He  has  to  discharge  a  num- 
ber of  functions  and  duties  which, 
pbysioally  and  mentally,  are  abso- 
Intely  beyond  the  scope  of  any  living 
man.  There  are  no  less  than  five  differ- 
ent capacities  which  he  holds.  First 
of  all,  he  is  a  Cabinet  Uinister,  which 
involves  the  careful  consideration  of  tbe 
most  important  questions;  secondly,  he 
has  to  deal  wita  questions  in  Parlia- 
ment of  a  military  character;  thirdly, 
the  whole  of  the  Stores  and  the  Ordnance 
pass  under  bis  review,  and  for  them  he 
IS  responsible ;  fourthly,  the  enormons 
question  of  fortifications  comes  under 
his  charge ;  and  lastly,  he  is  responsible 
for  the  Estimates  in  their  preparation 
and  passage  through  Parliament.  He 
is,  moreover,  in  nine  caaes  out  of  ten, 
a  civilian,  wbo  has  to  learn  his  business 
when  he  goes  to  the  War  Office  ;  he  is 
constantly  changing,  and,  therefore, 
cannot  possibly  secure  anything  like 
a  continuity  of  military  policy.  Be- 
tween 1881  and  1887  there  have  been 
no  less  than  sis  Secretaries  of  State,  or 
an  average  of  one  a  year.  What  is 
the  result  of  all  this  ?  It  is  the  entire 
absence  of  responsibility  on  the  part 
of  individuals,  running  from  top  to 
bottom  of  our  system.  There  are  cut- 
lasses which  will  not  cut,  swords  that 
break,  bayonets  that  bend,  cartridges 
that  jam,  saddlery  that  is  defective,  and 
stores  which  are  absolutely  vicious  and 
bad ;  and  there  are  guns  designed 
and  ordered  sometimes  years  and 
years  before  they  ever  come  to  their  com  - 
ptetioo,  or  when  they  do,  they  are  practi- 
cally worthless.  What  the  country  com- 
plains of  is  tbat  the  responsibility  cannot 
06  fixed  on  any  one  person,  or  even  on 
one  part  of  the  system,  the  conaeqaence 
beingthat  no  individual  isever  punished. 
1  read  with  great  interest  the  other  day 
the  statement  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War.  As  to  the  coaling  stations,  my 
right  lion.  Friend  frankly  admitted 
tbat  what  I  and  others  have  been 
complaining  of  for  so  long  waa  oorreot, 
Th$  Barl  of  Carnarvon 


(LOBDSi  Ifatal,  ^e.,  Stpartnunt*.    1138 

and  that  at  this  moment,  after  Mght 
or  nine  years  of  waiting,  virtually 
none  of  those  stations  are  in  an  ade- 
quately defensible  condition.  Uy  right 
hon.  Friend  also  promised  the  larger 
guns,  and  in  this  I  hope  tbe  Seoretai; 
for  War  was  not  too  optimistic  in  bu 
calculations.  Those  large  guns  are 
almost  the  first  and  most  pressing  need. 
They  have  been  promised  for  a  very  long 
time,  but  at  this  moment  none  of  the 
large  92  in.  type  are  mounted,  at  home 
or  abroad-  I  do  not  btama  any  indi- 
vidual ;  but  on  the  whole  I  think  this 
position  of  affairs  is  scandaloua.  For 
years  and  years  those  guns  have  been 
promised,  and  yearafteryear  large  Bums 
of  money  have  been  spent,  and  yet  at 
the  end  of  all  this  time  we  are  still  with- 
out that  which  is  considered  to  be  essen- 
tial. The  only  way  of  escape  from  the 
difficulty  is  to  hand  over  the  contracts  to 
private  firms.  W  e  are  in  terrible 
arrear.  This  country  cannot  be  placed 
in  these  matters  beside  France,  Qerm any, 
Italy,  the  United  States,  or  even  with 
some  of  our  own  Colocies,  where  the  best 
f  guns  exist,  which  have  been  ob- 
tained from  private  manufacturrea.  I 
believe  from  what  I  hare  heard  that 
at  this  moment  the  United  States 
has  a  certain  number  of  the  9-2 
inch  guns  which  we  have  never  been 
able  to  procure.  How  far,  then,  is  our 
administrative  system  and  organization 
responsible  for  those  great  detects  f  A 
good  many  years  ago,  but  not  out  of  tbe 
recollection  of  many  of  your  Lordships, 
the  Ordnance  Department  was  separated 
from  tbe  duties  of  the  Secretary  for  War 
andof  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  as  he 
then  was,  the  two  offices  being  conjoined 
in  one  Minister,  who  embraced  the 
double  functions  of  War  Minister  and 
Colonial  Minister.  The  Master  Qeneral 
was  at  the  bead  of  the  Department. 
He  was  an  officer  of  the  highest  rank 
and  itatiu ;  he  was,  so  to  speak,  a  per- 
manent officer,  and  in  many  instances 
in  the  Cabinet  of  the  day,  as  in 
the  case,  among  others,  of  Lord 
Hardinge  and  the  Duke  of  Wellington. 
I  have  heard  from  many  persons  in 
former  years  of  the  great  advantage 
derived  to  the  Cabinet  from  the  presence 
of  the  Duke  of  Wellington  on  aU 
military  questions.  I  think  that  was  a 
wise  plan,  so  far  as  it  went;  but  at  the 
time  of  the  Crimean  War,  when  otir 
military   arrangements    were  re-orgaa- 
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great  haste,  and  in  cironmBtanceB 
noh  confuuon,  the  Ordnance 
ment  was  made  a  Beparate 
uent.  About  IS69  the  Sorrejor- 
J's  Department  vas  created,  the 
being  to  have  at  the  head  of  the 
ment  to  whioh  wbb  tranBforred 
linesa  of  the  Ordnance,  not  only 
leer,  but  aleo,  if  poeaible,  a 
IT  of  the  HouBe  of  CommonB. 
r;  soon  the  professional  element 
d  out,  and  a  civilian  was 
ted.  Since  then,  I  believe  that 
lat  majority  of  Surveyors  Oeneral 
een  civilians.  And  not  only  are 
igaged  in  political  life  and  con- 
f  changing,  but  they  are  undei 
uence  of  their  so-called  subordin- 
the  War  Office.  Here,  again,  is 
r  instance  of  the  want  of  reepon- 
on  which  I  lay  so  much  stress. 
or  nine  yeara  ago  the  Ordnance 
ttee  was  established.  It  was  a 
partly  composed  of  civilians 
irtly  of  officers;  but  inasmuch 
ihangee  periodically,  it  is  im- 
3  to  fix  responsibility  upon 
le  chain  of  responsibility  ex- 
from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
1  the  Commander-in-Chief,  the 
r  of  the  Ordnance  Committee, 
ordinate  officers  who  have  to  deal 
e  branches  of  the  business,  down 
manufacturer.  It  is  absolutely 
ble  when  a  gun  bursts  to  fix  the 
ability  on  one.  of  the  different 
>  or  detriments  which  I  have 
'ated.  This  means  a  very  serious 
f  affairs,  and  yet  it  exists  in 
every  braneh  of  the  Service.  I 
uble  your  Lordships  with  but  a 
quotation,  and  that  is  very  apt. 
Egyptian  Campaign  it  was  stated 
avidence  before  the  Commission 


ihrspnall  ahalla,  156  were 
rroct— that  it,  sbout  39  per  cent :  12S, 
if  bnntiDg  ch&rge  gone — abont  31  per 
«mpt]'— aboaC  16  per  caot:  30  damp 
B  percent:  and  26 Jammed— about  7 


"April  13,  1886. 
Lord,— It  u  diffioult  for  me  to  ado- 
leecribe  the  feelings  with  which  I  hare 
incloaed  paper*  describing  the  condi* 
le  ammamticm  sapplied  bxim  Woolwich 


to  the  only  bsttery  of  Royal  Artillery 
accompanied  the  colnmn  recently  ope 
from  Korti  acroai  the  Bayada  Desert. 
OUT  amall  wan  the  Britiah  soldier  haa  t 
tend  against  enemies  vaitly  superior  in  di 
and  it  ia  only  by  superior  discipline  a: 
eSSciency  of  our  arms  of  precision  that  * 
secura  victory.  I  havd  already  addreaKt 
Lordihjpon  theBabjectofthecareleuneu 
by  those  responnble  at  home  for  the  qua 
the  ammunition  aupplied  to  the  troops 
Qeld,  in  issuinK  star  ahellB  of  a  diSerent  i 
from  that  of  &e  gnaa  of  the  battery  m 
here.  I  tmat  the  new  proof  oontained 
inclosed  papeis  of  the  culpable  negUgei 
some  branch  of  department  at  home  «i1 
to  an  inquiry  into  ita  working  by  a  boi 
■elected  officara  of  the  line,  nnconnec 
every  way  with  the  Woolwich  manufactiii 
store  department,  or  with  the  adminiat 
under  which  they  work.  I  write  strong 
cause  I  feel  ateonely  when  I  think  of  bo 
lives  of  gallant  imdiers  may  have  been 
Bead  in  Uie  present  campaign,  and  mi 
again  so  sacrificed  in  the  future,  throng 
inexcusable  careleesneu  of  individuals 
Woolwich  Arsenal,  and  through  the  am 
neis  of  a  system  ufider  which  such  ammo 
as  that  described  in  these  inclosures  couli 
libly  have  been  iaaued  for  service  in  the  fi 
"  I  have,  4c., 

"  WoLssLBT,  Oeoer 

It  is  needlaes  to  comment  upon 
Indeed,  I  should  only  weaken  ev 
letter  by  doing  so.  Sir  Fitzjames 
phen's  Beport  summed  up  the  opiui 
the  Commissioners  as  to  the  preseo 
fects  in  this  particular  weapon, 
said  that  our  system  had  no  de 
object,  and  no  efficient  head, 
lastly,  no  definite  practical  metho 
dealing  with  all  ULOse  technical 
scientific  stores  and  implements  « 
had  to  be  dealt  with.  It  is  impoe 
inceive  a  stronger  or  amoreswef 
statement  than  that,  and  yet,  as  a  m 
of  fact,  I  have  never  heard  it  co 
dieted  or  controverted  in  any  way 
the  state  of  things  be  as  describe 
course  we  are  convicted  of  very  | 
waste  and  inefficiency.  Eficienc; 
economy  generally  go  hand  in  I 
but  our  system  is  against  both, 
doubt,  under  our  Parliamentary  bj 
we  cannot  have  the  vigour,  the  rap 
of  action,  and  the  mobility  of  foi 
Gk>vemmeDt8,  But,  on  the  other  I 
there  are  also  great  difficulties  ar 
out  of  our  management  of  that  syt 
and  the  organization  which  we 
created.  For  this  we  are  respone 
and  on  these  questions  I  hope 
Oommisaion  of  which  I  am  int 
ing    will    be  able  to  make   full 
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Adei^iiat«  reoommendationa.  The  Oom- 
mianonen  are  bo  oonatituted  that  thej 
ought  to  do  BO,  but,  on  the  other  hant^ 
we  muat  always  look  in  the  main  and  in 
the  end  to  Her  M^eatj'a  Ghovemmeat. 
The)rhave,  of  oounOitbe  spending  of  this 
large  sum  of  £16,000,000  &  year.  They 
have  the  real  power  and  the  real  respon- 
nbility.  I  do  not  donbt  their  deaire  to 
do  what  ie  right,  and  I  have  not  made 
theee  obBervations  with  the  deaire 
of  casting  blame  on  any  individual. 
It  is  because  I  am  impreased  with 
the  aeriouB  positian  of  ciniumstanoea 
that  I  desire  to  call  attention  to 
some  at  least  of  the  most  important 
factors  in  this  case,  and  ii  point  out 
how  great,  in  my  opinion,  is  the 
evil,  how  great  is  the  waatei  how  great 
is  the  danger,  and  how  great  is  the 
need  of  aomeone  finding  a  remedy  with 
the  least  possible  delay. 

*Thb  Klsl  of  UOBLEY  :  Before  the 
noble  Lord  anawera  the  question,  I 
would  ask  the  House  to  give  me  their 
patience  for  a  few  moments.  &[y  noble 
Friend  has  traversed  the  whole  field  of 
military  administration,  and  though  I 
agree  with  a  great  deal  that  has  fallen 
from  the  noble  Lord,  I  think  that  many 
of  the  faults  in  the  syatem  are  not  re- 
ferable specially  to  War  Office  admini- 
stration,l)ut  are  really  inherent  in  our 
Parliamentary  government  and  admini- 
stration. The  noble  Lord  referred  at 
length  to  the  Beport  of  the  Commission 
over  which  Sir  James  Stephen  presided. 
Able  as  the  Beport  was  in  many  par- 
ticulara,  I  venture  to  differ  entirely  from 
the  conclusions  at  which  it  arrived  for 
the  reform  of  our  system  of  military 
administration.  The  re-introduction  of 
the  Ordnance  Committee  would,  in  my 
opinion,  inoreaae  the  ood fusion.  I 
think  it  is  essential  to  have  a  Secretary 
of  State  who  should  be  responsible  to 
Parliament  for  the  Army  Estimates  and 
for  all  that  depends  upon  them.  I  do 
not  for  a  moment  say  that  the  War 
Office  itself,  or  the  manufacturing  de- 
partments are  perfect  in  oi^anization, 
Dut  many  of  the  errors  and  mis- 
fortnnee,  referred  to  by  the  noble 
Lord  cannot  entirely  be  put  down  to 
faults  of  the  ayatem  in  the  War 
Offioe  itaelf.  I  think  the  noble  Lord 
was  rather  misled  as  to  the  oha- 
raotw  of  the  Ordnance  Committee, 
and  his  statements  were  calculated 
to  mislead  the  House  as  to  its  flmo- 
ntJCarlo/CanmvM 
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that 
that  Oommittee,  composed  of  the  ablest 
Ordnance  offloers  who  oould  be  found, 
and  of  eminent  mechanical  engineers, 
was  a  purely  consultative  committee 
which  only  made  such  experiments  as  it 
was  requested  to  make  by  the  Secret^' 
of  State  or  his  Ordnance  adviaere.  &> 
far  it  ia,  no  doubt,  responsible  for  the 
Beports  which  it  aenda  in  to  the 
Secretary  of  State.  The  noble  Lord 
also  spoke  of  the  Surveyor  Oeneral 
of  the  Ordnance.  Certainly,  I  have 
some  sympathy  with  the  noble  Lord 
when  I  Donsider  what  the  office 
originally  was,  and  what  it  eventually 
came  to  be.  When  it  was  instituted  by 
Lord Northbrook  in  1869  itwasintonded 
to  be  a  technical  and  professional  office 
to  be  held  by  a  distinguished  Ordnance 
officer.  In  my  judgment,  it  is  a  great 
pity  that  that  principle  was  departed, 
from,  and  that  it  came  to  be  a  Parlia* 
mentary  office.  I  believe  that  if  we  had 
had  an  officer  of  technical  experienoe  a» 
adviser  to  the  Secretary  of  State  a  ^at 
deal  of  evil  would  have  been  avoided, 
and  much  good  would  have  been  done. 
As  to  the  latter  part  of  the  question, 
relating  to  the  manufacture' and  produc- 
tion of  guns,  the  noble  Lord  has  hardly 
referred  to  it  at  all.  I  am  not  going  to 
say  for  a  moment  that  the  delays  have 
not  been  greater  than  they  ought  to  have 
been;  but  here  again  the  House  and 
the  country  should  draw  a  distinction 
between  delays  which  are  the  result 
of  bad  administration  and  those 
which  are  the  result  of  the  conditions 
of  manufacture.  For  the  last 
few  years  we  have  been  passing  through 
an  absolutely  experimental  stage  in  the 
manufacture  of  big  guns,  as  regards 
their  construction,  as  regards  the 
material  from  which  they  are  made, 
and  as  regards  the  powder  which 
is  to  be  used  in  them.  As  soon  as 
one  pattern  ia  anppoaed  to  be  perfect  in 
all  partioulars,  the  inventive  genius  of 
some  individual  would  suggest  some 
improvement.  There  ia  no  stability  or 
permanence  in  the  patterns,  and  to  that 
IS  owing  a  great  deal  ot  the  delay  of 
which  the  noble  Lord  so  justly  com- 
plains.  I  agree  with  the  noble  Lord's 
remarks  about  obtaining  guns  by  con- 
tract; but  the  noble  Lord  should  re- 
member the  great  difficulty  that  existed 
some  years  ago  in  finding  private  firm* 
that  could  manufacture  guns  of  great 
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[Lflre  waa  not  more  than  one — if 
me — firm  in  the  country  which 
duoo  satiafactonly  the  huge 
teel  which  were  neoessfiij  for 
uction  of  the  big  guns  tlien 
lis  has  been  to  a  great  extent 
nov,  and  no  doubt  the  noble 
)aite  (Lord  Harris)  will  tell 
i  what  hae  been  done  in  this 
I  hope  the  system  of  patting 
to  contract  will  be  largely  in- 
Before  I  sit  down  I  should 
:now,  though  it  ia  perhaps 
■  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  witn- 
bow  fat  the  recommendations 
imittee,  over  which  I  had  the 
preside,  have  been  carried 
7  I  refer  to  the  Committee 
lired  into  the  Manufacturing 
its  of  the  Army,  which  sat  at 
meaaSirFitzjamea  Stephen's 
n.  One  great  object  of  that 
I  was  to  centre  reaponsibility 
).  One  suggestion  was  that 
lid  be  one  head  of  the  Mann- 
Departments  of  the  Army; 
id  most  imnortant  suggestion 
there  should  be  an  absolute 
inspection  from  manufacture, 
led  great  importance  to  the 
gestioD,  and  I  should  like  to 
ither  any  steps  have  been 
arry  out  the  recommendation. 
NDEft  SECEETART  of 
>R  WAB  (Lord  Hakrib)  :  My 
questions  put  to  me  by  the 
1  may  be  answered  shortly. 
I  Marquess  who  presided  orer 
ission  referred  to  by  the  noble 
B  to  be  able  to  report  about 
rhe  second  point  referred  to 
lation  was  not,  in  the  opinion 
]le  Marquess,  referred  to  the 
n,  though  they  might  pro- 
with  it  incidentally.  I  quite 
an  ausner  as  brief  as  that 
be  respectful  to  your  Lord- 
would  not  satisfy  the  noble 
[  was  not  quite  prepared  for 
larl'e  going  back  to  the  Beport 
mmissiou  two  years  ago.  the 
1  recommendations  of  which 
fully  dealt  with.  Before, 
lealing  with  that  part  of  the 
'a  speech,  I  would  like  to  refer 
iie  death  of  Mr.  Quy  Dawnay, 
IS  great  experience  gained  in 
g  expeditions  in  South  Africa, 
most  valuable  officer  in  our 
rioan    campaigna.      He    was 


eelected  by  the  noble  Uarquesi 
veyor  Ueneral  of  the  Ordnance 
and  I  am  sure  that  all  who  came : 
tact  with  him  will  agree  that  : 
be  impossible  to  find  a  mi 
asaiduouA  in  bis  public  dm 
more  amiable  as  a  friend.  ] 
years  or  more  Mr.  Dawn. 
been  working  with  great  suoce 
the  completion  of  the  new  riflt 
that  rifle  should  fulfil  the  ezpi 
formed  of  it,  the  result  will  be 
due  to  Mr.  Dawnay.  The  no\ 
based  his  speech  in  great  mea 
the  Beport  of  the  Commission  : 
years  old.  That  Commission 
pointed  to  consider  the  system  of 
stores  into  the  Service.  It  wei 
what  further,  and  expressed  an 
that  it  would  be  desirable  tare-e 
such  an  official  as  the  Master  Qc 
Ordnance.  Tlie  noble  Earl  opp( 
pointed  out  that  it  was  the  intt 
Lord  Northbrook  that  the  office 
yeyor  Qeneral  of  Ordnance  sh 
held  by  a  distinguished  milita 
but  that  Parliament  was  too  at 
the  noble  Lord,  and  insisted  upoi 
a  political  official.  I  quite  ag 
many  of  the  difficulties  in  tbe  t 
tration  of  a  great  spending  de[ 
like  the  War  Office  arise  fr 
political  system.  The  noble  I 
pressed  himself  strongly  in  favoi 
centralization,  and  did  the 
justice  to  Mr.  Stanhope's  eSorta 
direction.  I  canno^  however 
with  all  the  noble  Earl's  illut 
of  how  such  a  system  could  bt 
out.  At  the  same  time  I  hope 
system  of  decentralization  initi 
Mr.  Stanhope  will  be  carried 
especially  with  regard  to  the  si 
stores.  Whatis  wanted  of  the  Wt 
after  all,  is  to  make  war  well,  and 
be  an  immense  advantage  if  thi 
at  particular  places  stations  ai 
every  variety  of  stores  were  ci 
rather  than  having  them  all  cei 
at  Woolwich.  The  noble  Earl 
to  the  complaint  made  in  the  B 
Sir  Fitzjames  Stephen's  Con 
with  respect  to  the  star  ihells.  ti 
Friend  opposite  has  dealt  wi 
question,  and  shown  that  it 
from  the  mistake  of  an  0 
Store  officer  at  Alexandria  oi 
and  had  nothing  to  do  w 
Ordnance  Department  at  Wi 
Then,  again,  there  was  the  etor 
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for  a  moment  to  defend  the  dalayB 
that  take  place  in  completing  the  snp- 
pi;  of  G^unB;  it  ib  most  deplorable 
that  euoh  a  atato  of  things  should 
exist  in  a  STeat  manafacturing  country 
lika  this ;  but  the  pnblic  should  recog- 
nize that  we  took  up  the  breeohloading 
system  later  than  either  France  or  Ger- 
many ;  that  in  ten  years  we  have  entirely 
changed  from  the  simple  form  of  mozzle- 
loader  to  the  complex  form  of  breech- 
loader, from  the  old  iron  gun,  first  of  all, 
to  a  steel  tube  with  iron  hoops,  and, 
finally,  to  a  steel  tube  with  steel  hoopa, 
an  immense  change,  especially  with  a 
treacherous  material  such  as  steel ;  and 
that,  notwithatandini;  accidents  which 
have  occurred  to  guns  of  the  cev  type, 
thete  have  been  none  which  have  re- 
sulted in  loss  of  life.  Extraordinary  ad- 
vances have  also  been  made  in  the 
desoriptionB  of  powder  to  be  used.  The 
gun  is  designed  to  take  a  certain  charge, 
and  experiments  have  to  be  conducted 
as  to  the  exact  charge  and  tbe  kind  of 
powder  which  is  best  adapted  for  the 
gun.  It  is  the  fact  that  during  the 
last  10  years  we  have  been  in  an  expati- 
mental  state.  Tbe  Secretary  of  State  in 
another  place  spoke  the  other  night  with 
hope  as  to  the  turn  out  of  guns,  bnt 
he  was  not  prepared  to  pledge  himself 
on  the  subject.  After  our  experience 
in  the  past  few  years,  no  one  would  be 
justified  in  saying  that  he  was  abso- 
lutely certain  that  guns  would  be  always 
waiting  for  ships  instead  of  ships  having 
to  wait  for  guns.  But  quite  recently 
there  has  been  an  important  Beport 
which  leads  one  to  hope  that  a  point  has 
been  reached  in  the  manufacturing  of 
gans  which  will  enable  them  to  be  pro- 
duced more  rapidly  in  future.  As  re- 
gards lining,  that  matter  originated 
practically  in  1D86.  An  R  in.  gun  fired 
366  rounds,  and  the  bore  was  then 
found  to  be  so  eroded  by  tbe  action  of 
the  powder  that  the  projectile  no  longer 
rotated.  Tbe  gun  was  sent  to  £Iswick 
and  lined,  and  the  experiment  proved 
quite  satis&ctory;  it  proved  that  guna 
could  bf  practically  renewed  and  made 
efficient  at  a  very  small  cost.  That  was 
tbe  origin  of  the  system  of  lining.  It 
has  been  tried  not  only  with  the 
B  in.,  but  also  with  ibe  6  in. 
gun,  and  is  equally  successful.  There 
seems  to  be  some  impression  in  the 
oountiT  that  there  are  no  new  types  of 
breecUoading  guns  in  the  Services,  but 
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shrapnell  shells  and  the  powder  Bfarinfa- 
ing  down  below  the  cap.  That  wai  a 
grave  mistake,  undoubtedly,  and  one  I 
do  not  wish  to  defend ;  but  it  must  ba 
remembered  that  those  stores,  before 
they  got  out  to  Egypt,  passed  through 
several  transhipments,  and  underwent  a 
-great  amount  of  jolting,  which  would 
account  for  the  slipping  of  the  powder 
below  the  cap.  It  was  satisfactorily 
proved,  on  examination,  that  the  shells 
liad  not  been  sent  out  from  England 
without  the  bursting  charge.  Moreover, 
it  is  part  of  the  drill  of  an  Artillery 
officer,  before  be  discharges  his  weapon, 
toseethattheburstingchargeisallright. 
Then  the  noble  Lord  has  referred  to  the 
■question  of  heavy  guns.  That  is  a  most 
difficult  technicalquestion  for  a  layman 
to  take  up ;    but  there  are  one  or  two 

foints  vbioh  ought  to  be  made  known, 
ecause  the  public  are  under  some  little 
mistake  as  to  tbe  actual  facts.  This 
■country  adopted  breech -loading  ordnance 
long  after  France  and  Germany.  The 
noble  Earl  believed  he  was  justified  in 
saying  that  we  were  far  behind  France 
in  this  matter.  My  belief  is  exactly 
'the  contrary.  Though  we  were  two  or 
three  years  behind  iVance  in  tbe  adop- 
tion of  the  new  type  of  breech-loading 
^ns,  I  believe  we  are  now,  as  regards 
the  new  type  of  steel    breech- loading 

fins,  considerably  ahead  of  that  country, 
he  noble  Earl  has  quoted  occasionally 
from  the  Seport  of  Sir  Fitqames 
ijtephen's  Commission.  I,  too,  irould 
like  to  quote  a  passage  from  the  Report 
of  the  same  Commission,  because  it 
bears  directly  on  the  question  of  heavy 
-ordnance.  In  paragraph  446  the  Beport 
.«ay»— 

"  We  •onld  direct  paiticiilBr  atteDtion  in 
-eonnKtion  witb  this  subject — ftluit  is,  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Collingaaod  g-un]— to  the  evidence 
given  by  Sir  FiederickBiamwell.  Hsconsidora 
that  there  was  soma  local  defect  in  the  material 
□f  which  the  gun  was  composed,  and  obaerrea 
that  the  atati  ia  of  such  a  nature  that  fracture 
in  it  occasiooally  takes  place  which  can  be 
referred  to  no  visible  cause.  This,  if  correct, 
is  a  great  misfortune.  It  shova  that  large  guns 
.must,  at  presaut,  be  regarded  a*  being  to  a 
-grealei  or  leas  extent  experimental  and  ipecu- 
utive ;  but  it  is  a  miBtortune  from  whitJi 
All  cations  muat  suffer  in  common, 
have  reason  to  think  that  failnrss  of  a  veiT 
•driona  cfaaracter  have  ocourrad  in  both  French 
and  Qerman  guna,  of  which  very  Uttle  ii 
Allowed  to  be  known." 

The   noble    Lord    will   quite    under- 
stand   that    I     am    not    attempting 
Lord  Marru 
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quite  a  mistake.  In  188-2  we 
ime  350  new  *JV*  breeuhloadiog 
ilmoBt  entirely  in  the  sea  service; 
i6  we  had  about  doubled  the 
r,  and  we  have  now  of  all  tjpee 
in  the  seagoing  squadrons  or  in 
irB,  or  in  store,  about  1,450  new 
reechloading  guns,  and  about  600 
e  are  fi  in.  and  upwards.  With 
to  the  question  of  fixing  reapon- 
upon  an  individual,  I  think  the 
Sari  will  himself  admit  that  there 

9  little  difBcriltj>  in  doiogso  where 
lign  tae,y  be  mode  by  one  person 
B  material  by  another.  I  should 
ined  to  tbinkthat,  to  some  extent, 
)  responaibility  for  a  design  upon 
Inauoe  Committee,  but  it  does  not 
that,  because  a  gun  fails,  the 
is  necesaarily  responsible,  beoauae 

be  proved  that  there  was  abso- 

10  flaw  whatever  in  the  material 
it  can  be  proved  that  the  design 

fault.  Therefore  I  think  the 
ties  of  fixing  responsibility  are 
ight  as  the  noble  £arl  seemed  to 

With  reference  to  the  Report  of 
mmittee  presided  over  by  the 
Earl  opposite  (Lord  Morley),  I 
ly  that  the  actual  recommenda- 
'  that  Committee  as  regards  the 
ce  factories  have  been  carried 
1  the  factories — Woolwich,  Park- 
Infield,  Waltham— have  all  been 
under  one  head.  The  head  of 
Jnance  factory,  indeed,  is  very 
1  the  position  of  a  private  manu- 
;  aed  is  made  aatually  respon- 
rthe  stores  he  issues.  The  de- 
it  of  the  Director  of  Artillery 
amines  all  stores  issued  to  the 
ind  if  it  chooses  to  reject  them  the 
who  supplies  them  is  brought  to 
In  order  to  cany  out  this  system 
been  necessary  to  increase  the 
I  of  the  Inspecting  Department, 
tlieve  t\}a  additional  expenditure 
rolved  has  been  well  laid  out. 

as  regards  the  storage  of  stores, 
'etary  of  State,  as  he  has  recently 
id.  has  taken  steps  to  put  up 
lildings  in  various  parts  of  the 
,  in  order  thitt  the  stores  requisite 
icular  bodies  of  troops  may  be 
ilized  and  easily  got  at,  and  that 
not  have  the  diCScnlty  of  dealing 
enormous  mass  of  stores  centra- 
the  central  depot  at  Woolwich. 
h  the  Report  of  Sir  Fitsjiunes 
's  Commission,  and  that  of  my 


noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Uorley) 
but  two  years  old,  a  very  great  det 
been  doue  to  improve  the  syste 
administration  in  the  Army.  It  « 
in  my  opinion,  be  most  unwise  to 
fere  with  the  gradual  progress  o 
improvements  (bat  axe  being  effi 
because  the  War  Office  has  no  i 
that  they  are  beneficial,  and  tha 
system  adopted  must  result  in  the  si 
to  the  Army  of  good  material,  and 
arm  which  will  worthily  stand  tb< 
in  the  hour  of  trial. 
♦Thb  Eael  of  CARNARVON: 
noble  Lord  has  made  a  very  goc 
fence  of  that  which  it  is  his  duty  t 
fend  ;  and  if  I  do  not  quite  agree 
him  in  all  his  remarks,  it  is  no 
want  of  appreciation  of  the  abilil 
has  shown.  I  desire  merely  to 
out  that  whilst  the  explanatio 
gave  as  to  the  star  shells  ma 
correct,  the  other  charge  wht( 
quoted  from  the  Report  is  not  dealt 
at  all.  The  defects  in  the  shn 
shells  were  not  due  to  any  maui 
tion  at  Cairo  and  Alexandria,  but  to 
takes  made  before  the  stores  left  \ 
wich.  My  noble  Friend  quoted  ag 
me  a  paragraph  from  this  Report, 
the  evidence  of  Sir  Frederick  Bram 
to  the  effect  that 


My  hoQ.  Friend  should  have  read 
the  next  paragraph,  in  which  the  ( 
missioners  sum  up  their  opinion,  as  i 
from  that  of  Sir  Frederick  Bramwe 
the  sentence — 


Thb  Dukb  of  CAMBRIDGE: 
noble  Lord  has  referred  to  the  r< 
changes  in  the  system  of  administn 
of  the  Army,  which,  we  trust,  will 
o  inconsiderable  results.  I  an 
,  however,  that  down  to  the  pn 
the  results  of  the  examination  of  < 
have  been  as  satiefactory  as  we  c 
wish.  In  reference  to  the  £gy[ 
Campaign,  the  country  must  remei 
that  in  time  of  war,  when  a  good  de 
rough  work  is  going  on,  it  is  c 
natural  that  accidents  should  hap 
It  is,  therefore,  not  quite  reasouabl 
say,  because  a  weapon  is  broken, 
therefore  it  was  due  to  bad  mam 
ture.  It  is  utterly  unreasonable,  beo 
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of  these  unavoidable  accidents,  to  blame 
tbe  Department,  altboagfa,  at  tbe  same 
time,  it  is  only  right  that  faalta  of  this 
kind  should  be  carefully  looked  into, 
and  I  betieve'that  the  steps  now  being 
taken  will  add  very  much  to  the  security 
which  will  be  felt  in  the  equipment  of 
our  forces.  I  feel  with  the  noble  Earl 
the  great  disadvantage  of  having  so 
many  guns  unfinished,  but  the  fact  is 
that  tbe  extraordinary  march  of  intelli- 
gence under  which  we  are  now  liviug 
produces  every  day  some  new  invention, 
some  new  ezpsHment,  both  in  regard  to 
tbe  steel  of  which  the  weapon  is  made 
and  with  regard  to  the  powder  that  is 
used.  Noble  Lords  have  no  idea  of  tbe 
delicacy  of  these  heavy  guns.  The  enor- 
mous charge  alone  makes  it  essential 
that  the  greatest  care  should  be  taken, 
heoause  tbe  strongest  feeling  would  arise 
if  any  accident  occurred  whereby  life 
was  lost.  That  circumstance  naturally 
makes  the  manufacturers  doubly  care- 
Ail  about  the  arms  which  are  to  be 
placed  in  position  and  in  the  hands  of 
the  troops.  We  must  look  for  delay, 
therefore,  in  preparing  those  heavy 
weapons.  I  feel  very  much,  however, 
that  ve  want  them,  and  the  sooner  we 
get  them  the  better  I  think  it  will  be. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  and  I 
are  anxious  that  they  should  be  pre- 
pared aa  rapidly  as  possible,  and 
tbe  Secretary  of  State  has  done 
everything  to  hasten  their  manufac- 
ture. The  difficulties,  however,  are 
found  to  be  very  great.  But  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  delay  is  the  fault  of 
tbe  Departments,  or  of  the  system 
under  which  we  at  present  administer 
those  Departments. 

Lo&D  HABKI8:  I  think  the  noble 
Ear]  will  be  glad  to  learn  that  there  are 
guns  of  larger  size  than  those  be  re- 
ferred to  actually  already  in  position.  I 
admit  that  there  is  delay  in  regard  to 
the  9-in.  guns,  but  there  are,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  29  I'2-in.  guns  mounted,  and  a 
considerable  number  of  those  are  in  the 
land  service. 

TRUST  COMPANIES  BILL.— (No.  10.) 

SErOSD  BEADUia. 

Load  HOBHOUSE  :  My  Lords' 
since  this  matter  was  first  before  your 
Lordships  a  year  ago  there  has  been  no 
alteration  in  the  substance  or  tbe  merits 
of  the  case,  and  therefore  I  do  not  pro- 
JX«  Buh  of  Ctmhridgt 
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pose  to  take  up  your  time  with  any  long 
argument  in  support  of  the  position 
that  tbe  present  system  of  individual 
trusteeships  is  fraught  with  evil  both  to^ 
trustees  and  beneficiaries,  and  that  it 
most  desirable  that  there  should  bo 
some  change  in  the  law.  Tbe  suggested 
remedy  has  been  tested  for  a  long  time 
over  a  wide  field  of  experience.  It  has 
been  applied  in  the  United  States, 
Canada,  South  Africa,  and  in  tbe 
Australasian  Colonies — in  countrie* 
where  the  English  system,  the  French 
system,  and  tbe  Dutch  system  of  trusts 
prevail ;  and  it  has  been  found 
equally  successful  in  all,  from  which  I 
infer  that  it  is  suited  to  the  wants  of 
active  and  commercial  oommuuities. 
Tbe  suggestion  Is  that  solid  companies 
shnuld  be  formed  for  the  purpose  of 
discharging  the  duties  which  are  now 
discharged  by  individuals.  I  am  not 
asking  for  any  alteration  in  the  law  of 

i'oint  stock  companies,  nor  am  I  asking 
orany  alteration  in  thelawof  trusts.  On 
the  contrary,  I  propose  that  corporate 
trustees  should  be  under  the  same 
duties  and  obligations  as  individual 
trustees  are  now.  But,  by  our  law,  a 
trustee  cannot  receive  any  profit  on  ac- 
count of  his  trust  unless  the  founder  of 
tbe  trust  has  so  declared  in  express 
terms ;  and  either  by  law  or  by  in- 
veterate practice — I  hardly  know 
which  —  corporations  cannot  be  ap- 
pointed to  various  fiduciary  posi* 
tioQB.  What,  therefore,  is  wanted 
is  an  alteration  of  those  two  rules  of 
law,  because,  unless  they  are  altered,  it- 
is  clear  that  a  very  lung  time  must 
elapse  before  new  trusts  are  created, 
and  even  then  the  field  of  operation 
must  be  imperfect,  on  account  of  the 
offices  to  which  corporations  cannot  be 
appointed.  The  Bill  is  framed  with 
these  objects.  One  group  of  clauses 
provides  for  such  an  alteration  of  tbe  law 
as  will  enable  companies  to  carry  on 
business  to  a  substantial  extent — that  is 
to  say,  receiving  payment  for  tbe  offices- 
whioh  they  fulfil.  There  is  another 
group  of  clauses  addressed  to  the- 
secarity  of  the  public,  in  order  to 
guard  against  there  being  bubble  com- 
panies. It  is  provided  that  the  sub- 
scribed  capital  shall  be  a  large  amount 
— £100,000  is  mentioned  in  the  Bill 
—half  of  which  should  be  deposited  in 
Court,  in  order  to  be  security  for  the 
customers.    The  companies  are  to.  ren- 
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der  regular  aoooanU  to  the  Begiitrar  of 
Joint  Stock  GompaQies,  and  an;  person 
who  deorea  to  Batiah'  bimwlf  of  thair 
condition  ma;  do  ao  by  applying  to  tbe 
Board  of  Trade  to  appoint  an  ^speotor 
to  orerhaul  the  books,  and  the  Board  of 
^ada  may,  if  it  see  fit,  require  an  in- 
ereaae  in  the  deposit.  It  is  provided 
that  the  companies  shall  be  under  the 
same  liabilities  as  those  under  which 
isdiTidual  trustees  now  are,  and  that 
the  officers  shall  be  liable,  by  way  of 
contempt  and  so  forth,  for  breaches  of 
da^  by  the  oompanies  themselves.  The 
Bill  has  been  carefully  prepared,  after 
the  study  of  a  great  number  of  Acts  in 
the  United  States  and  the  Colonies  for 
the  creation  of  such  oompsnies.  It  is 
new,  and  mns  a  good  deal  into  details. 
It  is  one  of  those  measnree  wherein 
skilled  heads  may  be  able  to  detect 
many  faults  and  suggest  many  ImprOTs- 
ments.  With  this  object,  I  would 
SDggeat  that,  at  a  later  stage,  the  Bill 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Oom- 
mittee.  My  Lords,  I  beg  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 

Hored,  '-That  the  Bill  be  nowread2>" 
— (7%t  Lord  Sobhetui.) 

Thb  lord  OHANCELLOE;  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything 
that  can  properly  be  urged  against  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  as  I  understand  it ; 
out  I  think  it  is  very  desirable  that  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  should  he  under- 
atood.  In  respect  to  one  commercial 
company — from  South  A&ica  I  beliere 
— there  was  an  effort  to  do  that  which 
I  do  not  believe  any  of  your  Lord- 
ships or  any  English  lawyer  would  re- 
cognize as  a  proper  thing  to  do — namely, 
to  psrmit  them  to  treat  the  trust  fund 
as  a  thing  out  of  which  they  oould  make 
profit.  I  can  understand  the  propriety 
of  paying  trustees — whether  a  company 
or  individuals — but  I  would  not  consent 
to  give  any  company  the  power  to  make 
a  profit  oat  of  the  trust  funds.  By  the 
18th  section  of  this  Bill  my  noble  Friend 
preserves  all  the  liabilities  that  a  trustee 
would  be  under  when  a  company  be- 
comes a  tmstee.  I  would  suggest  that, 
in  addition  to  this,  the  directors  ehonld 
be  themselTes  under  personal  liability 
ia  respect  of  the  company.  I  do  not 
find  that  exact  seouri^  in  the  Bill,  and 
I  am  convinced  that  it  is  one  that  ia 
required.  These  are  matters  which  re- 
quire  careful   examination   by  skilled 


lawyers,  and  therefore  I  hope  that 
after  being  read  a  second  time  the  Bill 
will  be  referred  to  a  small  Select  Oom- 
mittee.  

LoBsHEBSOHELL:  I  entirely  agree 
with  the  objects  of  this  Bill,  and  hsarti^ 
support  the  Motion  for  its  Second  Bead- 
ing. I  think  the  better  plan  would  be 
to  refer  the  Bill  to  one  of  the  new  Stand- 
ii^  Oommittees.  The  Standing  Oom- 
mittees  have  power  under  the  Standing 
Orders  to  refer  any  particular  measure 
to  a  small  Sub -Committee.  I  should  ba 
sorry  to  see  any  uoneoesBary  multiplica- 
tioos  of  Select  Committees  to  do  work 
which  I  hope  is  going  to  be  efficiently 
done  by  the  Standing  Gommitteee. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

EEFOEMATORT  AND  INDU8TB1AL 
SCHOOLS  LEGISLATION. 

Lo&D  NORTON :  I  beg  to  ask  Her 
Majesty's  Ooverament  if  it  may  be  hoped 
that  the  promised  Bill  for  consolidating 
and  amending  the  Acta  on  Reformatory 
and  Industrial  Schools  will  be  Intro- 
dnoed  in  this  House  soon,  before  osr 
time  is  more  engaged  ? 

EUsL  BROWNLOW :  I  had  hoped  to 
lay  the  Reformatory  Bill  on  the  Table  <^ 
the  House  before  this,  but  some  tech- 
nical difficulties  prevented  my  doing  so. 
However,  I  shall  have  it  ready  to  lay 
before  the  House  on  Monday.  The  In- 
dustrial Schools  Bill  I  hope  to  be  able 
to  lay  on  the  Table  in  a  very  few  daya 
afterwards.  Although  they  are  presented 
at  different  times,  I  think  it  will  be  con- 
venient to  have  both  Bills  before  ua  for 
consideration  at  the  same  time. 


HOUSE    OF    OOMMONS, 
/Wiby,  29<^  March,  18B9. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Com- 
nissioners: — 

The  House  went;  — and  being  re- 
nmed; — 

Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Royal  Assent 
o, — 

1.  Consolidated   Fund  (No.  1.)  Act, 
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THE   FACTORY  AND  WOEKSHOP  ACT. 

Mb.  BR0ADHUR8T  (Nottingham, 
W.)  asked  tho  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  DepartmeDt  whether  the  employ- 
ment by  a  husband  of  hie  wife  in  a  fac- 
tory or  workshop  which  is  not  olassed  as 
a  domestic  factory  or  workshop  in  "  The 
Factory  and  Workshop  Act,  1878,"  is 
employment  as  defined  in  Section  94  of 
that  Act  ? 

The  SEORETAET  op  STATE  foe 
THE  HOME  DEPABTMENT  {Mr. 
MATTHSwa,  Birmingham,  E.) :  Thehon. 
Gentleman  asks  me  a  question  of  law  on 
which  it  woold  not  be  proper  for  me  to 
give  an  opinion.  If  he  knows  of  any 
case  in  which  he  considers  that  a  wife 
is  employed  by  her  husband  contrary  to 
the  prorisions  of  the  Statute,  it  is  open 
to  him  to  teat  the  question  by  instituting 
a  prosecution.  I  may  inform  him  that 
the  Inapectot  of  Factories  did  some  time 
since  prosecute  a  man  before  the  stipen- 
diary at  Manchester  for  employing  his 
wife,  but  the  case  was  dismissed  on  the 
ground  of  the  relationship  between  the 
parties. 

AEHEAB8  OF  RENT. 

Mb.  J.  F.  X.  O'BEIEN  (Mayo,  B.} 
asked  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
whether  in  cases  in  which  landlords 
obtained  Chairmen's  decrees  for  only 
one  half  year's  rent,  a  second  half  year's 
rent  not  beins:  yet  due,  he  would  grant 
the  aid  of  the  forces  of  the  Crown ; 
whether  he  waa  aware  that  Mr.  Qeorge 
A.  Moore,  of  Moorehall,  county  Mayo, 
is  now  taking  proceedings  against 
tenants,  one  half-year's  rent  only  being 
duo ;  and  if  he  will  endearour  to  dis- 
oountenance  such  conduct  on  the  part  of 
landlords  7 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddsk,  University 
of  Dublin)  :  Tho  hon.  Member  is 
misinformed.  I  understand  that  in  no 
oaae  is  Mr.  0.  A.  Moore  taking  pro- 
ceedings against  tenants  for  the  recovery 
of  one  half -year's  rent  only. 

Mb.  J.  F.  X.  O'BEIEN :  I  have  in 
my  pocket  a  process  issued  by  Mr. 
Moore  for  half  a  year's  rent. 

IRISH  PRISON  RULEa 
Mb.     PETEE  M'DONALD   (Sligo, 
H.)  asked  the  Solicitor  General  for  Se- 
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land  whether  it  was  true  that  Mr. 
M'Hngh,  es-Mayor  of  Sligo,  now  under- 
going a  sentence  of  six  months'  im- 
Srieonment,  with  hard  labour,  in  Derry 
-aol,  for  an  offence  under  the  Pr«as 
Clauses  of  the  Criminal  Law  and  Pro- 
cedure (Ireland)  Act,  was  for  five  weeks 
deprived  of  his  privilege,  according  to 
prison  mlea,  of  writing  any  letter,  for 
no  cause  other  than  that  he  was  con- 
fined to  hospital ;  whether,  whoa  even- 
tually allowed  to  write  a  letter  to  his 
wife,  the  Governor  refused  to  forward 
it  and  confiscated  it  on  his  own  aatho< 
rity;  and,  whether  the  rules  permit  an 
apj)eal  to  the  Friaons  Board  by  a 
pnsoner  against  the  decision  of  the  Go- 
vernor ;  and,  if  so,  why  was  Uiis  right 
denied  to  Mr.  M'Hugh  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  A  Report  has  not 
yet  been  received,  and  I  will  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  postpone  the  questioa 
until  Monday. 


LOANS  TO  IRISH  LANDLORDS  AND 

TENAKT8. 
Mb.  O'TfREFFE  (Limerick)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  he  could 
state  the  number  and  amount  of  loans 
sanctioned  to  landlords  and  tenants  ia 
Ireland  during  six  months  ending  1888, 
under  Land  Improvement  Acts;  and, 
the  number  of  inspectors  employed  la 
reporting  on  works  undertaken  in  pur- 
suance of  the  said  loans,  and  the  total 
amount  of  salaries  paid  to  such  in- 
spectors? 

*Thb  SEORETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
StJRT  (Mr.  Jacksom,  Lseda,  N.) ;  Thr 
numbers  and  amonnts  of  the  loans  unde 
the  three  beads  referred  to  are  : — Lan 
Law  [Section  31),  209,  £19,105;  Land 
Law  (Section  19),  3,  £350;  Land  Im- 
provement, 69,  £19,900  — total,  281, 
£39,350.  The  number  of  inspectors 
now  employed  is  17  ordinary  inspectors 
at  £300  a-year  each,  and  one  eluef  in- 
spector at  £500  — total,  £6,600.  I 
should  perhaps  explain  that,  in  addi- 
tion to  prehmiuary  inspections  and 
reports  before  the  above  loans  were 
granted  and  to  progress  inspectiona  of 
the  works  undertaken  in  consequence 
of  these  loans,  the  inspectors  have  also 
to  inspect  works  in  progress  in  respeot 
of  loans  granted  prior  to  the  six  months 
referred  to  in  the  hon.  Member's 
question. 
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Carrioffti. 


[E  POLICE  IN  DONEGAL. 
rOHN  O'CONNOK  (Tipperary, 
i  the  Solicitor  Qeneral  for  Ire- 
ether  he  had  seen  the  followiDg 
ita  printed  in  the  Sailg  Ifeiei  of 
BrcE,  and  made  by  that  paper's 
OommisBioner  in  Donegal — 


by  the  sboulder  and  shook  her  when 
ed  to  give  him  information.  Ho 
1  ihe  Bhould  have  handoaffe  put  upon 

.e   poniieted  in  her  refueal I 

1  whOM  case,  I  believe,  has  already 
red  to.  The  police  had  punned  him, 
continued  to  Oj  they  had  fired  at  him 
r.  Be  fled  to  the  water's  edge,  and 
taken.  Ue  stated  that  one  of  the 
arretted  him  pointed  a  revolver  at 
threatened  to  shoot  him  nnless  he  told 
ay  bis  compamoDi  had  gone.  Ue 
that   he    did   not   hear  the   call  to 

A   poor    woman     had    her 

arched  both  before  and  after  her  con- 
the  policeman,  I  was  assared,  getting 
lay  there  to  overhaul  the  top  of  her 

r  in  view  of  the  feeling  in  the 
le  would  at  onoe  canae  inquiries 
ide  into  all  the  circumstances  of 
i  and  whether  he  could  atato 
bat  authority  the  police  have 
the  manner  described  ? 
tfADDBN :  The  statemente  in 
ly  .AVwf  to  which  this  question 
tntion  appear  to  be  fur  the  most 
hout  foundation.     The  alle^a- 

0  the  case  of  the  old  woman  is, 

1  can  be  ascertaioed,  unfounded, 
■ds  the  man,  he  was  not  only  not 

repeatedly,  but,  as  already 
a  this  House,  not  at  all,  two 
ily  having  been  fired  by  the 

when  the  man  was  running 
I  evade  arrest,  and  these  shots 
•d  not  at  the  man,  but  as  signals. 
'olver  wae  not  pointed  at  him 
rested,  nor  was  he  threatened  to 

The  local  officer  has  failed  to 

foundation  for  the  allegation 
^ard  to  the  overhauling  of  the 
I  bedstead  under  the  circum- 
indicated.  The  police  are 
as  bein^  uniformly  considerate 
ng  out  the  duty  in  question,  and 
ihcB  for  the  suspected  murderers 
en  conducted  bo  as  to  entail  as 
oDTenienoe  as  is  compatible  with 
iden  du^  of  the  police, 
r,  O'CONNOR :  Is  it  the  fact 
police  paid  two  visits  to  a  house 


at  night,  one  of  them  two  or  three  di 
before  the  poor  woman  who  oooupied 
was  confined,  and  the  other  two  ortk 
days  afterwards ;  that  they  walked  o' 
the  bed  in  which  she  was  lying,  t1 
they  turned  up  the  bed  in  which  i 
children  were  lying,  and  that  they  hi 
a  gun  over  a  girl  1 3  years  of  age  wh 
they  questioned  her  ?  And  may  I  t 
further  why  these  police  visits  cam 
take  place  in  the  daytime  ? 

Hb.  madden  :  I  have  no  fuitl 
information  than  that  which  I  ht 
already  given. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  "W 
the  hoQ.  and  learned  Oentleman  be  p: 
pored  by  Monday  nest  to  give  a  ca 
gorical  reply  co  the  question  ? 

M:b.  MADDEN  :  Yes  ;  if  the  rig 
hon.  Gentleman  will  put  one  down  up 
the  paper.  I  have  already  answei 
the  question  which  appears  on  the  pa^ 
to-day. 

HACKNET  CARRIAGES. 
Mr.  BAIED  (Glasgow,  Oentr 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqt 
whether  the  Commissioners  of  Infa 
Revenue  have  iuBtructed  their  offici 
that  "  a  carriage  used  fur  the  conn 
ance  of  passengers  at  Separate  fa; 
does  not  fall  within  the  definition  ol 
hackney  carriage  as  set  forth  in  S< 
tion  4  of  '  The  Customs  and  Inla 
Hevenue  Act,  1888  ; '  "  whether  "  hat 
ney  carriage,"  according  to  thatdefi 
tion,  means  any  carriage  standing 
plying  for  hire;  and,  whether,  in  ore 
to  remove  all  grounds  for  dispute  as 
this  point,  he  will  consent  to  include 
hackney  carriages  in  the  defiaition  7 
♦The  CHANCELLOR  of  thx  EXCH 
QUER  (Mr.  Gobchrn,  St.  Oeorgt 
Hanover  Square) :  I  am  advised  tha 
carriage  used  for  the  conveyance 
passengerB  at  separate  fares  is  not 
hackney  carriage  within  the  terms 
the  Inland  Revenue  Act  of  1888. 
that  advice  is  correct,  it  is,  of  couti 
not  possible  to  extend  the  term  "  hac 
ney  carriage "  so  as  to  cover  eu 
vehicles  without  legislation.  It  is  i 
for  me  to  take  the  initiative  in  any  eu 
proposal.  After  Monday  next  the  pi 
ceeds  of  the  carriage  tax  cease  to  go 
the  Exchequer,  and  become  part  of  t 
revenue  of  the  County  Councile.  T 
Qovernment  wish  it  to  be  clearly  undi 
stood  that  with  regard  to  this  and 
the  other  transferred  licence  duties,  i 
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Oounty  Oounoila  now  atnnd  between  the 
OoTOTnment  and  the  pablio.  Anjr  pro- 
poBal  for  changes  in  these  daties  mnet 
first  be  aildressed  to  tb  e  Oonat;  Oonnoils, 
and  the  QoTsmment  oannot  take  action 
in  such  matteis,  TitaltjaffeotinEOa  the; 
do  the  finance  of  the  Oounty  Oouncile, 
unless  it  ia  approached  throngh  them. 

IRELAND— FAIR    EENXe. 

Ub.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.)  asked  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  whether 
it  was  a  fact  that  a  number  of  appli- 
cations to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed  were 
listed  by  tenants  on  the  estate  of  Colonel 
Forteecne,  in  the  parish  and  count;  of 
Louth  in  IBB7,  and  remain  unheard 
and,  whether  a  number  of  evictions 
were  now  threatened  on  this  estate 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  can  do  anythint 
to  hasten  the  hearing  of  the  oases,  ant 
to  suspend  evictions  in  the  meantime  ? 

Ma.  MADDEN:  The  Land  Com 
misstoners  report  that  the  number  of 
the  applications  to  have  fair  rents  fixed 
on  the  estate  of  Colonel  Fortescue  is  12. 
A  Sub-Corn  mission  commenced  its  sit- 
tings in  County  Louth  last  September, 
and  a  new  list  of  cases  from  that  county 
will  be  issued  in  a  week  or  two.  It 
appears  that  two  evictions  are  pending 
on  the  estate,  but  in  one  of  these  cases 
the  tenants  actually  have  a  judicial  rent 
which  was  fixed  in  1882,  and  in  the 
other  the  tenant  holds  under  a  reduced 
rent  agreed  upon  between  him  and  the 
landlord. 

FRIESDLT    SOOIETIES. 

Mb.  P10EERSaiLL(BethnalOt«en, 
8.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury whether  his  attention  had  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  at  a  recent  epeoial 
aeneral  meeting  of  delegates  of  the 
Koyal  Liver  Friendly  Society  the  follow- 
ing rule  was  passed : — 

"If  any  memlwr  should  act  in  a  maimai 
vrbich,  in  the  opinion  of  ths  Oommittee  of 
MoDSgement,  it  hnrtfnl  to  ths  intaraatB  and 
-veil-being  of  the  Society,  the  Committee  of 
Managament  shall  intimate  in  writing  to  the 
said  member,  waniinfj  him  against  each  oondact ; 
and  if,  after  inch  notice,  anch  momber  still  per- 
sists in  noh  conduct,  the  fnll  Committer  of 
Management  shall,  after  calling  him  before 
them,  or  giving  him  an  opportunity  of  attend- 
ing before  the  Committee,  nave  povei  to  expel 
him  from  the  Society,  and  thenceforth  after 
sach  expalsion  his  interest  or  benefit  in  the 
Society  shall  cease." 

"Whether  this  rule  has  been  registered ; 
if  not,  whether  it  has  been  sent  to  the 
Mr.  Owchm 


Registrar  for  registration;  and,  whether 
it  is  now  under  consideration,  or  whether 
registration  has  been  refused  ? 

Ma.  JACKSON :  I  am  informed  that 
a  complete  amendment  of  rules  nndw- 
stood  to  contain  the  regulation  referred 
to  in  the  honourable  lumber's  question 
was  received  at  the  offlce  of  the  Registrar 
of  Friendly  Sodetiee  this  morning,  bat 
was  returned  for  the  correction  of  an  in- 
formality. 

SCOTTISH  FISHERY  BOARD. 

«Mb.  MABJ0BIBANK8  (Berwick- 
shire) asked  the  Secretary  to  theTreasuiy 
whether  a  strong  recommendation  from 
the  Scottish  Fisheiy  Board  was  received 
at  the  Treasury  in  December  last  in 
favour  of  an  immediate  increase  of  the 
salaries  and  travelling  subsistenoe  allow- 
ances of  the  offioers  of  the  Board  com- 
mensurate with  the  heavy  additional 
work  laid  upon  them  in  recent  yearsi 
which  they  have  been  carrying  on  with- 
out the  smallest  remuneration ;  and,  if 
so,  what  are  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  matter  ? 

•Thb  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  RoBZBTBO^,  Buteshire) :  A  oonununi- 
cation  to  the  effect  indicated  in  the  right 
hon.  Member's  question  was  received  by 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  from  the 
Fishery  Board  on  the  24th  December 
last.  The  oorreroondence  on  the  suhjeet 
with  the  Fishery  Board  which  was  found 
necessary  mode  it  impossible  to  submit 
the  proposals'  to  the  Treasury  in  time 
for  the  Estimates  of  1889-90.  The 
matter  is  being  carefully  considered  by 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  who  will  refer 
it  to  the  Treasury  as  soon  as  he  is  in  a 
position  to  do  so. 

WESTERN  AXTSTBALU— HR.  LEASE. 
Ma.  LANE  '(Cork  County,  E.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  is  there  no  information  in  the 
Colonial  Office  of  Cbi^f  Justice  Onslow's 
having  applied  for  and  obtained  leave  of 
absence  from  the  Colony  of  Western 
Australia ;  has  the  Colonial  Office  made 
anyinquiry  into  the  very  grave  imputa- 
tions made  (upon  affidavits)  by  leading 
Colonists  in  Westem  Australia  against 
the  official  conduct  of  Mr.  Leake  while 
adjudicating  on  the  Beach,  since  those 
affidavits  were  lodged  with  the  Secretary 
of  State  last  year ;  and,  whether,  under 
the  Qircumstanoes,  the  Secretary  of  State 
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imate  to  Ch>Teni.or  Broome  that 
ake  should  not  be  appointed  to  a 
I  poBitioa  in  that  Oolony  until 
bargee  and  aUef^atdona  be  proved 
nfounded  ? 

UNDER  SECRETAEY  or 
i  FOB  THE  COLONIES  rBaron  H. 
KMB,  Ijiyerpoo),  Toxteta) :  Ohief 

Onslow  ia  reported  to  hare 
i  for  leave  of  absence,  but  it  is 
iwn  whether  he  has  obtained  it. 
tated  yesterday,  the  allegations 
.  to  by  the  hon.  Member  have 
ifeTTud  to  the  Governor,  vho  baa 
reported  upon  them.  Without 
ng  that  tbe  imputations  if  snb- 
ed  are  of  such  gravity  as  to  dia- 

Mr.  Leake  from  holding  a 
.  appointment,  it  must  be  manifest 
e  Secretary  of  Stato  cannot  give 
latructiona  as  the  hon.  Member 
8  until  he  haa  heard  both  aides. 

THE  '■  FROG'S  MARCH." 
PICKEBSOILL  asked  the  Secre- 
State  for  the  Home  Department 
r  he  would  isaue  a  Police  Order 
ting  the  ase  of  what  is  known  as 
'og^  march  "  as  a  means  of  con- 
a  prisoner  to  the  station  ?  It 
probably  save  time  if  the  right 
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whether  he 


tbe  Medical  Beport  in 
3  of  Samuel  Mahoney  ? 
MATTHEWS  :  1  am  not  pre- 
o  prohibit  altogether  the  use  of 
s  called  the  "frog's  march," 
s  had  recourse  to  only  when  it  is 
ely  neceeeary,  in  order  to  enable 
ice  to  convey  to  the  station  ex- 
^lly  violent,  drunken,  or  diaor- 
len.  The  Commissioner  of  Police 
)e  glad  to  receive  any  practicable 
ion  as  to  any  safer  way  in  which 
ice  can  perform  their  duties  under 
ceptional  circumstances. 
H.  GAItDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
l)  :  Would  it  not  be  possible  to 
a  stretcher  in  such  cases  ? 
MATTHEWS :  It  would  be  per- 
)osaibte  to  employ  a  stretcoer, 
doubt  whether  great  violence 
lot  have  to  be  used  to  get  the 

7.  POSTEB  (Derby,  Hkeston)  : 

use  of  a  stretcher,  all  the  danger 

ig  on  tbe  "  frog's  march  "  would 

led. 

MATTHEWS :  I  can  only  repeat 

urance  that  the  Chief  Commis- 

OCCZXXIV.   [tHIBD  8BBIBS.] 


doner  would  be  glad  to 
consider  any  practical  aug 
the  subject. 

Me.  PICKEESGILL  :  I 
notice  that  on  an  early  a 
will  cajl  further  attention  t( 

THE  POLICE  AND  EVI' 
Mb.  sexton  asked  tbe 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenan 
whether,  at  an  advanced  h 
nesday  night,  a  force  of  pi 
panied  a  body  of  emergenc 
scene  of  the  recent  evic 
OloQgorey  tenants,  and  ren 
while  the  agent  and  emerge 
atroyed  by  fire  the  roofs  o 
tenants'  bouses,  and  levell 
with  crowbars  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECEETAI 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfou 
ter,  &.):  I  have  not  yet  i 
EeporL 

AKMT  COUMIBSIO 
Me.  CONWAY  (Leitrin 
the  Secretary  of  State  of 
could  state  when  the  reeul 
Militia  Competition  Exan 
Commissions  in  the  Army 
be  known,  as  already  a  f 
elapsed  since  the  examinati 
•The  SECRETARY  of 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stahhope,  1 
Horncastle) :  Tbe  result  oft 
dons  will  not  be  known  bef 
of  April. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  B 
Mb.  SAMUEL  SMITH 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  t 
whether,  to  obtain  due  con 
the  qneetion  of  the  oonditioi 
in  large  towns,  in  respect ' 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
ham  stands  first  on  Tuesd 
will  refrain  Item  putttng  do 
ment  Business  for  a  Momin 
the  House  on  that  day  7 
•The  first  LORD  of  ■ 
SUEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Si 
minster) :  I  am  aware  of  the 
attached  to  this  matter  by  1 
men;  and  I  am  most  anxi 
should  proceed  to  a  most  ai 
sion  in  this  House.  But  1 1; 
the  hon.  Member  that  the 
virtually  appropriated  Tue 
ings  to  Supply,  until  Supply 
unless  ut^nt  Government 
2  S 
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terrdiies ;  &iid  I  alioiild  not  be  jastified 
is  ukiug  the  Houee  to  forgo  that  Order 
under  tS.  the  oircamstanoes  of  the  ooBd. 
But  I  am  of  opinion  that  a  condensed 
debate  ia  mora  satisfactoi;  in  such  a 
matter  than  a  diacursiTe  one  that  may 
extend  orer  the  whole  OTening,  al- 
tbongh  I  admit  that  the  subject  is  one 
of  great  importance. 

Mb.  J.  MOKLGT  (Nevoasde-on- 
Tyne):  Hav  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Chntleman  Whether,  under  these  cironm- 
Btances,  he  will  not,  as  the  Qovemment 
have  taken  the  Morning  Sitting,  do  his 
best  to  secure  the  attendance  of  hon. 
Members  at  9  o'clock  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Certainly,  I  will 
endesTonr  to  do  that,  and  I  hope  to  be 
in  mj  place  myself. 

Mb.  OHILDBRS  (Edinburgh,  8.): 
Let  me  point  out  that  the  Order  as  to 
Morning  Sittings  oolj  goes  up  to 
Easier. 

*Hb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  aooept  the 
correction.  It  may  be  necessary  to  make 
further  arrangements  after  Easter. 

MIKINO  K0TALT1E9. 
Me.  CONTBEAEE  (Oomwall,  Cam- 
borne)   asked    the    First    Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  he  can  now  state  the 
terms  of  the  reference   which  he   will 

Eropose  for  the  Royal  Commission  on 
[ining  Boyalties ;  and  how  soon  be 
proposes  that  it  shall  be  constituted  and 
commence  its  labours  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  No,  Sir ;  I  am 
not  in  a  position  to  state  the  terms  of 
reference  now. 

Mb.  CONTBEAEE :  When  will  the 
right  hon.  QsntlemaD  be  able  to  state 
themf 

*Hb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  lamsorrythat 
at  present  I  am  unable  to  say. 

WESTMINSTEH  HALL. 
Mb.  db  lisle  (Leicestershire,  Hid] 
asked  the  First  Oommissiouer  of  Works 
whether  he  can  estimate  the  cost  of  re- 
moTing  the  closed-up  dormer  windows, 
and  replacing  the  appropriate  beams  in 
the  east  slope  of  the  roof  of  Westminster 
Hall,  in  the  same  manner  as  has  been 
recently  done  in  the  west  slope  of  the 
said  roof;  the  coat  of  filling  the  empty 
niches  with  statuary  outside  of  the  north 
and  principal  entrance  of  Westminster 
Hall  in  the  same  manner  as  has  been  re- 
cently done  with  the  pinnacle  at  the  south 
end  of  the  said  Hall  at  the  baok  of  the  St. 
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Stephen's  entrance ;  the  oost  of  filling- 
the  great  north  window  of  Westminster 
Half  with  heraldic  or  pictured  etuned 

flase  in  the  same  manner  as  has  been 
one  with  the  great  south  window  of  th» 
said  Hall ;  the  cost  of  filling  the  lateral 
windows  of  Westmineter  Hall  with 
mixed  coloured  and  white  transparent 
glass  in  the  same  manner  as  the  windows 
of  the  ancient  cloiatere  adjoining  the 
said  Hall  have  been  treated  ;  the  oost  of 
painting  and  gilding  the  shields  borne 
by  thecarved  angels  in  the  roof  of  West- 
minster Hall  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
shields  in  the  Houee  of  Lords ;  and  th» 
cost  of  filling  the  three  enip^  arched 
spaces  of  the  Great  Central  Hall  of  the 
Palace  of  Westminster  with  mosaic 
pictures  in  the  same  style  as  the  com- 
pleted Mosaic  of  St.  Qeorge,  by  Mr. 
Poynier,  B.A.,  in  the  said  Central 
Lobby? 

•The  FIEST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WOEKS  (Mr.  Pldmket,  University  of 
Dublin) :  The  cost  of  removing  die 
dormer  windows  on  the  eastern  side  of, 
the  roof  of  the  hall  and  effecting  the 
necessary  repair  of  the  timbers  would  be 
about  £750.  The  cost  of  filling  the 
niches  referred  to  at  the  north  end  of 
the  Ball  would  be  several  thousand 
pounds,  varying  according  to  design 
and  execution.  The  statues  should  not 
be  provided  until  a  decision  is  arrived 
at  as  to  the  suggested  additions  to  the 
towers.  The  cost  of  Glling  the  great 
north  window  of  the  Hall  with  stained 
glaee  would  probably  be  about  £,1500, 
and  of  filling  the  central  windows  with 
mixed  coloured  and  transparent  glass, 
about  £750— together,  £3,250.  The 
oost  of  repainting  and  gilding  the  shields 
is  the  roof  would  be  about  £125.  The 
oost  of  the  mosaic  now  in  the  Cen- 
tral Hall  was  £665.  The  remaining 
three  would  consequently  oost  about 
£2,000. 

Mr.  OB  LISIiE:  Considering  the 
enormous  sum  which  has  been  spent 
Qpon  these  buUdlngs,  will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  an  assurance  that  some 
provision  will  be  made  in  next  year's 
Estimates  for  completing  the  work  in 
Westminster  Hall  ? 

•Mb.  PLUNKET:  No, Sir;  I  cannot 
make  a  promise. 

ALLBOED  ASSAULT. 

Mb.     CALDWELL     {Glasgow,     St. 

Bollox)     asked      the     Lord     Advocate 
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it  was  th«  case  that  in  ootion, 
a  against  Gotmack,  presently 
in  the  Sheriff  Court  of  Caith- 
Wick,  for  damages  for  serious 
injuries  snetaiDed  in  conneo- 
h  an  alleged  assault  by  the 
'  Cormack  upon  the  pursuer 
n,  the  Procurator  Fiscal  for  the 
)f  Caithuese  is  acting  as  private 
■  the  defender  Cormaok ;  whether 
;ed  assault  was,  or  stiU  may  be, 
90t  of  iuTsstigation  by  the  Pro- 
Fiscal  ;  whether  the  Procnrator 
as  obtained  the  usual  precogni- 
the  Crown  in  such  cases ;  and 
he  will  advise  the  Procurator 
<  abstain  from  acting  in  defence 
rate  party  sued  for  damages  in 
of  an  alleged  criminal  assault 
IS  been,  or  may  be,  the  subject 
igatiou  or  trial  on  behalf  of  the 
specially  where,  as  in  this  case, 
curator  Fiscal  is  in  the  passes- 
knowledge  of  the  precognitions 
I  behalf  of  the  Crown  t 
P.  B.  E0BEBT30N :  On  I7th 
}r  information  was  lodged  by 
n  of  au  alleged  assault  by 
:.  The  Procurator  Fiscal  pre- 
id  the  three  persons  named  by 
n  and  found  tnat  the  complaint 
mdless.  More  than  two  months 
r.  Leith  was  professionally  em- 
n  the  action  mentioned  in  the 
As  Ur.  Leith  is  not  precluded 
erms  of  his  appointment  h«m 
p  in  private  practice,  his  conduct 
:  appear  to  me  to  be  open  to 

ion.    

3ALDWELL:  I  beg  to  give 
at  I  will  call  attention  to  the 
)n  the  Estimates. 

8UGAH  BOUNTIES, 

ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
ked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
:  the  Oolonies  if  he  is  correctly 

to  have  stated  that  the  bounties 
y  France,  Germany,  Austria, 
,  and  Holland,  amount  to 
9,000,000  a  year,  and  that  these 
I  are  mainly  given  for  the  pur- 
enabling  their  sugar  producers 
Y  the  English  market ;  does  the 
ion  propose  not  only  that  this 
ihall  be  abolished,  but  that  we 
o  exclude  &om  out  market  all 
iming  from  countries  which  do 
ere  to  the  niles  prescribed  by 
reDtioQ ;  and  has  any  oalcula. 
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tioQ  been  made  as  to  the  effect  the 
abolition  of  this  subsidy,  oottpled  with 
the  exclusion  of  a  largo  number  of  large 
sugar- producing  countries  from  our 
market,   will  have   upon    the  price   of 


•Baros  H.  de  W0BM8 :  In  answer 
to  the  first  paragraph  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's question,  I  stated  at  Qreenock  the 
amount  of  the  bounties  given  by  France, 
Germany,  Austria,  Belgium,  and  Hol- 
land. I  did  not  say,  as  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Member,  that  these  bounties 
were  mainly  given  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  the  sugar  producers  to  supply 
the  English  market;  I  expressed  the 
opinion  that  the  effect  of  such  boun* 
ties  was  most  injurious,  and  might  prove 
absolutely  destructive  to  our  Home  and 
Colonial  sugar  industry.  With  regard 
to  paragraph  2,  I  must  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  the  Convention  itself,  which 
he  will  find  in  the  Blue  Book,  C.  5577, 
recently  presented  to  Parliament.  As 
regards  paragraph  3,  any  calculation 
attempted  to  oe  made  on  the  basis  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
entirely  misleading,  inasmuch  as  it  must 
be  founded  upon  two  incorrect  assump- 
tions. First,  that  the  bounties  go  to  the 
consumer  in  this  country ;  and,  seoond, 
that  a  "  large  number  of  large  sugat- 

firoducing  countries  "  would  be  excluded 
rom  our  market.  Moreover,  it  is  im  • 
possible  now  to  estimate  accurately  the 
great  increase  of  our  Colonial  production 
and  Home  trade  which  must  result  from 
the  abolition  of  foreign  bounties. 

Mh.  ILLING WORTH:  Arising  out 
of  that  answer,  I  wish  to  know  whether 
the  Board  of  Trade  was  consulted  on 
the  question  referred  to  in  the  condud- 
ing  part  of  the  question  ? 
*Baboh  H.  db  WORMS:  The  whole 
question  is  one  which  relates  entirely  to 
the  Foreign  Office,  with  whom  Interna- 
tional Conventions  rest. 

Me.  ILLINGWORTH:  I  wish  to 
know  if  the  Foreign  Office  is  the  autho- 
ritr  to  whieh  the  House  should  look  for 
information  as  to  the  effect  of  bounties 
on  an  article  of  consumption ;  and 
whether  It  is  not  the  published  opinion 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  that  the  effect  of 
euch  a  Convention  would  materially 
raise  the  price  of  sugar? 

The  president  oj  thx  BOARD 
or  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Bkaoh,  Bris- 
tol, W):  There   was    a    Report    pub- 
lished some  yean  ago   by  ttie   Board 
2  8  2 
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of  Tr&de  eontaining  an  opinion  on 
this  subject  vith  whicb  I  do  not  agree. 
Uy  opinion  is  that  this  Convention  will 
not  materially  raise  the  price  of  sugar. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE:  (Uid  Lothian); 
I  should  like  to  ask,  if  the  Conreation 
is  not  to  raise  the  prioe  of  sugar,  why 
the  Ooloniee  are,  as  the  right  hon.Qentle- 
man  has  told  us,  to  send  us  largely  in- 
creased  qnaotities  of  sugar  in  conse- 
quence of  the  Oonrentien? 

Sib  U.  H.  BEACH:  It  appears 
to  me  to  be  a  matter  for  argument  and 
debate. 

BEFOKUATORY  SCHOOLS. 

Mb.  CONTBBAEB  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  boys  were  taken  to  Beformatory 
Schools  with  handcufN  on ;  and,  if  so, 
whel^er  he  would  order  the  practice  to 
be  discontinued  7 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  There  is  no  fixed 
rule  on  the  subject.  It  is  left  to  the 
discretion  of  the  governor  of  the  prison, 
who  is  responsible  for  the  safe  conduct 
of  the  boy.  In  crowded  thoroughfares 
and  at  raUway  stations  it  is  often  found 
necessary  to  put  on  handcuffs  in  order 
to  prevent  escapes,  which  have  not  in- 
frequently ooourred.  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  expedient  to  issue  an  'order 
prohibiting  the  practice  altogether. 

EEGI8TRATI0N  AGENTS. 
Mb.  CONYBEABE  asked  the  Pren- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  it 
was  the  fact  that  a  Mr.  Mowle,  of  Ash- 
ford,  Kent,  was  receutlv  appointed 
Beoeiver  in  Bankraptcy  ;  whether  at  the 
time  of  saoh  appointment  he  was  the 
Conservative  BegistxatioD  Agent,  and 
resigned  that  post  on  his  appointment  as 
Beoeiver ;  whether  Mb  partner,  Mr. 
Brooher,  had  since  been  appointed  the 
OonservatiTe  Begistration  Agent  in  his 
stead ;  and  whether  it  was  reoogoiced 
to  be  oonaiAtent  with  his  position  that  a 
Beoeiver' s  partner  should  cany  on  the 
work  of  a  Party  Begistration  Agent  ? 
*8iB  M.  H.  BEACH :  I  believe  the 
statements  in  the  first  three  paragraphs 
of  the  question  are  correct,  except  titat 
I  am  informed  that  Mr.  Brooher  is  not 
Mr.  Mowle'e  partner,  but  is  employed  in 
hisoffloe,  and  that  his  employment  is 
only  temporary,  to  complete  work  begun 
by  Mr.  Howie.  I  do  not  think  he  should 
hold  the  appointment  permanent^  and 
8w  M.  mat  Btaeh 


TELEGEAPmSTH. 

Ms.  CONYBEABE  asked  the  Post- 
master General  whether  he  had  received 
a  petition,  siened  by  690  Telegraphists 
of  the  Central  Tel^;raph  Office,  praying 
for  the  abolition  of  the  present  unequal 
and  inconvenient  met  hod  of  payment,  and 
for  the  substitution  therefor  of  the 
former  method  of  equal  and  fortnightly 
payments  which  prevailed  for  18  years ; 
and  whether  he  is  prepared  to  grant 
the  prayer  of  the  petitioners ;  and,  if 
not,  why  not  f 

Thb  P08TMA8TEB  &ENEEAL  (Mr. 
B&IKE8,  University  of  Cambridge) : 
The  petition  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers  was  addressed,  not  to  me,  but 
to  the  Controller  of  the  Central  Tele- 
graph Office.  It  bears  the  signatures 
of  697  persons  out  of  1,475.  These 
officers  are  in  receipt  of  yearly 
salaries,  which,  in  acoordance  with  the 
practice  prevailing  generally  throughout 
the  Department,  are  payable  monthly, 
but,  as  a  matter  of  oonvenienoe  to  the 
recipients  in  this  case,  an  instalment  of 
the  salary  is  paid  in  the  middle  of  every 
month.  I  am  not  able  to  authorize  the  ro- 
introdnction  of  a  method,  the  continu- 
ance of  which  was  forbidden  by  the 
.Treasury  on  the  ground  that  it  resulted 
in  payments  in  excess  of  the  salaries  to 
which  the  officers  oonoemed  were  en- 
tiUed. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  PENSIONS. 
Mb.  CONYBEABE  asked  the  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  it  was 
the  fact  that  there  was  once  a  fund, 
called  the  Superannuation  Fund,  to 
which  all  Civil  Servants  were  compelled 
to  subscribe,  and  that  this  fund  was 
eventually  absorbed  by  the  Treasury  on 
the  understanding  that  pensions  would 
in  future  be  granted  to  Civil  Servants 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund ;  what  the 
fond  amounted  to  when  absorbed  by  the 
Treasury ;  and  what  has  become  of  it  F 
*Mb.  OOSCHEN  :  In  answer  to  the 
Sth  consecutive  question  put  by  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  say — ["Oh!" 
and  "Withdraw,"]  I  oaunot  withdraw 
the  fact  that  it  is  the  fifth  oonseontive 
question,  and  that  it  is  one  of  a  group  of 


eight  ouestiDnR  which  appear  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member.  In  replv  I 
have  to  inform  him  that  a  small  fond  of 
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An  hon.  Uekbbb  ;  Whea  was  the 
fotmation  asked  for  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  oaniiot  { 
the  date. 


racter  existed  between  1821  and 
[leii  it  waa  abolished  and  the 
tors  were  repaid.  The  hon. 
',  however,  doubtless  refers  to 
ictioDS  from  salaries  instituted 

under  Treasury  Minute,  COD- 
nd  ezteaded  by  Section  27  of  the 
nuation  Act  of  1684,  and 
dinlSST.  The  sums  so  deducted 
plied'  in  rsductioa  of  the  Super- 
mVote  up  to  1848-49  inolusiTS, 
>m  1849  to  1657  they  were 
r  paid  into  the  Exchequer, 
liere  never  existed  anything 
)uld  be  called  a  "  Superannua- 
nd,"  or  the  amount  of  which 
I  statsd  ;  but  the  whole  amount 
1  was  applied,  directly   or  in- 

in  reduction  of  the  charge  upon 
s  for  pensions  payable  between 
i  1867. 

DONYBEAEE ;  As  I  have  not 
Le  to  hear  the  greater  part  of  the 
□.  Gentleman's  answer,  I  beg  to 
tice  that  when  I  have  had  an 
nity  of  studying  it  in  the  Tim«» 
ut  to  him  a  sixth  question,  and, 
lary,  a  seventh  or  eighth. 

!  DISTRAINTS  IN  CAKDIGAN- 

SHIRE. 
BOWEN  ROWLANDS  (Car- 
ire]  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
Home  Department  whether  he 
position  to  state  the  aouroes  from 
le  Chief  Conetable  of  Cardigan- 
irived  the  information  that  the 
I  of  Fenbiyn  had  determined  to 
id  ill-use  the  bailiffs  employed 
ithe  distraints  thereon  the  19th 
h ;  and  whether  in  the  Keports 
the  Home  Office,  any  account 
1  of  the  use  of  batons  by 
ce  upon  women  and  children 
here  were  any  signs  of  riot  ? 
tATTHEWS :  Tie  Chief  Con- 
forms me  that  he  received  the  In- 
n  in  question  from  many  sources, 
thers  from  the  Superintendent 
)  of  the  district,  and  from  a  local 
e.  He  informs  me  that  no  com- 
as made  to  him  at  any  time  that 
lan  or  child  had  been  struck  by 
DO,  and  he  saw  nothing  of  the 

DILLWTN  (Swansea  Town) : 
f  attempt  made  to  get  the  infor- 
Irom  sources  independent  of  the 

iATTHEWS:    No. 


METEOPOLITAN  OMNIBUS  SEEVIi 
MB,C00HRANE-BAILLrE(8t.I 
eras,  N.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  S 
for  the  Home  Department  whethc 
was  in  the  power  of  the  Chief  Com 
sioaer  of  Police  to  regulate  the  omn 
services ;  and,  if  so,  whethnr  he  W' 
give  instructions  for  the  disoontinn: 
of  the  running  of  omnibuses  along  Si 
and  North  Audley  Streets,  the  foi 
of  the  two  streets  being  already  in 
quale  for  the  present  traffic,  and 
alternative  route  by  Park  Lane  h 
but  a  little  longer  distance  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  Com 
sloner  of  Police  has  been  advised  ( 
former  occasion  that  it  is  not  in 
power  to  regulate  omnibus  service 
the  manner  suggested  by  my  hon.  Fr 
(whom  I  beg  to  refer  to  the  conclu< 
proviso  in  Section  1 1  of  the  30  ant 
Vic,  c.  134)  even  in  streets  within 
special  limits  of  that  Act.  The  sti 
named  in  the  question  are  not  wi 
the  special  limits. 

IRELAND— THE  POLICE  AND  1 
PABNELLITE  INDEMNITY  FPNl 
Ma.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Se 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irs 
whether,  on  Sunday,  the  9th  of  Dec 
ber  last,  at  Tibohine,  Frenchp 
county  Roscommon,  two  oonstahlee 
the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  na 
Bums  and  M'Loughlin,  interfered  ' 
a  public  collection  in  aid  of  the  funt 
the  defence  of  the  Irish  Members  w 
was  in  progress  outside  the  gate  of 
Catholic  church,  collared  and  jot 
those  engaged  in  the  collection,  os 
on  them  to  desist,  threatened  them  ' 
prosecution,  took  down  the  name 
collectors  and  subscribers,  and  seizei 
force  the  snbscription  lists,  and  refi 
to  give  them  baclc ;  whether  Const 
M'Loughlin,  on  asking  what  the  col 
tion  was  for,  and  being  told  that  it 
for  the  Farnell  Indemnity  Fund,  t 
"  loannot  allow  you  to  collect ;  you  k 
it  is  illegal  in  a  proclaimed  distric 
and  CoQSUble  Bums  added  "you  k 
you  cannot  collect  money  in  a  proolai 
district  no  matter  for  what  purpos 
whether,  eventually,  upon  tue  oonata 
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threatening;  to  disperse  the  people,  and 
one  of  tbem  draTing  hie  baton,  the 
oolleotion  wbb  given  np,  and  the  pro- 
motera  of  it  requested  the  people  to 
diaperae,  in  order  to  avoid  a  disturb- 
ance ;  whether  the  lieta  headed  "  Pamell 
,  Indemnity  Fund,"  and  uized  by  the 
oonatablsH,  have  since  been  returned  ; 
whether,  on  a  aubsequent  dato,  the  oon- 
etable  who  had  seized  and  taken  away 
the  liata,  on  being  asked  to  return  them, 
said  he  did  not  know  where  they  were, 
but  that  the  sergeant  might  know,  and 
the  sergeant,  being  applied  to,  referred 
to  the  district  inspector  (Feely),  and 
reported  that  the  lists  were  in  the  hands 
of  the  Oorernment ;  whether  the  liata 
will  now  be  returned ;  what  notice  will 
be  taken  of  the  course  pursued  by  the 
constables  ;  and  whether  the  police  will 
be  instruotod  that  they  are  not  entitled 
by  law,  in  any  part  of  Ireland,  to  inter- 
fere with  collections  for  the  fund  in 
queetion  7 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUfi:  The  Con- 
stabulary authorities  report  that  the 
oonstables  mentioned  were  on  duty  on 
the  occaaioa  in  question,  and  observed 
a    large     crowd     on     the    road,     and 

Eersons  paying  money  to  the  man  who 
ad  been  secretary  to  the  branch  of 
the  National  League,  which  had  been 
supproaaed  in  that  district  as  an  ua- 
lawful  association.  They  inquired  of 
him  the  object,  and  were  referred  to 
the  papers.  Constable  M  'Loughlin  then 
took  two  pages  of  a  copybook  oontaining 
some  memoranda  informing  the  apparent 
promotors  that  if  the  meeting  did  not 
prove  to  be  illegal  the  papers  would  be 
safe.  It  is  not  the  case  that  the  con- 
stables collared  or  joatled  anybody,  or 
called  upon  the  people  to  desist,  or  that 
either  of  them  drew  bis  baton  or  threat- 
ened anyone  with  prosecution,  nor  did 
either  declare  a  collection  in  the  district 
to  be  illegal,  nor  threaten  to  disperse 
the  people,  nor  did  any  other  person 
advise  the  people  to  disperae,  while,  aa 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  collection  was  only 
intsrrupted  by  the  people  entering  the 
chapel  for  Maas,  and  was  resumed  and 
completed  on  their  ooming  out.  It  is 
the  case  that  one  of  the  collectors  was 
subsequently  referred  to  the  District 
Inspector  for  the  two  copybook  pages ; 
but  up  to  the  present  no  application  has 
been  made  to  him  for  them.  Should 
such  an  application  be  made,  it  will  be 
at  onoa  replied  to.  The  police  are  re* 
Mr.  StxtOM 


ported  to  have  acted  limAfid§  in  the  dis- 
charge of  their  duty,  and  in  no  oaaa 
would  they  interfere  with  oolleotaons  fox 
the  fund  imlees  they  had  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  the  law  was  at  the  same  time 
being  violated. 

Ub.  BEXTON  :  I  wish  oleeiiy  to  nn- 
derstand  whether  the  lists,  which  were 
illegally  impounded,  have  been  returned ; 
and  if  Uie  police,  who  have  acted  under  a 
misapprehension,  will  be  instructed  that 
collections  for  this  indemnity  fond  ars 
not  illegal  in  any  part  of  Ireland  f 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOirE:  The  oolleo- 
tions  are  perfectly  legal,  and  the  Govern- 
ment have  no  desire  to  interfere  with 

IBBLAND-THE  ARBB8T  OF  PATHEB 
FABSGLLY. 

Mb.  BEXTON  aaked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tory to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
when  the  warrant  for  the  arreet  of  the 
Bev.  Lanrenoe  Farrelly,  of  Arklow,  wm 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  police ; 
whether  Father  Farrelly  wrote  to  County 
Inspector  Cruise,  on  the  21st  of  lart 
mouth,  stating  that  he  would  be  at 
hand  whenever  wanted ;  was  any  reply 
sent  by  the  County  Inroector,  or  any 
one  on  his  behalf ;  why  Father  Farrelly 
might  not  have  been  arrested  any  day 
since  the  iaaue  of  the  warrant  at  his 
houae,  or  in  the  streets  of  the  town  of 
Arklow  ;  why  the  police,  omitting  for  so 
many  weeks  to  execute  the  warrant, 
adopted  at  length  the  mode  of  advano- 
ing  in  force  upon  Father  Farrelly 'a 
house  before  daybreak,  broke  down  the 
wall  of  the  house,  burst  open  doors,  and 
did  considerable  damage  to  the  reverend 
gentleman's  property;  whether  it  is  held 
that  the  police  had  legal  authority  to 
break  down  the  wall  of  the  house  in 
order  to  effect  an  entrBnce;and,  if  so,  oaa 
such  authority  be  defined  ;  and  whether 
the  Irish  Oovemment  will  instract  the 
police  not  f  break  down  houses,  or 
burst  doors  open  at  night,  for  the  par- 
pose  of  effecting  arreate  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  when  such  arrests  can  be  effected 
in  Uie  ordinary  oourse  by  day  ? 

Mr.  WILLIAM  COEBBT  (Wiok- 
low,  £.)  also  asked  whether  it  was  the  fact 
that  the  reverend  gentleman  had  been 
performing  bis  duties  openly  day  by  day 
since  the  warrant  waa  issued  several 
weeks  ago  ;  and  what  waa  the  object  of 
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CoHMbittient  U  {Hasoh  39, 

ing  the  ezeoutioa  of  the  warrant 

a  length  of  time  ? 
L  J.  BALFOUE:  The  informa- 
ained  from  the  locality  as  to  the 
F  Father  Farrellj  is  etill  iucom- 
it  I  will  eive  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
ill  that  I  have  in  my  poaaeBsioD. 
rrant  for  the'  arrest  of  Father 
'  was  placed  in  the  bands  of  the 
a  the  20th  or  Slst  ult.  Fathers 
'  and  Clarke  wrote  a  joint  latter 

21et  of  last  month,  profess 
r  readiness  to  be  arrested.     In 

of  Father  Clarke,  as  is  well 
no  such  readiness  was,  as  a  mat- 
fact,  shown.      The  police    had 

for  thinking  that  resistance 
e  also  made  by  Father  Farrelly 
;,  and  hia  boose  appears  to  hare 
Tioaded  on  theoocasion  when  the 
ent  to  arrest  him,  I  understand 
police  bad  legal  authority  under 
lumstances  to  use  force  to  effect 
ULoe  into  the  house  to    take  a 

into  custody,  but,  of  course,  the 
irernmen  t  are  extremely  anxious 

arrests  of  whatever  nature  and 
ever  offence  should  be  effected 
I  least  inconvenience  to  all  par- 
emed  and  with  the  least  danger 
rbing  the  public  peace.  I  am 
to  answer  the  thira  paragraph, 

regard  to  the  fourth  and  fifth 

lbs  my  information  is  imperfect, 
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believe  that,  although  Father  Farrel 
was  not  in  die  house,  he  barricaded 
in  order  to  prevent  himaelf  from  bail 
arrested? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  have  giv 
the  rig^ht  hon.  Gentleman  all  the  i 
formation  I  have. 

CONTEIBimONS  TO  LOCAL  KATBf 
CoLOKM,  NOLAN  (Qalway,  N.)  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  hr 
much  money  has  been  paid  to  the  loc 
authoritiee  in  England  under  hie  ni 
robenie  for  assisting  local  rates  by  oo 
tributionsfrom  the  ImperialExobeque 
how  much  to  the  local  authoritiea 
Scotland;  and  how  much  to  the  loc 
authorities  in  Ireland? 
*Mii.  QOSCHEN :  The  sums  whii 
have  been  paid,  or  will  be  paid  t 
morrow,  are.— In  England,  in  respe 
of  distum  piked  ana  main  road 
£638,000;  to  boards  of  guardian 
£543,000— total,  £1,061,000.  In  Sec 
land,  special  grant  to  Highlands  an 
Islands  £^9,950 ;  to  road  authoritl 
£70,000  ;  pauper  lunatics  and  boardei 
out  children,  £25,850— total,  £125,80 
A  further  sum  of  about  £28,000  fi 
costs  of  management  will  be  paid  to  tt 
Poor  Law  authorities  in  respect  of  tl 
year  now  concluding,  as  soon  as  tt 
exact  amount  of  the  probate  duty  can  I 


-J r ,    ascertained.      In    Ireland    £S,000    hi 

ideratand  that    the   police  I  been  paid  to  the  Koyal  Dublin  Bodet 

that  Father  Farelly  waa  unwell  I  The  boards  of  guardians  and  the  roa 
the  execution  of  the  warrant '  authorities  will  receive  over  £60,0( 
yed  on  that  aooount.  I  each  as  soon  as  the  exact  amount  of  tb 


EXTON :  Is  it  the  fact  that 
itleman  wrote  to  the  Oounty 
r  on  the  2lBt  of  February, 
hat  he  was  ready  to  receive  the 
and  why  was  it  that  the  warrant 


duty  can  be  ascertained. 

Me.  W.  A.  MACDONALD;  Tb 
principal  evidence  was  that  of  a  polit 
constable,  and  I  wish  to  know  wbethi 
there  was  anything  to  show,  in  accorc 


red  to  remain  in  the  bands  of '  ance  with  the  Statute,  that  Mr.  Conla 


:e  for  five  weeks  before  it  was 
;  is  it  not  the  fact  that  Father 
has  been  continually  in  the 
d  might  have  been  arrested  on 
1  and,  as  he  went  voluntarily  to 
B,  will  the  unnecessary  damage 
s  been  oommi  tted  to  the  re  verend 


3er  Farrelly  wrote  a  joint  letter 
ther  Clarke  to  the  police,  inti- 
bis  readiness  to  be  arrested, 
ion  was  received  by  the  polic6 
bouse  had  been  barricaded. 
BXTON :  Does  the  right  hon. 
m  seriously  wish  the  House  to 


was  a  person  of  ill-fame.  I  wish  all 
to  understand  whether,  while  berett 
fore,  the  proprietors  and  editors  c 
newspapers  in  Ireland  have  been  pre 
ceeded  against  for  publishing  the  pre 
oeedings  of  suppressed  branches  of  tfa 
Irish  National  league,  they  are  now  t 
be  proceeded  against  for  publishing  th 
proceedings  of  branches  that  have  nt 
been  suppressed? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  have  distinotl 
stated  that  this  person  was  not  prose 
cnted  for  publishing  the  report  of 
meeting.  The  evidence  was  that  he  ha 
published  incitements  to  violate  the  lai 
of  the  land. 
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age  entitling;  them  to  pensioiiB,  or  frooL 
death — by  about  one-eighth.  As  to 
■aJariea,  instead  of  an  inorease  of 
£60,000,  aa  Buggested  in  the  qaeation, 
I  believe  there  hu  been  an  actoat 
decrease  between  1885  and  1888. 

SCOTCH  IJMISLATION. 
Mk.  FIBTE  CDundee)  aaked  the  Firat 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  irhether  he  ex- 
pects to  be  able  to  introduce  the  Scotch 
Local  Oovervment  Bill  before  Euter  ? 
*Mb.  W.  Q.  SMira  :  I  have  stated 
twice  already  that  I  hope  it  will  be  ia 
our  power  to  introduce  the  Scotch  Local 
OoTsmment  Bill  before  Easter. 

THE  SCOTCH  UNIVEKSITir  BILL. 
Ma.  CAMPBELL  BANNEEMAN 
(Stirling,  &c.] :  May  I  make  an  appeal 
to  the  Lord  Advocate  in  reference  to  the 
Scotch  UniTersitj  Bill  f  It  has  been 
postponed  from  last  night  until  Monday 
next.  As  Monday  ia  to  be  devoted  to 
important  Oovemment  business,  and  aa 
other  Onvemment  nights  for  a  good 
time  to  come  will  be  occupied  in  th» 
same  way,  1  would  ask  him  to  put  off 
this  Bill — seeing  that  there  must  neoes- 
aarily  be  considerable  debate  on  th& 
Motion  for  the  Seoond  Blading — until 
such  time  as  it  may  be  expected  to  be 
brought  on.  I  must  protest  against  the 
vicious  practice  of  keeping  important 
Bills  dangling  on  the  paper  when  ther» 
is  no  chance  of  their  being  proceeded 
with. 

•Mb,  J.  P.  B.  EOBEKTSON:  I  pnt 
it  down  for  Monday  merely  to  keep  it  oa 
the  paper.  Due  notioa  will  be  given, 
when  it  will  be  taken. 

POST  OFFICE  SAVINQB'  BANK. 
Mb.  PAl-EIOK  O'BHIBN  (Mona- 
ghan,  N.)  asked  the  Ohanaellor  of  th& 
Exchequer  what  wag  the  rate  per  cent 
per  annum  for  the  cost  of  management, 
including  cost  of  buildings,  rent,  salariea, 
ostages,  ftc,  of  the  Post  Office  Savings' 
lank  ;  and  whether,  in  consequence  of 
the  reduction  of  interest  on  OonsoU,  the 
rate  of  interest  allowed  to  depositors  in 
Post  Office  Savings'  Banks  will  be  re- 
duced &om  the  5th  of  April  next ;  and, 
if  so,  to  what  extent  ? 

Mb.  QOSOHEK:  Erom  the  last 
Betum  of  the  Fostmastn  General'* 
Annual  Beport,  it  will  be  seen  that  th» 
rate  per  cent  for  cost  of  management  o{' 


DOCKTABD  HEN. 
Hb.  OONYBEABE  asked  die  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  whether  it  was 
the  tact  that  since  1885  the  "Esta- 
blished "  men  in  the  Deronport  dock- 
yard have  been  reduced  by  one-seventh  ; 
whether  a  similar  or  proportional  re- 
duction had  been  effected  in  the  other 
dockyards  of  the  United  Kingdom ; 
what  was  the  total  number  of  dockyard 
diecbargea  of  " Bstabliahed " and  "non- 
Establi^ed "  men  in  each  of  those 
dockyards  in  each  of  the  years  1B86, 
1887,  and  1888  ;  and  whether  it  was  the 
foot  that  during  the  same  period  the 
salaries  of  the  officers  in  those  dock- 
yards have  been  increased  by  some 
£50,000  per  annum  P  He  also  wished  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiridty 
with  regard  to  his  letter  of  the  21st 
instant  to  the  honourable  the  senior 
Member  for  Devonport  (Sir.  J.  Pules- 
ton)  in  reference  to  the  present  dockyard 
discharges,  in  which  he  said — 

"TMi  and  other  work  was  givsa  to  ths 
dockyard,  and  a  large  number  of  extra  mea 
ware  tempoT&rllf  taken  on  for  that  parpoee. 
Evny  one  lo  taken  on  aigned,  before  bsing  em- 
ntoyed,  the  form  of  Thioh  I  enolose  a  cop7 
The  work  ii  nov  approaching  completion,  and 
the  nen  ecgaged  on  ii  are  not  requited,  and 
tlietetoie,in  accordance  vithtbe  terms  of  their 
eagogementt  their  emplojmeat  lapsei.  The 
total  Dumber  so  affteted  ia  about  ISO." 

Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  in  addition 
to  the  above-mentioned  450  men,  some 
150  to  200  other  mea  were  noticed  to  be 
discharged  on  Saturday  last ;  whether 
those  notices  have  been  withdrawn, 
and  on  what  grounds ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  they  are  to  be  carried  into 
effect,  and  at  what  date;  whether  he 
oan  state  the  exact  number  of  those  so 
discharged,  or  noticed  to  be  discharged, 
who  were  employed  under  the  written 
agreement  mentioued  in  his  letter ;  and 
how  he  explains  the  fact  that  a  con- 
aiderable  number  of  men  have  been  dis- 
charged, who,  having  been  continuously 
employed  in  the  yards  and  factory  for 
penods  ranging  from  3  to  14  years, 
oould  not  possibly  have  oome  under  the 
terms  of  the  signed  agreement  as  to 
service  refeired  to  in  his  letter  ? 

Thb  SEORETABT  to  thi  ADMI- 
EALTT  (Mr.  Fobwood,  Lancashire, 
Ormskirk):  The  numbers  of  established 
men  at  Devonport  and  the  other  dock- 
yards have  diminished  since  1885 
through   natural  causes — namely,  from 
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the  PostOffloe  SaTineg'  Bsnic  U 1  Oa.  8}^. 
Tlie  annual  coat  of  toe  interest  \»  about 
£2  7b.,  bo  that  £100  deposited  in  the 
Poet  Office  Savinee'  BauK  ooats,  every- 
thing;  included,  about  £2  IBe.  At  pre- 
aent  there  ii  no  loea,  but  rather  a  small 
gain  to  the  State  firom  this  buaineas; 
but  the  time  will  oome  when  it  will  pro- 
bably be  neoessaiy,  in  order  to  avoid 
loaa,  to  make  a  slight  redaction  in  the 
rate  of  interest.  I  do  not,  hoverer,  in- 
tend to  propose  suoh  a  reduction  this 
year. 

IKBLAND-DETENTION  OF  LE1TBE8. 

Mb.  UA0N£ILL(  Donegal,  8.)  ashed 
the  Chief  Secretary  why  a  telegram 
directed  to  him  st  theHouseofOommoDB 
from  Derry  Oaol  had  been  sent  to  Dub- 
lin Castle  and  detained  there  instead  of 
beins-  forwarded  direct  F  The  letter 
itself  contained  a  paragraph  in  which 
Father  H'Fadden  oorrecteu  a  statement 
by  the  Chief  SeOTetaiy  as  to  the  number 
of  times  he  (Father  U'Fadden)  had  been 
zemanded,  the  number  hanng  been  nine 
inaU. 

1^.  A.  J.  BALFOITK  said  he  had 
received  no  information  on  the  subject. 

Ua.  MAC  NEILL :  But  this  is  a 
matter  in  whioh  the  Castle  authorities 
hare  been  guilty  of  a  gross  dereliction 
of  duty. 
«Ub.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
should  give  notice  of  the  question. 

Mb.  HACI!fEILL  :  I  have  given  pri- 
vate notice. 

•Mb.  SPEAKEB  ;  The  notice  is  in- 
■nffident,  and  the  hon.  Member  should 
put  the  question  on  the  Paper. 

ANSWERS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 
Mb.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  N.  H., 
Bolmfirth)  asked  the  Speaker  whether, 
M  the  answer  of  the  Solicitor  Qeneral 
for  Ireland  to  a  question  was  entirely  in- 
audible to  himself  and  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers sitting  near  him,  he  was  at  liberty 
to  aak  him  to  repeat  iina  answer? 
•Mb.  SPEAKER:  That  would  be  a 
T617  unusual  course  to  take.  There  was 
great  deal  of  oonversation  in  the  House 
at  the  time.  It  rests  with  hon.  Oentle- 
men  whether  answers  are  to  be  audible 
or  not. 

Hb.  BEUNNER  (Oheahire.  North- 
wich) :  Would  it  not  be  reasonable  that  a 
Minister,  instead  of  reading  hie  reply  at 
tiie  moment  when  every  Member  in  the 
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House  is  turning  his  Paper  over,  should 
delay  for  a  moment  ?    ["  Oh !  "] 

FATHER  CLARKE. 

Mb.  QILL  (Louth,  S.] :  I  beg  to  aak 
whether  it  is  not  a  fsot  that  Father 
Clarke,  after  having  written  a  joint 
letter  with  Father  Farrelly  intimating- 
his  readiness  to  be  arrested,  had  pub- 
lioly  celebrated  Mass  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOITR :  I  have  already 
given  a,  detailed  answer  in  regard  to  the' 
circumstances  of  Father  Clarke's  arrest. 

Mb.  OILL  :  The  assertion  that  he  had 
been  avoiding  arrest  is  a  reflection  upon 
his  conduct  and  the  honour  of  a  clergy- 
man. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BAIiFOTTB :  I  must  again 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  my  answer  to 
a  previous  question. 

Mb.  gill  :  The  answer  of  th& 
Chief  Secretary  was  to  the  effect 
that  Father  Clarke,  having  inti- 
mated his  readiness  to  be  arrested, 
bad  practically  avoided  arrest,  and  con- 
sequently the  police  had  been  com- 
pelled to  execute  the  warrant  for  his 
arrest. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFUITR  :  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  refer  to  my  answer,  he  will 
see  my  reasons  for  it. 

DISTRICT  CODNCILS. 
Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.J :  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
there  was  any  ground  for  the  state- 
ment in  the  newspapers  that  the  Go- 
vernment intended  to  postpone  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill  for  con- 
stituting district  councils  in  order  to 
facilitate  the  passine  of  a  Bill  b> 
establish  a  Ministry  of  Agriculture  f 
•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  am  not  in  th» 
slightest  degree  responsible  for  such  a 
statement ;  and  I  have  not  the  slightest 
idea  how  it  could  have  found  its  way 
into  the  papers  unless  it  was  necessary 
to  find  matter  without  regard  to  ita 
authenticity. 

THE  LATE  UR.  JOHN  BBIQHT. 
*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  rise,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  to  say  a  few 
words  upon  an  event  which,  I  believe^ 
is  an  oooaoion  of  sorrow  to  every 
Member  of  this  House,  and  to  eveiy 
subject  of  the  Queen  within  the 
United  Kingdom  —  I  refer  to  the 
death  of  the  right  hon.  Member  fbr 
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BirmingluuD.  I  bad  not  the  honour  of 
ft  pereonal  intimaof  with  the  right  hon. 
OeatleniftD.  It  haa  been  my  lot,  and 
tiiat  of  those  who  are  associated  with 
me,  to  be  engaged  in  opposition  to  the 
right  hon.  G«nuem&n  during  the  greater 
part,  if  not  the  whole,  of  his  political 
«areer.  Therefore,  Sir,  it  ma;  not  be 
ftltogether  unfitting  that  X  should  ren- 
ture  to  say  a  few  words,  however  inade- 
qnatelj,  as  to  the  lose  which  I  bellere 
the  country  has  sustained  by  his  death. 
His  life  has  been  prolonged  beyond  the 
ordinary  life  of  man.  He  has  eat  in 
this  House  almost  uninterruptedly  for  a 

feriod  of  45  years.  Many  of  us  have 
ad  the  opportaoity  of  obeerving  the 
maimer  in  which  he  has  discharged  his 
duty  as  a  Member  of  Parliament,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Oovernment,  and  still 
more  as  a  citizen  of  the  United  King- 
dom and  of  the  British  Empii        "" 
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There 
}  one,  I  believe,  who  would  have 
leas  desired  that  a  word  of  adulation  or 
of  eicessive  praise  should  be  used  in 
reference  to  any  action  of  his  life, 
or  to  his  character.  He  was  a 
man  of  such  perfect  simplicity,  such 
transparent  honesty  of  character,  that 
mere  personal  praise  or  adulation  would 
have  been  most  repugnant  to  him  ;  and, 
"therefore,  I  shall  not  venture  to  in- 
dulge in  terms  of  exaggerated  praise  of 
Ihe  man  vho  is  gone.  But  to  many  of 
those  who.  like  myself,  have  had  the 
great  privilege  of  listening  to  him  in 
this  House  I  think  I  may  say  that  it  has 
been  impossible,  even  when  we  differed 
from  him,  and  even  when  his  eloquence 
"fell  upon  us  with  excessive  severity 
when  attacking  strongly  that  which  we 
held  to  be  dear,  or  the  principles  which 
we  esteemed  to  be  necessary — even  then 
we  could  not  but  feel  admiration  for  the 
fltrength  and  consistency  of  his  char- 
acter, for  the  force  with  which  he  gave 
oxpreesion  to  his  views,  and  tor  the 
intense  conviction  he  inspired  as  to  his 
perfect  honesty,  for  the  earnestness 
with  which  be  expressed  himself,  and 
for  the  desire  which  he  conveyed  to 
every  man's  mind  that  he  could  con- 
vince them  of  the  truth  of  the  argu- 
ments which  he  urged  or  of  the  facte 
which  he  stated.  Ho  was  remorseless — 
Almost  ornel — in  the  severity  of  his 
attack ;  but  no  one  who  listened  to  him 
could  doubt  hia  sincerity.  His  hones^ 
of  purpose,  his  zeal,  his  energy,  bis 
character  inspired  admiration  and 
Mr.  W.  B.  6MitA 


carried  the  force  of  conviction  fre- 
qnendy  with  hie  words  to  the  mass  of 
the  people.  Few  men  within  the  laat 
45  years  have  exercised  an  equal  oharm 
or  a  greater  influence  in  this  House. 
Few  men  have  had  deservedly  greater 
influence  in  the  country  than  the  late 
Mr.  Bright.  None,  I  believe,  have 
been  more  thoroughly  in  earnest  in  the 
propagation  of  the  sentiments  to  wh)oh  he 
attached  himself.  Xo  one  who  listened 
to  him  could  doubt  his  sincerity ;  no  one 
could  doubt  that  he  really  failed  to 
understand  how  it  was  that  those  who 
differed  from  him  could  not  aooept  the 
views  which  he  put  forward.  His  failure 
— if  it  was  a  failure — was  the  intensity 
of  his  faith  in  the  principles  which  he 
advocated.  I  would  venture  to  eaythat 
the  honesty  and  the  simoltcity  of  his 
character  were  illustrated  by  the  sacri- 
fices which  he  made  not  onoe,  not  twice, 
only,  in  separations  between  himself  and 
his  politit^  associates  which  ooourred 
from  time  to  time  throughout  his  career. 
No  one  can  doubt  that  he  was  warmly 
attached  to  the  Party  and  to  the  Leader 
of  the  Party  with  which  he  had  identified 
himself.  But  he  could  not  sacrifice  hia 
convictions  to  any  of  those  personal  con- 
aideratioQS  which  often  have  great 
weight  with  men  who  hold  prominent 
positions  in  public  life.  If,  however,  for 
a  time  he  parted  from  his  associates  and 
friends  in  deference  to  his  own  strong 
sense  of  duty,  there  was  natraceof  anger 
or  uf  personal  animosity  in  the  dl&r- 
ences  which  occurred.  There  was  promi- 
nent in  all  bis  career  that  high  sense  of 
duty  which  animated  him  up  to  the  very 
last  period  of  hia  life — a  sense  of  du^ 
to  his  Sovereign  and  to  hia  country 
which  rose  above  all  those  personal  con- 
siderations, and  all  those  Party  passions, 
and  Party  affections  which  have  now 
passed  from  him  for  ever,  and  which, 
although  he  was  strong  in  the  expression 
of  his  views  and  feelings,  be  regretted, 
I  believe,  as  much  as  any  man  could 
regret  but  regarded  as  an  inevitable 
necessity  of  the  public  life  with  which  he 
had  long  been  associated.  Mr.  Bright 
has  left  behind  him  a  memory  that  will 
live  in  the  hearts  of  men  long,  long  after 
this  Parliament  shall  have  passed  away. 
He  devoted  himself  to  the  servioe  of  hia 
country  according  to  the  light  which  vaa 
given  him  with  an  intensity  of  conviction 
and  a  reality  which  few  public  men  hare 
everexhibited.  HegaesdowntohisgraTe 
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by  the  affectionate  sorrow  of 
ho  differed  from  him,  of  those 
eed  with  him,  and  of  the  country 
iw  in  him  the  example  of  a  man 
m  the  earliest  period  of  his  life, 
.  oat  his  conTictions  and  devoted 
to  the  serrioe  of  his  oountr;  and 
ueen  with  absolute  and  oomplete 
We   hope  that    he    ma;    be 

by  men  who  will  emulate  the 
md  simplicity  of  his  life,  and 
t  he  has  passed  &om  as  there  is 
per  of  difference,  no  whisper  of 
I  but  sorrow,  and  we  shall  follow 
b  remorse  U>  the  grave  as  a  good 
10  has  done  his  work  and  who 

an  example  which  many  of  us 
0  well  to  imitate. 
W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
Mid  Lothian) ;  I  trust  I  may 
he  permission  of  the  House  to 
iw  words  to  what  has  been  said 
uid  with  such  deep  sincerity  by 
t  hon.  Gentleman  on  an  occasion 
iar  interest.  And  I  cannot  help 
at  the  outset  of  the  few  remarks 
[  may  be  led  to  make,  that  I 
r.  Bnght  has  been,  ia  a  very  re- 
le  degree,  happ;  in  the  Beaeon 
moval  from  among  us.  Felix 
ilat§  morttt .'  He  has  lived  to 
the  triumph  of  almost  every 
ise — perhapslmight  say  of  every 
use — to  which  be  had  especially 
his  heart  and   mind.      He  has 

establish  a  special  claim  to 
iration  of  those  from  whom  he 
through  a  long  political  life  by 
ked  concurrence  with  them  on 
linent  and  dominant  question  of 
or.  And  while  he  has  in 
ij  additionally  opened  the 
nd  the  hearts  of  those  from 
B  had  differed  to  an  appreciation 
aerite,  I  believe,  and  I  think  I 
iture  to  say,  he  lost  nothing 
rant  of  concord  on  a  particular 
ivhioh  we  so  much  lamented — 
nothing,  in  any  portion  of  the 
th  which  he  had  been  so  long 
d,  of  the  admiration  and  the 
B  to  which  they  felt  him  to  be 
entitled.  I  do  not  remember 
any  occasion,  from  the  lips  of 
;le  individual  since  Hr.  Bright 

be   separated  from  the   great 

the  Liberal  Party  on  the  Irish 
,    there    has     proceeded     any 

do  not  say  of  question  as  to  hie 

for    that    would    have    beeo 


ridiculous  in  the  highest  degree- 
a  single  word  of  disparagement 
the  course  he  pursued.    For  my 

[lart  I  may,  perhaps,  make  this  act 
edgment — that  I  have  not  throng 
whole  political  life  fully  embraced 
I  take  to  be  the  character  of  Mr.  £ 
and  the  value  of  his  oharaoter  t 
country.  I  mention  this  because  i 
at  a  peculiar  epoch — the  epoch  o 
Crimean  War — that  I  came  more 
to  understand  tbao  I  had  done  b 
the  position  which  was  held  by  hia 
by  his  eminent,  and  1  must  go  a 
further  and  say  his  illustrioua,  f 
Mr.  Cobden  in  the  country.  These 
had  lived  upon  the  confidence,  th 
proval,  and  the  applause  of  the  p( 
The  work  of  their  lives  had  been  tt 
pel  the  tide  of  public  sentiment, 
denly  there  came  a  great  occasic 
which  they  differed  from  the 
majority  of  their  fellow-country  me 
myself  was  one  of  those  who  die 

Xe  with  them  in  the  partioular 
h  they  took  of  the  Crimean 
flict,  but  I  felt  profoundly  what 
have  been  the  moral  elevation  oi 
men  who,  having  been  nurtured  thi 
their  lives  in  the  atmosphere  of  po; 
approval  and  enthusiasm,  could 
moment's  notice  consent  to  part 
the  whole  of  chat  favour  which 
had  hitherto  enjoyed  and  which 
opponents  thought  to  he  the  very  b: 
of  their  nostrils.  They  acce 
undoubted  It,  the  unpopularity 
opposing  ^at  war,  whicQ,  alth 
many  may  have  since  changed 
opinion  with  regard  to  it,  commai 
it  not  the  unanimous,  yet  the 
mously  prevailing  approval  aud  co 
rence  of  the  country.  At  that  tii 
was— although  we  had  known  mu 
Mr.  Bright  before — that  we  |i 
something  more.  We  had  knowi 
great  mental  gifts  which  distingu' 
nim;  we  had  known  his  courage 
his  consistency ;  we  had  known 
splendid  eloquence,  which  then  w 
afterwards  oame  to  be  acknowledg 
the  loftiest  that  has  sounded  w 
these  walls  for  several  generations. 
we  had  not  till  then  known  how 
the  moral  tone  of  those  popular  lei 
had  been  elevated,  what  splc 
examples  they  set  to  the  whole  of 
contemporaries  and  to  comiag  gei 
tions,  and  with  what  readiness 
oonld  part  with  popular  sympathy 


doy  Google 


(COMMONS  I 


John  Bright. 


1172 


rapport  for  tlie  sake  of  the  right  and  of 
their  conscientioBB  conTictioDB.  I  will 
not  DOT  refer  to  tbe  great  gifts  of  Mr. 
Bright  except  as  to  one  minor  particular; 
but  I  cannot  help  allowing  mrself  the 
gratification  of  recording  that  Mr.  Bright 
was.  and  that  he  knew  himself  to  be, 
and  he  delighted  to  be,  one  of  the  chief 
guardians  among  us  of  the  puritj  of 
the  English  tongue.  He  knew  how  tbe 
character  of  the  nation  is  associated 
with  itf  languaite ;  and  as  he  was  in 
ererything  aa  Eogliahman  profoundly 
attached  to  the  country  ia  which  he  was 
bom.  so  the  tongue  of  his  people  was 
to  him  almost  an  object  of  worebip ;  and 
in  the  long  course  of  his  speeches  it 
would  be  difficult,  indeed  hardly  pos- 
sible, to  find  a  single  case  in  which  that 
noble  language,  the  language  of  Shake- 
speare and  of  Milton,  did  not  receive  an 
iUastration  from  his  Pailiamentory  elo- 
^neoce.  There  is  another  circumstance 
in  the  career  of  Mr.  Bright  that  is  better 
known  to  me,  perhaps,  than  to  any  other 
person,  and  which  I  must  give  myself 
the  pleasure  of  mentioning.  Everyone 
is  aware  that  for  him  office  had  no 
attraction,  but  perhaps  hardly  any  of 
those  who  hear  me  can  be  aware  of  the 
extraordinary  efforts  which  were  re- 
quired to  induce  Hr.  Bright  under  aey 
circumstances  to  become  a  servant  of  the 
Grown.  It  was  in  the  crisis  of  1868 
with  regard  to  the  Irish  question,  and 
whan  especially  the  fate  of  the  Insh 
Church  hung  in  the  balance,  that  it  waa 
my  duty  to  propose  to  Mr.  Bright  that 
he  should  become  a  Cabinet  Minister. 
Ido  not  know.  Sir,  that  I  ever  under- 
took so  difficult  a  task ;  but  this  I  do 
know,  that  from  1 1  o'clock  at  night 
until  one  o'clock  in  tbe  moraing  we 
steadily  debated  that  subject,  and  it  was 
only  at  the  last  moment  that  it  was  pos- 
sible tor  him  to  set  aside  tbe  repug- 
nance he  had  felt  to  doing  anything 
which  might,  in  the  eyes  of  any  one, 
even  of  the  more  ignorant  of  his  fellow- 
countrymen,  appear  to  detract  in  the 
slightest  degree  from  that  lofty  inde- 

Eendenoe  of  character  which  be  had 
eretofore  maintained,  and  which,  I  will 
venture  to  say,  never  to  tbe  end  of  bis 
career  was  for  a  moment  lowered.  It 
was  the  happy  lot  of  Mr.  Bright  to 
unite  so  many  intellectual  gifts  that,  if 
we  had  had  need  to  dwell  upon  them 
alone,  we  should  have  presented  a 
dazaling  picture  to  the  world ;  but  it  was 
Mr.  W.  E.  eiadtUnt 


also  his  happy  lot  to  teach  us  moral 
lessons,  and  by  the  simplicity,  by  the 
oonsisteacy,  and  by  the  unfailing 
courage  and  constancy  of  his  Ufe 
to  present  to  us  a  combination  of 
qualities  so  moral  in  their  natui'e 
as  to  carry  us  at  ocee  into  a  higher  at- 
mosphere. The  sympathies  of  Mr. 
Bright  were  not  only  strong,  but  active  ; 
thsy  were  not  sympathies  which  cao 
answer  to  the  calls  made  upon  them  for 
the  moment,  bat  they  were  the  sympa- 
thies of  a  man  who  sought  far  and  near 
for  objects  on  which  to  bestow  the  ines- 
timableadvantage  of  his  eloquence  and  of 
hiscourage.  Inlrelaad  inthedayswhen 
the  support  of  the  Irish  race  was  rare,  ia 
India  when  the  support  of  the  native 
race  was  rarer  still,  in  America  at  the 
time  when  Mr.  Bright  probably  foresaw 
the  ultimate  issue  of  the  great  stru^le 
oflSBl,  and  when  he  stood  as  the  re- 
presentative of  an  exceedingly  small 
portion  of  the  educated  community  of 
this  country  —  although  undoubtedly 
they  represented  a  very  large  part  of 
the  natioaal  sentiment— in  all  these 
cases  Mr.  Bright  went  far  outside  the 
necessities  of  his  calling,  aud  not  only 
subjects  which  demanded  his  attention 
as  a  Member  of  this  House,  but  what- 
ever touched  him  ae  a  man,  whatever 
touched  him  as  a  subject,  and  whatever 
touched  him  as  a  member  of  the  great 
Anglo-Saxon  race— all  these  (questions, 
unasked,  obtained  not  only  hie  sincere 
advocacy,  but  his  enthusiastic  aid.  All 
the  causes  which  are  associated  with  the 
names  to  which  I  have  referred,  as  well 
as  many  others,  obtained  from  his 
powerful  advocacy  an  assistance  and  a 
distinct  advance  in  the  estimation  of  the 
world,  and  made  a  distinct  progress  on 
their  Toad  towards  triumphant  success. 
It  has  thus  come  about  that  we  feel  that 
Hr.  Bright  is  entitled  to  a  higher  eulogy 
than  any  that  could  be  due  to  intellect 
or  than  any  that  could  be  due  to  success. 
Of  mere  success  he  was  indeed  a  con- 
spicuous example  ;  in  intellect  be  might 
lay  claim  to  a  most  distinguished  place  ^ 
but  the  character  of  the  man  lay  deeper 
than  his  intellect,  deeper  than  bis 
eloqueoce,  deeper  than  anything  that 
could  be  described  as  seen  upon 
the  surface,  and  the  supreme 
eulcmy  which  is  due  is,  I  appre- 
hend, that  he  lifted  political  life  to  8 
higher  elevation  and  to  a  loftier 
standard,  and  that  ha  has  thereby  be. 
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qaetthed  to  hii  country  the  ohanoterof  a 
atateaman  which  oao  be  made  the  subject 
not  only  ol  admiration  and  of  gratitude, 
hut  even  of  what  I  do  not  exaggerate  in 
oiil]iiiE> — as  it  has  been  well  called 
already  by  one  of  his  admiring  ealogista 
-—reTerential  oontemplation.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  saia  that  he  trusted 
there  would  be  no  note  of  dissonance,  in 
the  sense  which  the  conntrr  entertained 
for  the  claims,  the  merita,  and  the  die- 
tinotdons  of  Mr.  Bright,  and  I  may 
safelT  say  that  on  that  score  all  appre- 
hension may  be  dismiseed.  In  the  en- 
oomiums  that  hare  sprung  up  from  every 
quarter  there  is  no  note  of  dissonance, 
tliBre  is  no  discordant  minority,  how- 
ever small,  the  sense  of  his  country- 
men is  the  sense  of  their  unanimity. 
It  goes  forth  throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  the  land,  and  I  do  not 
know  that  any  statesman  of  my  time 
has  ever  had  the  happiness  to  receive 
on  his  removal  from  this  passing  world 
honours  and  approval  at  onoe  so  euthusi- 
■stic,  so  universal,  and  so  unbroken. 
And  yet,  Sir,  none  could  better  have 
dispensed  with  the  tributes  of  the  mo- 
ment, because  the  triumphs  of  his  life 
are  triumphs  recorded  in  the  advance 
of  his  country  and  in  the  condition  of 
his  coun^men.  His  name  remains 
indelibly  written  !u  the  annals  of  this 
Empire — aje,  indelibly  written,  too, 
upon  the  hearts  of  the  neat  and  ever- 
spreading  race  to  wbicn  he  belonged 
— that  race  in  whose  wide  expansion 
he  rejoiced,  and  whose  power  and  pre- 
eminence he  believed  to  be  foil  of 
promise  and  full  of  glory  for  the  beat 
interests  of  manhind. 

Thk  HABatnwa  of  HAETINGTON 
/Lanoashire,  Bosssndale) :  Perhaps  the 
House  will  allow  me,  in  the  name 
of  some  of  those  hon.  Memhi 
with  whom  in  recent  times  it  1 
happened  that  Ur.  Bright  has  been  very 
closdy  aasooiated  in  opinion,  to  express 
our  wanks  to  the  Leader  of  the  House, 
and  to  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  for 
the  touching  and  nohle  words  in  which 
they  have  g^ven  expreasion  to  the  uni- 
versal regret  which  is  felt  throughout 
the  country  for  the  loss  it  has  just 
•astained.  If  I  may  he  allowed  to  add, 
however  inadequately  and  imperfectly,  a 
very  few  worde  to  those  which  have  been 
already  uttered,  it  would  be  to  en- 
deavour to  give  my  own  estimate  of 
those  qnalitiee  posseflsed  by  the  late  Hr. 


Bright  which  have  combined  to  win  for 
his  oh araoter— since  it  has  been  fully 
understood  by  the  countiy — the  admira- 
tion, the  respect,  and  I  may  say  the 
veneration  of  hie  countrymen.  I  do  not 
think  that  that  result  has  been  due  in 
any  degree,  as  has  already  been  said  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  near  me,  to  the 
BQCcessful  advocacy  of  the  great  prin- 
ciples in  which  he  took  so  large  a  share, 
nor  even  to  the  splendid  eloquence  which 
he  brought  to  bear  in  their  support.  The 
cause  of  the  estimation  in  wMch  the  late 
Mr.  Bright  was  held  is  to  be  found 
rather  in  those  qualities  to  which 
reference  has  already  been  made— 
namely,  the  transparent  eimplioilyof  his 
character,  and  the  high  standard  of 
political  conduct  which  he  set  before  hie 
fellows.  Mr.  Bright  did  not  profess  to 
be— perhaps  he  was  not — a  statesman 
versed  in  all  the  arts  of  government — a 
statesman  capable  of  conducting  all  the 
complicated  affairs  of  a  great  nation ; 
but  upon  certain  subjects  Mr.  Bright 
had  thought  deeply  and  felt  strougly, 
and  had  formed  convictions  which,  to 
his  mind,  carried  all  the  weight 
of  absolute  and  indisputable  truth.  . 
It  was  this  absolute  conviction  which 
gave  to  the  eloquence  of  Mr.  Bright 
extraordinary  and  unri vailed  power  and 
force.  As  to  the  standard  of  political 
conduct  which  Mr.  Bright  raised  for 
himself,  I  will  not  say  that  we  have  not 
known  others  as  personally  pure,  as 
patriotic,  as  independent  as  nimself; 
but  I  think  we  have  knowu  few  men 
who  have  brought  to  the  forming  of 
their  political  conduct  a  standard  eqnal 
to  that  which  he  set  before  himself.  In 
forming  his  political  opinions,  in  shap- 
ing his  polibcal  conduct,  be  consistently 
and  raeolately  determined,  as  perhaps 
few  men  have  ever  been  equally  able  to 
determine,  that  the  standard  which 
should  guide  hie  political  conduct  should 
be  preoisely  the  same  rule  as  that  which 
the  strictest  principles  of  morality  im- 
posed npon  theprivate  life  and  character 
of  the  man.  These  are  the  things  whicJi 
have  combined  to  make  Ur.  Bright,  if 
not  one  of  the  foremost  statesmen,  one 
of  the  noblest  figures  we  have  ever 
known  in  Parliament.    These  are  the 

S[uaUties  which  have  combined  to  win 
or  him  the  admiration  of  all  who  have 
had  thepleasure  of  his  personal  friend- 
ship. Tbese  are  the  qualities  which,  in 
my  judgment,  will  mue  his  memory  a 
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predooB  poaeession  of  the  nation,  and 
which  will  make  it  an  example  to  be 
steadily  kept  in  viev  and  folloved  b; 
all  who  may  hereafter  inspire  to  lead 
public  opinion  in  this  ooantir,  and  to 
combine  the  poaseeaion  of  political  in- 
fluence and  power  with  the  atricteet 
adherence  to  the  mlee  of  right  and  duty. 
Ma.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  (London- 
derry) :  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  absence 
of  my  hon.  triend  the  Member  for 
Oork,  an  absence  quite  unavoid- 
able, and  which  he  regrets  as 
much  as  I  do,  I  desire  to  ask  l«ave  to 
address  a  few  words  to  the  Hoose. 
Any  words  of  mine  must  oome  like  an 
asti-climaz  after  the  noble  eloquence 
of  the  right  hon!  Gentleman  the 
Member  tor  Mid  Lothian.  But  my 
DoUeagues  and  I  feel  that  if  on  this 
occasion  no  voice  were  to  be  raised 
from  the  benches  on  which  we  sit,  our 
silence  might  possibly  be  misoonstrued 
or  at  least  be  misunderstood.  It  is  at 
least  possible  that  it  we  remained 
silent  it  might  be  thought  that  because 
of  late  years  we  had  not  Mr.  Bright'e 
sympathy  and  support  for  our  national 
-  oanse,  we  were  unwilling  to  associate 
ourselves  in  the  tribute  all  other  Parties 
are  paying  to  his  career  and  to  his 
memory.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Irish  Party 
is  not  so  wanting  in  generosity,  and  the 
memory  of  the  Irish  people  is  not  so 
short.  We  r^ret — we  deeply  regret — 
that  we  had  not  of  late  years  the 
unspeakable  advantage  of  Mt.  Bright's 
sympathy  and  support,  but  we  are 
sot  thii^Jng  much  of  that  just  now 
— we  ate  not  desirous  of  thinking 
of  it.  In  our  ordinary  experience 
of  life  we  often  find  that  impres- 
nons  made  long  ago  remain  abiding  and 
imperishable,  while  the  events  which 
occurred  the  day  before  yesterday  are 
already  forgotten.  So  we  feel,  so  we 
wish  to  feel,  for  the  great  public  and 
private  career  of  Mr.  Bright.  Our 
memory  goes  back  to  the  time  when  he 
championed  our  Irish  cause  with  an 
eloq^uence  and  a  sincerity  never  sur- 
passed in  the  struggle  for  any  great 
purpose  whatever.  We  cannot  but  re- 
member that  he  was  our  champion  and 
our  advocate  at  a  time  when  we  had 
nothing  like  the  amount  of  sympathy 
and  support  in  this  House  and  out  of  it 
which,  thanks  alike  to  friends  and 
enemies,  we  possess  to-day.  We  re- 
member, too,  we  must  remember,  that 
lit*  MarqvMi  of  Sartington 


some  of  the  moot  superb,  the  moat  mag> 
nificent  illustrations  of  his  immortal 
eloquence  were  given  to  champion  th.e 
cause  of  the  suffering  Irish  peasant,  and 
to  awaken  in  this  country  a  sympathy^ 
with  the  Irish  cause.  Bearing  in  mind 
all  these  things,  and  others  I  will  not 
go  through,  we  feel  we  cannot  remaia 
silent  on  an  oocasion  like  the  present. 
For  myself  personally,  I  may  say  I 
speak  with  the  memory  of  long  years 
of  close  association  with  Mr.  Bright.  I 
worked  with  him  aud  under  him  in 
many  thrilling  struggles  and  in  many 
great  political  movements.  Bemember- 
ing,  then,  what  he  did  for  Ireland  in 
days  gone  by,  and  with  the  full  convic- 
tion, alluded  to  by  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  that  every  one  of  Mr. 
Bright's  views  was  conscientious  and 
sincere,  we  desire  to  associate  ourselves 
with  the  tribute  paid  in  this  House  to 
his  memory,  and  we  claim  the  right  of 
Ireland  to  lay  her  itnmorUll*,  her  mourn- 
ing  wreath,  on  this  great  EDglishman's 
grave. 
Ma. 
ham.  West) :  I  hope  the  ] 
allow  me  to  say  a  very  few  words  upon 
this  subject.  I  shall  not  venture  to  add 
anything  to  what  has  already  been 
spoken,  so  eloquently  and  so  feelingly, 
by  the  Leaders  of  P^ies  in  this  House 
as  to  Mr.  Bright's  claims  to  our  admi- 
ration as  a  great  popular  Leader,  a  great 
Tribune  of  the  people.  It  is  only  of  the 
Friend  and  of  the  Oolleague  that  I 
would  wish  to  say  a  few  words.  I  have 
been  personally  acquainted  with  Mr. 
Bright  for  more  than  30  years,  almost 
from  the  day  when  he  was  elected  for 
the  first  time  as  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham. Since  then  he  has  occupied 
a  position  as  a  Parliamentary  Represen- 
tative which  I  think  is  unique  in  our 
history.  He  was  returned  in  bis  absence 
while  he  was  still  prostrated  by  illnesa 
induced  by  overwork,  and  he  was  re- 
turned, as  he  always  bos  been  subse- 
quently, wfthout  any  pledge  of  any  kind 
and  without  any  expense  to  himself. 
The  only  condition  which  was  suggested 
to  him  was  that,  in  order  to  mark  the 
fact  that  the  conBtituenoy  considered 
that  it  was  receiving  and  not  conferring 
an  obligation,  he  should  himself  b» 
always  exempt  from  any  claim  to  con- 
tribute in  any  way  to  our  local  instita- 
tions  or  to  our  political  organizations ; 
and  that  undentanding  has  been  ob- 
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•erred  in  all  its  fulnesa  down  to  the 
praeent  time.  I  rentare  to  think  tbat 
relations  eo  begun  and  so  maintained 
for  a  period  of  a  generation  are  honour- 
aUe  alike  to  the  oonstituencrf  and  to  its 
Kreat  Bepresentative.  I  well  remember 
uie  firft  speech  which  Mr.  Bright  ad- 
dreseed  tobisoonatitnentain  theautamn 
of  1857  in  the  Town  Hall,  Birmingham. 
He  spoke  in  terms  of  great  pathos  of 
the  iUDesa  from  which  he  had  just  re- 
oorered,  when,  as  he  said,  from  a  con- 
dition of  apparent  strength  he  had  been 
brought  down  to  a  condition  exceeding 
the  weakness  of  a  little  child.  He  spoke 
of  the  innumerable  kindnesses  be  had 
received  from  all  claBsea  and  conditions 
of  his  fellow-countrTmen,  and  he  went 
on  to  express  the  oonsolation  it  had  been 
to  him  in  hie  time  of  suffering  to  receive 
this  proof  of  the  confidence  and  affection 
of  the  electors  and  population  of  the 
great  central  city  of  the  kingdom.  He 
•aid: — 

"I  shall  sot  attempt,  by  the  employmant  of 
uiy  elaborate  phnuei,  to  ezpTSM  to  yon  what  I 
Mt  at  tlie  time  when  you  confeirea  npon  ma 
the  rigiuU  hoDoor  at  returning  ma  ai  one  of 

renr  TepreMatativw  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
am  not  anfficiently  master  of  the  Engluh 
laiigaage  to  discorer  words  wbich  ahall  express 
what  Ithan  lalt,  and  what  I  feel  now  towards 
yon  (or  what  yon  did  then,  and  for  the  reception 
which  yon  have  giTeo  me  to-night.  I  never 
imagined  for  a  momflnt  that  you  were  prepared 
to  endorse  all  my  opinioni,  or  to  sanction  erary 
poUtical  act  with  which  I  hare  been  oonnectad ; 
W I  accepted  jrour  resolution  in  choosiu  me 
•s  meuung  thiB— that  yon  bad  watchea  my 
political  Eareer ;  that  yoa  believed  it  had  been 
an  honest  one  ;  that  yon  were  satisfied  I  had  not 
swerred  knowingly  to  the  right  hand  or  to  the 
left ;  that  the  attractions  of  power  had  not 
turned  me  aside  ;  that  I  had  Dot  changed  my 
eoorse  from  any  view  of  oonrtin|r  a  fleeting 
pc^nlarity ;  and,  farther,  that  yon  are  of  thii 
opinion — an  opinion  which  I  reUgionsly  hold 
— that  the  man  whose  political  oareer  is  on  a 
line  with  his  conacientioiu  convictions  can 
nsrer  he  onf  aithfol  to  his  constituents  or  to  his 
country." 

Hr.  Speaker,  the  motives  which  Ur. 
Bright  assigned  as  actuating  his  consti- 
tnents  in  choosing  him  have  continued 
^m  that  day  to  determine  their  feelings 
towards  him ;  and  now  that  he  has. 
passed  away,  now  that  in  a  beautiful 
figure,  which  he  himself  was  the 
first  to  use,  he  has  gone  "  to 
join  the  great  majority,"  those  who 
diflered  from  him  are  united  to 
those  who  agreed  with  him  in  mourning 
liis  loss,  in  honouring  his  memory,  and 
in    respecting   his    courage,    his    con- 


sieteaoy,  and  his  boneaty.  The  charac*- 
teristioa  which  distinguished  his  public 
actions  were  egnally  conspicuous  in  hia 

firivato  life.  Mr.  Bright  was  a  most 
ayal  colleague,  moat  considerate, 
most  nnselfi^.  He  was,  aa  many 
If  embers  of  this  Hoose  can  testify,  the 
most  delightful  company,  always  simple,, 
always  sti^ghtforward,  always  un- 
mindful of  himself.  He  was  very 
atreunous  in  asserting  the  prinoipIe» 
and  conviotiona  which  he  held  to  h& 
true  and  just,  but  with  all  hia  strength 
no  one  ever  knew  him  to  do  an  un&ir 
or  an  angenerousthing.  I  remembor 
his  once  saying  to  me — it  may  seem 
perhaps  almost  trivial  to  recall  it,  but 
it  was  obaracteTistic  of  the  man — that 
whenever  he  entered  a  strange  house, 
if  there  were  a  dog  or  a  cat  in  it  it 
always  came  to  him  directly  and  made 
friends  with  him.  I  think  that  those 
domestic  animals  are  good  judges  of 
character,  and  I  know — I  am  certain— 
that  theirs  was  the  only  popularity  that 
Mr.  Bright  ever  courted.  I  have  no 
right  to  detain  the  House  further;  I 
only  spoke  beoauee  Mr.  Bright  waa  in 
a  apecial  sense  the  Member  far  Bir- 
mingham,  and  because  he  baa  always 
enjoyed  the  affection  and  the  reverence 
of  every  man  and  every  woman  in  that 
great  oommanity. 

jimiouL  FAcroBs  (scotxahd) 
[balast,  Ac] 
Committee  to  conaideT  of  antboriiing  th* 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by 
Parliament,  of  a  mlBTy  to  the  Accountant  of 
Court,  who  may  be  appointed  under  any  Act  of 
the  present  Seoeion  to  amend  and  extend  the 
law  relating  to  Judicial  Factors  and  others  in 
Scotland,  and  to  nnite  the  office  of  the  Ao- 
conntant  of  tha  Court  of  Seauons  and  th» 
Accountant  in  Bankruptcy  in  Bcotland,  and  of 
salaries  to  the  clerks  who  may  be  appointed  by 
him,  also  the  payment  of  compensation  to  the 
holder  of  the  office  of  Acconntant  of  the  Court 
of  Session  for  abolition  of  his  offioe,  and  of 
remaneration  to  such  persons  as  may  be  em* 
ployed  to  audit  accoimls  under  the  provisions 
of  the  said  Act  (Queen's  Recommendation 
signified},  upon  Uonday  let  April. 

UBBSAGE  FROM  TBE  L0BD3. 
That  they  have   agreed  to  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  (No.   2)  Bill,   without 
Amendment. 

ORDERS    Of   TRE   DAT. 


SUPPLY.— COMMTTTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
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•  Motion  made,  and  Questioii  proposed, 
*"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  dow  leave  the 
<3hair." 

THE  PAYMENT  OF  MEMBERS  OF 
PABLIAMENT. 

Mr.  FENWIOK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeok) :  It  is  my  duty.  Sir, 
to-night,  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  subject  of  the  payment  of 
Members,  and  to  move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  thii  Honie,  it  well 
deierroB  the  connderation  of  Her  Majeity'* 
QovBrnmont,  whether  aad  nader  wh«t  condittonB 
it  would  he  azpedient  to  TOTert  to  the  aoDient 
'OUBtom  of  paying  Memhen  for  their  Berricoi  in 
Parliament." 

Now,  Sir,  on  a  previous  occasion  the 
House  was  good  enough  to  grant  me  a 
very  liberal  measure  of  its  attention  and 
indulgence  when  I  referred  to  this  sub- 
ject; and  to-night,  considering  the  oir- 
cnmetancesbj  which  we  are  surrounded, 
I  shall  again  have  to  ask  its  indnlgenoe, 
although  I  hope  I  may  not  unduly  trss- 
paas  on  the  limits  of  its  time  by  the  re- 
marks which  I  have  to  make.  I  wish,  in 
the  first  plaoe,  to  make  one  or  two  ob- 
servations with  reference  to  the  debate 
and  division  which  followed  on  the  occa- 
eion  to  which  I  have  referred.  To  my 
mind  both  that  debate  and  the  division 
were  of  a  highly  satisfactory  character, 
and  were  such  as  to  encourage  me  to 
persevere  with  the  object  I  have  in  view. 
On  that  occasion  many  of  the  Leaders 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  following 
the  lead  of  Iiord  Altborp,  Lord  Bossell, 
and  others  in  1830,  spoke  and  voted 
in  favour  of  the  principle  embodied  in 
the  Resolution  which  I  moved.  On  that 
ocoaaion  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of 
O-lasgow  pointed  out  in  a  most  forcible 
and  able  manner  the  anomalous  con- 
dition in  which  the  House  now  stands  in 
regard  to  this  question,  by  consenting 
to  pay  certain  Members  for  politiciJ 
servicesand  refusing  to  extend  that  prin- 
ciple to  others;  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  Minister  who  replied  on  behalf 
of  the  CKivemment  declared  that  his 
opposition  was  not  to  the  principle 
of  the  Besolutian.  He  said,  "  He 
was  not  sure  that  the  day  might 
not  come  when  it  would  be  expedient 
to  pay  Members  " ;  but  he  thought  that 
day  had  not  come.  Here  we  have  the 
Liberal  Leaders  speaking  and  voting 
ior  the  Motion,  and  the  Minister  who  re- 


plied on  behalf  of  the  Oovemment,  osing 
the  remarkable  words  I  have  quoted. 
Hon.  Members  wilt  remember  that  my 
Motion  was  lost  by  a  majority  of  57  in 
a  House  of  more  than  330  Members. 
Perhaps  the  House  will  he  interested  in 
knowiug  from  a  Return  since  issued 
that  there  are  101  Membersof  the  House 
who  are  in  receipt  of  public  money. 
Twenty-two  receive  sums  under  £20 ; 
16,  from  £30  to  £100;  19,  from  £100 
to  £300;  44,  from  £A00  to£l,O0O;  and, 
according  to  a  Return  moved  for  by  Lord 
Monkswell,  in  the  Lords,  27  Mombers 
receive  sums  under  £20;  21  receive 
from  £20  to  £100;  S3,  from  £100  to 
£aOO ;  and  60,  &om  £500  to  £5,000. 
In  all,  2.^2  Members  of  both  Houses  re- 
ceive, in  the  aggregate,  £814,081,  and 
58  of  those  who  defeated  my  Motion 
receive,  in  the  aggregate,  £84,368,  or 
on  average  of  £1,464  eaoh.  I  ahoold 
like  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Flint- 
shire if  his  Motion  embraces  in  its  terms 
any  of  those  Members  who  receive  pub- 
lic money,  and,  while  doing  so,  voted 
against  my  Resolution  ;  are  they  among 
the  Members  who  "  neither  need  nor 
desire  pay  ment  for  their  services  in  Par- 
liament?'' My  hon.  Friend  has  the 
best  intentions,  no  doubt,  in  putting 
down  this  Amendment  to  my  Resolu- 
tion ;  but  I  think  it  is  a  distinct  cose  of 
going  back  on  the  traditions  of  the 
Liberal  Party ;  for,  as  I  have  already 
pointod  out,  the  Leaders  of  the  Liberal 
Forty  of  60  years  ago  were  in  full  sym- 
pathy with  the  practice  to  which  I 
am  now  desirous  of  calling  attention. 
I  am  aaking  the  Oovemment  to  con- 
sider whether  or  not  it  would  be  desir- 
able, and  under  what  conditions,  to  re- 
vert to  the  praotiee  of  paying  Members. 
Under  the  present  system  it  is  impoBsible 
to  have  absolute  liberty  of  ohoice  be- 
tween rich  and  poor  oandidatos,  and 
unless  you  are  prepared  to  provide  meana 
which  will  afford  the  constituencies  the 
most  complete  and  perfect  liberty  in 
the  choice  of  candidates,  then  I  say 
your  representative  Government  be- 
comes a  mere  sham  and  delusion.  The 
present  arrangement  tonde  entirely  to 
the  representation  in  this  House  of 
wealth  and  of  the  professions  as  well 
as  the  naval  and  milita^  servioee. 
The  repreBentativea  of  the  Services  are 
in  many  cases  paid  ont  of  the  public 
funds  for  their  services  in  Parliament, 
for  it  is  well  known  that  these  Oentle- 
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men  who  have  seata  in  this  House  are, 
while  the  House  is  sitting,  exempt  from 
the  performance  of  their  duties  with 
respect  to  the  Armj  and  Nat;.  Why, 
then,  should  the  industrial  interest  be 
the  only  interest  saddled  with  a  burden 
ia  order  to  obtain  representation  in  this 
House?  I  think  that  is  an  unfair,  unjust, 
aad  unreasonable  tax  to  impose  on  the 
working  classes  of  this  country.  It  is 
perfectly  true  that  they  have  obtained 
a  certain  proportion  of  Kepresentation 
in  this  House,  but  they  have  only  been 
able  to  do  BO  by  imposing  on  themselves 
taxes  which  are  not  imposed  on  the 
richer  constituencies  in  the  country. 
I  hare  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  our 
existing  arrangements  are  most  nn- 
reasonable,  and  that  Members  of  this 
House  are  called  upon  to  make  sacrifices 
and  incur  burdens  which  the  representa- 
'  tives  of  no  other  country  are  required  to 
make.  If  the  Democracy— the  goveni- 
ment  of  the  people— is  to  be  o^erwtse 
than  a  delusion  and  a  snare,  it  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  the  Oovemment 
should  take  some  steps  to  bring  about 
suoh  a  condition  of  things  as  will  give 
to  the  constituencies  full  liberty  of  choice 
in  the  selection  of  candidates.  Uy  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Flintshire  (Mr. 
8.  Smith)  has  placed  an  Amendment  on 
the  Paper,  which  I  presume  will,  in  his 
mind,  obviate  the  difficulty  we  have  now 
to  contend  with.  How  does  he  propose 
to  meet  the  difficulty  ?     By  making  the 

fiayment  of  Members  a  charge  upon  the 
ocalities.  But  I  would  point  out  to  the 
House  that  service  in  this  House  is  a 
service  given  to  the  general  public  in  a 
publio  capacity ;  and  I  fail  to  see  why 
the  localities  should  be  called  upon  to 
burden  themselves  with  payment  for 
services  that  are  discharged  in  the 
interests  of  the  general  community.  It 
is  perfectly  true  that  the  Amendment 
does  not  state  whether  the  levy  is  to  be 
made  on  the  whole  locality  or  upon 
those  only  who  elect  the  Kepresentatives. 
Perhaps  my  hon.  Friend  will  be  able  to 
enlighten  the  House  when  he  moves  his 
Amendment.  With  regard  to  the 
practice  which  obtains  in  other  coun- 
tries, as  I  went  into  that  matter  at  some 
length  on  a  former  occasion  I  will  only 
make  this  general  statement  now.  with 
the  exoeptio 
Bepresentat 
which  Uen 
public  servii 
VOL.  COC 


their  travelling  expenses.  I  referred  to 
the  fact  that,  in  the  United  States  of 
America,  Members  of  Congress  are  paid 
an  allowance  equal  to  about  £1,000, 
and  it  was  suggested  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stockport  (Mr.  Jennings)  that  I 
advocated  a  similar  allowance  tor  Mem- 
bers of  this  House.  That  was  a  per- 
fectly gratuitous  assuniption  on  the  part 
of  thehon.  Member.  I  never  thought  of 
suggesting  any  suoh  sum,  and  my  own 
view  would  rather  be  in  favour  of  an  allow- 
ance similar  to  that  paid  to  the  members 
of  the  Chamber  of  Deputies  in  France, 
which  is  about  £375.  I  venture  to  eay 
that  for  theamountof  service  rendered  in 
this  House  that  that  is  not  an  exorbitant 
sum.  It  is  said  that  thepaymentof  Mem- 
bers will  reduce  the  representation  in  this 
House  to  a  profession,  and  that  our 
Parliamentary  institutions  will  be  con- 
siderably degraded  thereby.  That  ia 
an  argument  which  has  been  used 
against  every  reform.  It  was  used  in 
the  agitation  for  Parliamentary  reform 
in  1832,  in  IS68,  and  again  in  1884. 
It  was  said  that  if  you  extended  the 
Franchise,  the  Representatives  sent  to 
this  House  would  prove  a  discredit  to 
the  dignity  of  the  House  ;  but  on  each 
of  those  occasions  the  prediction  proved 
untrue,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  it  will 
prove  equally  untrue  in  the  present  case. 
A  writer  in  the  Saturday  Review  says  that 
"  thepaymentof  Members  will  fuodamen- 
tally  change  the  character  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  that  the  respect  now 
paid  to  a  Parliamentary  position  will  to 
a  iTToat  extent  be  withdrawn."  The  same 
argument  has  been  urged  against  every 
reform,  and  in  my  opinion  it  iaan  argu- 
ment based  on  profound  mistrust  of  the 
judgment  of  the  people.  It  suggests 
that  the  constitnencies  cannot  be  trusted 
to  send  Representatives  to  this  House 
who  will  discharge  their  duties  in  a  re- 
spectable and  dignified  manner.  What 
does  the  argument  mean?  It  means 
that  the  constituents  are  not  to  be 
trusted  to  discriminate  between  a  trading 
adventurer  and  an  able  end  capable 
man,  who  will  look  after  their  interests 
in  this  House.  Will  any  hon.  Member 
say  that  his  constituents  are  not  to  be 
trusted  in  making  a  selection?  Surely, 
if  thev  are.  why  may  not  the  rest  be 
tion  in  the 
upon  the 
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laent.  I  aek  tbem  to  Donsider  under 
what  conditions,  if  any,  the  practice  of 
paying  Members  for  their  services  in 
Parliament  may  be  reverted  to,  and  the 
faiit  must  not  be  forgotten  that  there  are 
101  Members  of  this  House  who  are  in 
receipt  of  public  money  for  public 
serTioes,  and  161  Members  oC  the  other 
House ;  therelore,  I  maintain  that  it  is 
only  in  the  interests  of  justice  to  ex- 
tend the  practice  to  the  whole  of  the 
Bepreaentatires  in  this  House.  I  know 
I  may  be  told  that  there  is  no  oountir 
in  the  world  in  which  there  Is  such 
wealth  as  in  this,  and  that  men  are  pre- 
pared to  make  great  sacrifices  in  order 
to  obtain  a  poeitioii  in  this  House.  At 
the  same  time,  I  venture  to  think  that 
the  services  of  a  Bepiesentative  are  not 
given  Bim|)Iy  for  the  honour  of  a  position 
in  this  House,  but  to  enhance  the  value 
of  the  particular  vocation  in  which  these 
hon.  Gentlemen  are  employed.  We 
know  what  ielat  it  gives  to  men  who  are 
oonneoted  with  the  professions  in  the 
country  to  write  after  their  names  the 
magic  letters  "M.P."  Therefore, 
although  we  have  hon.  Members 
ostensioly  making  sacrifices  for  a  posi- 
tion in  tiiis  House,  those  sacrifices  are 
really  made  with  a  view  to  their  own 
ultimate  benefit.  Therefore,  believing 
that  some  such  measure  as  this  is 
necessary  to  afford  the  constituencies  full 
and  complete  choice  in  the  selection  of 
their  Bepreaentatives,  I  beg  to  move  the 
Besolution  which  stands  in  my  name. 
*Mb.  ASQUITH  (Fife,  E.) :  I  desire. 
In  seconding  the  Besolution,  to  do  so  in 
as  few  a  words  as  possible,  because  I 
am  satisfied  that  nothing  I  can  say 
would  materially  add  to  the  force  of  the 
very  cogent  argument  which  my  hon. 
Friend  has  just  addressed  to  the  House. 
I  oonfeaa  that  I  do  not  attach  quite  so 
much  importance  as  my  hon.  Friend 
appears,  from  the  terms  of  his  Motion, 
to  do  to  the  usages  of  antiqui^.  I  think 
that  the  social  and  economic  conditions 
of  the  time  when  a  Member  of  this 
House  used  to  receive  a  wage  of  2s.  or 
4b  a  day  for  his  services  were  so  widely 
differentfromour  own,  that  no  very  use- 
ful argument  can  be  drawn  either  from 
the  adoption  or  the  subsequent 
abandonment  of  that  practice.  Nor 
do  I  think  that  the  practice 
other  conn  tries,  although  material 
and  important,  is  at  all  decisive 
of  the  question.    It  is  nnquestionably  a 


fact,  on  which  those  who  oppose  thia 
Motion  will  have  to  attempt  to  give  some 
opinion,  that  there  is  not,  with  an  is- 
aignificant  exception,  a  country  in  the 
world,  except  Italy,  where  representa- 
tive  government  exists,  in  whioli,  eooDer 
or  later,  directly  or  indireotij,  the 
State  has  not  been  obliged  to  re- 
mnneratetheMembersofthe  Legislature. 
But  I  agree  with  those  who  say  that 
this  proposal  must  be  justified  in  the 
circumstances  of  our  own  time  and 
our  own  country,  and,  what  ia  more,  in 
the  interest,  not  of  this  class  or  that, 
but  of  the  nation  as  a  whole.  I  have 
i  to  the  conclusion — I  confess,  not 
without  a  good  deal  of  deliberation — 
that  the  proposal  can  be  justified  upon 
that  ground.  Ita  simple,  but  sufficient, 
justification,  in  my  judgment,  isthie:  that 
its  adoption  is  necessary  in  order  to  com- 
plete and  give  effect  to  the  reconstruc- 
tion upon  a  democratic  basis  of  our 
representative  system.  The  proposal  is, 
to  my  mind,  the  practical  complement 
and  corollary  of  the  franchise  legisla- 
tion of  the  last  20  years.  What  is  the 
principle  which  underlies  that  legisla- 
tion ?  It  is  that  it  is  to  the  interest  of 
the  community—not  of  one  class  more 
than  another — that  every  man,  subject 
to  certain  conditions,  many  of  which,  if 
not  all,  may  disappear  before  we  are 
many  years  older,  that  every  man 
should  have  a  voice  in  and  a  responsi- 
bility tor  the  making  and  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law.  If  that  is  your 
principle,  how  are  you  going  to  carry  it 
out  in  practice  T  What  is  the  good  of 
giving  to  the  great  majority  o\  the 
people  the  right  to  choose  their  repre- 
sentatives  if,  at  the  same  time,  you 
artifidally  restrict  and  limit  the  area  of 
their  choice  f  What,  in  other  words,  is 
the  good  of  a  demooratio  suffrage  when 
it  ie  as  easy  for  a  camel  to  paae 
through  the  eye  of  a  needle  as  it  is  for  a 
workmg  man  to  get  into  this  House  ? 
No  one  will  deny  that  sometlung 
like  two-thirds  or  three-fourths  of  the 
electorate  of  this  country  belong  to  the 
working  class,  and  yet,  as  representing 
the  working  class  in  this  House,  we 
have,  in  point  of  numbers,  but  an  inaig- 
nifioant  fraction.  I  am  not  a  fanatical 
believer  in  class  representation.  Natural 
forces  have  been  and  are  at  work  in 
favour  of  men  of  wealth,  leisure, 
and  education.  Those  natural  forces  you 
can  do  nothing  by  legislation  to  check 
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or  oounter&ct.  But  your  present  ayatem, 
with  the  disparity  it  haa  brought 
about  in  the  composition  of  the  electo- 
rate and  the  elected,  adds  to  the 
natural  forces  an  artificial  veight  which 
they  ought  not  to  possess,  and  which 
iiu^bt  to  be  taken  away  by  legis- 
lation. In  the  first  place,  the  enormous 
and  excessive  cost  of  elections  which  is 
thrown  upon  the  candidate  is  a  public 
-charge  that  ought  to  be  borne  by  the 
«ommunity-  But,  over  and  above  that,  I 
am  conriDoed  that  ao  long  as  a  man  who 
earns  hia  livelihood  by  labourcannot  get 
a  seat  to  Parliameut),  except  by  some 
special  provision  which  throws  a  great 
and  moat  unjust  burden  upon  his  olasa 
or  oonatituency,  the  people  will  not  have 
perfect  freedom  of  choice,  and  cannot, 
therefore,  give  full  effect  to  the  principle 
-  of  democratic  legislation.  Let  me  allude 
to  one  or  two  of  the  objections  which  are 
made  to  this  proposal.  It  ia  said  first  of 
all  that  it  will  be  espenaive.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  House  will  seriously  con- 
sider that  there  is  much  in  that  objection. 
My  hon.  Friend  does  not  ask  the  House 
to  commit  itself  to  any  specific  figure, 
but  has  suggested  a  reasonable  com- 
promise between  a  too  high  and  a  too 
low  view  of  the  matter — namely,  £1  a 
day,  or  £360  to  £370  a-year.  The  total 
ohargeiuvolved  would  beabout  £250, 000 
a-year.  That  sum  might  very  easily  be 
obtained  without  imposing  any  addi- 
tional taxation.  A  small  charge  like 
this  could  be  met  by  re-arranging  official 
salaries  upon  a  more  moderate  and 
reasonable  scale,  by  reducing  the 
ornamental  aineoures,  and  by  cur- 
tailing the  grossly  unreasonable  pen- 
sions and  superannuation  ayatem. 
In  various  ways  economy  might  be 
effected  which  would  easily  meet  the  re- 
quirements of  the  case.  With  regard  to 
the  objection  raised  in  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Flintshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith),  who  says, 
with  apparent  plausibility,  why  thrust 
the  payment  upon  Members  who  do  not 
desire  it,  and  why  not  make  it  a  matter 
for  the  consideration  of  the  constituency 
itself;  my  answer  is  that  if  our  argu- 
ment is  well-founded,  it  is  a  matter  not 
of  local  but  of  national  concern.  Then 
again,  the  Amnml™"'*  ■*""■  »"*  ■»"  *" 
the  root  of  t 
Members  in  tl 
hon.  Friend  v 
most     invidioi 
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House.  I  cannot  see  any  difference 
in  principle  between  paying  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  a  salary  for  the 
performance  of  administrative  and 
executive  work  and  paying  a  Member 
of  the  House  a  salary  for  the  discharge 
of  the  equally  important,  though  often 
much  more  thankless,  duty  of  exposing 
the  blunders  of  the  Minister  and  cor- 
recting his  mistakes.  I  never  heard  of 
Ministers,  although  they  notoriously 
belong  to  the  wealthy  classes  of  the 
country,  declining  to  receive  their  official 
salaries.  I  come  now,  lastly,  to  what  is, 
after  all,  the  most  serious  and  the  only 
fundamental  objection  to  this  proposal — 
namely,  that  it  would  demoralize  us  by 
introducing  into  public  life  a  mercenary 
element,  and  by  creating  a  class  of  pro- 
fessional politicians.  I  have  been  read- 
ing the  book  which  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryoe)  has 
published  with  regard  to  American  in- 
stitutions, and  I  find  that  the  existence 
of  a  class  of  professional  politicians  is, 
after  all,  not  such  a  very  bad  thing  for 
the  community.  But,  whether  good 
or  bad,  no  one  who  has  read  that 
book  and  studied  the  mass  of  informa- 
tion to  bo  found  in  It  can  doubt  that 
the  very  least  potent  of  the  causes  which 
have  tended  to  the  creation  of  that 
class  has  been  the  salaries  paid  to 
Members  of  Oongress  and  Members  of 
the  State  Legislatures.  Is  it  not  time  that 
in  this  matter  as  well  as  in  others  we 
should  clear  our  minds  of  cant?  To 
listen  to  some  language,  it  might  be 
supposed  that  no  one  enters  the  House 
of  Commons  but  from  a  single-minded 
desire  to  serve  his  country,  and  that  my 
hon.  Friend  who  moved  the  Hesolutioa 
is  going  for  the  first  time,  in  this  scene 
of  Arcadian  purity  and  simplicity,  to 
open  the  door  to  a  horde  of  self- 
seekers  and  place-hunters.  Anyone 
who  is  really  acquainted  with  the  facts 
knows  that  that  is  not  a  fair  description 
of  the  conditions  of  public  life.  Look 
at  the  Treasury  Bench,  or,  for  that 
matter,  to  the  front  Opposition  Bench. 
We  see  on  the  two  front  benches  con- 
veniently concentrated  what  I  may  call 
the  flower  of  English  statesmanship. 
I  am  Borry  to  raise  a  blush  upon  the 
-■-  Va  nf  TiVht  hon.  Gentlemen;  but, 
I  are  so  much  more  in  the 
Qg  to  them  than  they  are 
—  that  we  rarely  have 
letting  them  know  the 
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a(r«ngth  and  geauineneas  of  out  affec- 
tionate admiration.  Ihej  are  the  mon 
Tho,  in  the  struggle  for  existence,  have 
oatpaoed  or  trampled  down  all  their 
oompetitara.  Well,  Sir,  looking  at  these 
men,  whose  patriotism  no  one  will 
call  in  question,  will  any  one  of 
them  get  up  and  say  that  offioe — I 
do  not  of  course  mean  the  emolu- 
ments     alone,     but     the     power,     the 


life,  but  he  does  not  poaeeas  that 
modicum  of  fortune  neoesaarj,  under 
oar  system,  to  become  a  candidate  for 
a  seat  in  this  House.  Under  the  old 
system  of  a  hundred  years  ago,  with  all 
its  abuses  provision  was  made  for  a  case 
like  this.  Ton  bad  pocket  boroughs, 
sineouree,  and  various  forms  of  patron* 
age,  the  acceptance  of  which  was  not 
thought  dishonourable,  aooording'  to  the 


patronage,  the  visibje  authority  of  which  ideas  of  that  day,  by  which  a  man'ft 
offioe  is  the  symbol  —  will  any  one 
of  them  say  that  the  chance  of  getting 
these  things,  the  hope  of  keeping  them, 
the  fear  of  losing  them,  do  not  form 
a  powerful  motiTe  in  the  political  life  of 
this  ooantry  ?  I  do  not  for  a  moment 
say  that  only  of  the  Front  Benches.  It 
applies  also  to  those  who  hare  never 
sat  apon  the  Front  Benches,  but  who 
hupa  some  day  to  sit  there,  and  to  those 
who,  having  eat  upon  those  Benches, 
and  been  exiled  by  the  caprice  of  fortune, 
hope,  some  day,  to  get  back  again. 
Then  there  are  the  men  who  come  here 
in  the  hope  of  bufiineas  or  professional 
advancement,  and  even  the  men  who 
are  moved  by  the  vulgarest  form  of 
vulgar  ambition — the  desire  to  get 
into  what  is  called  society.  With  all 
these  forces  at  work,  in  active  operation 
— mixed  as  I  agree  they  are,  and  aa  I 
know  they  always  will  be,  with  honest 
seal  for  the  public  service,  with  whiohfew 
of  them  are  altogether  inconsistent — can 
anyone  seriously  maintain  that  the  adop- 
tion of  this  trivial  proposition,  for  so  it 
is,  this  proposition  to  allow  a  Member 
some  £300  or  £400  a-year,  would  sub- 
stantially add  to  the  mercenary  elements 
by  which  our  public  life  is  invaded  ?  One 
other  remark  on  the  subject  of  profes- 
sional politicians.  There  is  another 
sense  of  the  term  professianal  politit^an, 
and  I  do  believe  that  the  adoption  of  this 
proposal  would  add,  and  add  beneficially, 
to  the  class — professional  politicians,  I 
mean,  in  the  better  sense  of  the 
word— the  men  who  make  politics  the 
serious  business  of  life  as  distinguished 
from  the  amateur  or  dilettante.  Under 
our  existing  system  there  are  numbers 
of  auoh  men  excluded  from  the  service 
of  the  State.  Take  the  common  case 
of  a  young  man  who  has  been,  per- 
haps, through  the  training  of  a  public 
school  and  university,  and  the  bent  of 
whose  mind  and  abilities  is  in  the  direo* 
tion  of  politios.  He  has  equipped  him- 
self at  all  points  for  the  work  of  public 


entrance  into  Parliamentary  life  woe 
promoted.  All  this  has  been  swept 
away,  and  rightly  so,  but  then  you  have 
put  nothing  in  its  place.  What  is  a  man 
to  do  under  such  circumstanoes  ?  He 
p;oes  into  business,  or  he  becomes  a 
journalist,  or  he  enter;  a  profession  ;  he 
may  even,  by  stress  of  necessity,  be 
driven  to  go  to  the  Bar.  And  what  is 
the  result  r  After  his  best  powers,  per- 
haps the  best  years  of  his  life,  have  been 
occupied  and  absorbed  in  other  pursuits, 
he  is  able  at  last  to  gratify  his  desire, 
to  indulge  his  natural  bent  late  in  life, 
certainly  with  his  powers  jaded  and 
impaired— he  oomes  and  offers  to  the 
service  of  the  State  the  fag-end  of  his 
time,  the  dregs  of  his  abilities.  I  do  not 
wish  to  over-oolonr  or  overstate  the 
matter,  nor  do  I  look  forward  to  a  time 
when  this  House  will  not  be  mainly 
composed  of  men  of  leisure.  Bat 
this  I  do  say:  that  our  present  sys- 
tem is  fatally  defective  on  two  sidee ; 
on  the  one  hand,  it  does  not 
adequately  and  faithfully  reflect  the 
different  intereats  and  opinions  of 
different  clasaesof  the  communi^;  uid, 
on  the  other  hand,  it  does  exclude  from 
the  service  .of  the  State  men  whose 
fortune  is  not  equal  to  their  abilities, 
and  by  so  doing  it  cripples  the  re- 
sources, the  effective  resources  of  the 
country,  and  impoverishes  our  public 
life.  On  these  grounds  I  heartily  sup- 
port the  proposition  of  my  hon.  Friena. 

Amendment  proposed, 
To  Irave  oat  framthe  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Qaaitioa,  in  order  to  sdd  the  words 

"  in  the  opioioQ  of  Uii»  Hoiub,  it  well  deserree 
the  conBidenttioo  of  Her  Maje«tj''B  GoTomment 
whether,  and  under  what  conditiom,  it  wnnld 
he  expedient  to  rsrartto  ancient  cotton  of  pa?* 
ing  Members  (or  the  Mrvices  in  Parliaaieot,'  '— 
{Mr.  Faiwick.) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  wivrda 

Sropoeed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 
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Mb.  0.  OtJEZON  (Lancasliiro, 
Southport)  :  Although  I  hare  listened 
with  niDob  admiration  to  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Uember  wtio  has 
just  aat  down,  I  cannot  saj  that  hie 
argaments  have  in  any  degiee  removed 
my  objectiona  to  thispropoeol.  The  hon. 
Hsmlwr  for  the  Wansbeck  Division 
(Ur.  Fenwiok)  recommends  his  Motion 
on  the  ground  that  it  is  a  reveraion  to  an 
Ancient  eustom.  No  doubt  there  is  a 
spedoas  air  of  Conserratism  about 
tots,  but  I  hope  that  no  hon.  Uember 
irill  be  so  incautious  aa  to  strallow  so 
transparent  a  bait.  I  noticed  that,  in 
his  speeuh,  the  hon.  Uember  skated 
very  lightly  over  this  question  of  ancient 
«astois,  while  the  bon.  and  learned 
Uember  who  last  spoke  professed  con- 
tempt for  ancient  custom  altogether. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  ancient  custom,  so 
far  from  being  a  precedent  for  this  pro- 
posal, ie  in  direct  opposition  to  it.  That 
it  was  an  ancient  custom  for  Members 
to  be  paid  ia  perfectly  true.  But  by 
whom  f  Out  of  what  fund  ?  They  were 
not,  and  they  never  have  been,  paid  from 
the  Imperial  Exchequer.  They  were 
paid  by  their  constituents,  and  so  little 
«namoured  were  the  constitaendes 
with  this  old  system  that  they  took 
Tefuge  behind  every  possible  plea  in 
order  to  escape  the  payment  of  their 
Members,  and  even  consented  to  the 
worst  of  all  horrors— total  disfranchise- 
ment— rather  than  put  their  hands  in 
their  pockets  to  pay  for  their  Member^  of 
Parliament.  I  have  instances  here  with 
which  I  need  not  trouble  the  House, 
though,  if  an  appeal  is  made  to  ancient 
custom,  the  further  we  go  back  the 
better,  I  suppose,  will  the  illustration  be. 
In  the  days  of  Edward  II.  a  Member  for 
Wiltshire,  who  appears  to  have  been  a 
very  simple-minded  kind  of  person,  re- 
ceived Is.  4d.  a  day,  until  it  came  to  his 
knowledge  that  he  was  by  law  entitled  to 
4s.,  whereupon  be  brought  an  action 
-against  the  Sheriff  for  the  balance. 
A  little  later  on  we  find  that  the 
Cambridge  townsmen  had  a  still  more 
innocent  individual  as  their  Hepre- 
Aentative,  for  they  oomponaded  withbim 
for  Is.  a  day  for  his  services  in  Parlia- 
ment. If  ancient  custom  is  appealed  to, 
Members  of  Parliament  may  have  grown 
more  wise,  but  I  do  not  suppose  that 
<!on8tituenoieB  have  grown  more  foolish ; 
iind  I  can  hardly  imaeine  that  hon. 
Jtfsmbers  opposite  would  like,  by  revert- 


29,  1889}  Jfmhrt.  1190 

ing  to  ancient  custom,  to  revive  a  system 
that  often  led  to  distraint,  and  that 
might  lead,  if  distraint  was  not  suc- 
cessful, to  eviction.  In  fact,  ancient 
onstom,  so  far  as  it  can  be  quoted  at 
all,  may  be  quoted  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Flintshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith),  who  propoees 
the  partial  resumption,  under  limited 
droumstances,  of  a  system  that  was 
once  universal,  but  afterwards  fell  into 
desuetude.  But  it  certainly  cannot  be 
quoted  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wans- 
beck, whose  proposal,  bo  far  &om  being 
a  return  to  antiquity,  is  a  Badical 
innovation  without  warrant  in  previous 
history.  Just  a  word  or  two  on  the 
question  of  expense.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  Asquith),  I  was 
interested  to  observe,  alluded  to  the 
financial  question  as  not  a  serious 
one.  Let  us  see  whether  it  is  or  not. 
We  have  been  told  that  Amerioan 
Senators  and  Confrreasmen  are  paid  at 
the  rate  of  £1,000  a-year,  with  an 
extra  mileage  for  railway  expenaes. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Wansbeck  also 
said  that  in  France  Senators  and 
Deputies  are  paid  a  sum  equal  to 
about  £37$.  I  believe  it  ie  really 
£360.  Well,  I  do  not,  for  my  par^ 
see  any  reason  why,  if  we   are  to  be 

fiaid  a  salary,  we  should  be  rated  at  a 
owerfigure  than  the  American  Oongress- 
man ;  but  apparently  the  hon.  Member 
entertains  a  more  modest  estimate  of  his 
own  Parliamentary  worth,  or  at  least  of 
the  pecuniary  recognition  of  it  which 
the  country  is  likely  to  entertain,  and 
he  ia  prepared  to  take  £376.  Well, 
there  are  670  Members  here  ;  and  I 
suppose  that  until  representation  in 
certain  quarters  of  the  House  is  re- 
duced to  more  just  proportions,  670 
will  remain  the  figure.  The  hon. 
Member  who  spoke  last,  working  out 
the  sum,  told  us  that  670  times  375 
gives  a  grand  total  of  £250,000.  Now, 
he  said  this  was  a  trifling  addition  to 
the  public  expenditure.  It  may  seem 
a  very  small  thiuK  in  his  eyes,  but 
I  think  an  ezpen£ture  at  £250,000 
a-year  would  be  thought  a  very  se- 
rious item  in  the  country  i  that  it 
would  be  regarded  as  the  most 
serious  of  the  questions  nused  by  this 
prop^al.  I  ask  the  House  to  note 
the  quarter  of  the  House  from 
which  this  Motion  proceeds.  It 
comes     from     hon.    Members    whoss 
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^oaocial  consdencM  are  so  BensitiTe 
^hat  they  oannot  stand  the  strain  of 
puttineour  Naval  Forces,  b;  irbich  alone 
we  eubsiat  aa  a  first-rata  Power,  in  a 
state  of  practical  efficiency.  It  comes 
from  that  quarter  of  the  House.    It 

Sroceeds  from  hon.  Members  who  come 
own  here  day  after  day,  and  night 
after  night,  and  move  reductions  of 
paltry  sums  of  £50  and  £100  from  the 
saUries  of  hon.  and  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  on  that  Bench.  We  now  find  that 
though  they  are  fond  enough  of  nibbling 
at  the  salaries  of  othare,  tbey  have  very 
TOracioua  stomachs  indeed  whan  it 
oomea  to  asking  salaries  for  themselTea. 
What  I  feel  disposed  to  say  to  hon. 
MambefB  is  this—"  Why  do  you  not 
have  tha  oourage  of  your  opinions  f  If 
you  think  you  ought  to  be  paid  by  the 
oonntry  for  representing  it  here,  why 
do  you  not  go  down  to  your  oonstituents 
and  aak  them  to  put  their  hands  in 
their  pockets  and    find    the  money  for 

Eayment  f "  That  would  be  a  perfectly 
onest,  and  straightforward  Uiing  to 
do ;  and,  what  is  mora,  it  is  the  line  that 
at  no  distant  time  was  adopted  by  the 
Bodioal  Party  whan  they  adyooated  the 
payment  of  Uembers.  I  have  here  a  book 
oalled  the  "  Badioal  Programme,"  which 
only  a  few  years  ago  was  regarded  as 
indioadng  the  high  water  mark  of 
extreme  Badioalism.  The  words  therein 
in  reference  to  the  payment  of  Members 
are— 

"  Whaterer  iam  ahould  ba  psid  (o  ths  r«pr«- 
sentstiTM  of  the  people,  it  ihiiuld  be  a  oharge 
not  on  the  Imperial  Ezcheqiiet,  bat  an  the 


Well,  it  appears  that  the  Badioal  h^h 
water  mark  has  receded  since  then.  W^y 
do  not  hon.  Members  deal  frankly  with 
their  constituents,  instead  of  coming  to 
the  House  and  attempting  to  shuffle  oft 
reapoueibility  by  throwing  a  charge  upon 
the  Consolidated  Fund  ?  I  venture  to 
sDbmit  to  the  House  that  there  are  two 
qneetionB  which  ought  to  ba  answered 
before  we  can  vote  for  this  Motion,  and 
to  nciithur  of  which  has  any  answer  been 

S"  ven.  Uan  it  be  shown  that  the  House  of 
immons,  under  a  system  of  non-pay- 
ment of  Members,  saffera  by  the  exclu- 
sion of  men  or  the  non-representation  of 
classes  who  otherwise  might  be  returned 
or  represented  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Fife  says  poor  men  are  ex- 
olnded,  and  I  think  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wansbeok  said  working  olaas  repre- 
Mr.  O.  OtrHN 


sentatives  are  oxdnded.  Well,  as  regards 
poor  men,  I  doubt  very  much  whether 
a  sum  of  £375  a-year,  as  proposed,  would 
be  the  means  of  bringing  poor  men  into 
the  House,  and  for  this  reason — that  it 
would  be  hardly  worth  while  for  a  man, 
for  a  moderate  reoompense  of  that  kind^ 
to  throw  up  his  profession  in  order  to  rnn 
the  risk  of  election  to  this  House,  and, 
even  if  be  were  returned,  to  run  tb» 
further  risk  of  losing  his  seat  a  little 
while  afterwards,  and  being  thrown  upon 
the  world  with  no  profession  at  all. 
I  may  appeal  to  the  experience  in  Vic- 
toria. A  salary  of  £800  is  paid  there  to 
Members  of  the  Legislative  Ohamber; 
but  it  has  not  been  found  that  this  pay- 
ment brings  in  poor  men  or  working  class 
representatives.  In  speaking  of  tho 
latter,  I  hope  I  shall  not  bo 
misundsretood.  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
one  word  in  depredation  of  labour  repre- 
sentatives in  the  House ;  on  the  contrary, 
I  think  that  for  fumees  of  tone,  for 
courtesy  of  manner,  for  contribution  to 
Debate  and  to  legislation,  they  deserve 
the  thanks  of  the  House  of  Oimmons. 
But,  I  think,  the  advantages  of  working- 
olaas  represeutation  can  be  very  easily 
exaggerated.  I  think,  to  quote  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  I^fe,  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  cant  talked  on  this  subject. 
A  few  years  ago  we  were  told  how  de- 
sirable it  was  that  Mr.  Joseph  Arch 
should  be  elected  as  the  peculiar  and 
special  representative  of  the  class  of 
agricultural  labourers.     Hon.  and  right 


hon.  Members  opposite,  with  great 
liberality,  paid  his  expenses,  and  ha 
became    a   Member.      During  the  tax. 


liberality,  paid  his  expenses, 

became    a   Member.      Duriog  the  six 

months  that  he  was  here  I  do  not  re- 


member that  he  cut  a  very  distinguished 
figure.  I  do  not  remember  that  ne  did, 
and  I  speak  from  personal  reooUeetion, 
for  though  I  was  not  a  Member  of  the 
House,  r  happened,  from  that  Oalleiy, 
to  hear  every  speech  that  be  made.  Cer- 
tainly, whatever  figure  he  out,  tha  first 
time  he  went  back  to  his  oonatituenc)' 
for  re-election  they  returned  him  do 
more,  and  all  that  good  Liberal  money 
was  thrown  away.  I  do  not  aee  that 
it  is  an  argument  at  all,  because 
working-class  representatives  behave 
well  or  creditably  in  this  House,  that, 
therefore,  you  should  add  considerably 
to  their  number.  We  have  among  no- 
many  Members  belonging  to  the  Ser- 
vices— Admirals,  Oolonela,  and  others, 
whose    demeanour   is    irreproachabler 
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seldom  apeak  except  on  their 
>ject8 ;  but  no  one  would  say 
t  is  a  reaaoD  why  we  Bhonld 
re  of  them.  I  do  not  auppoee 
L.  Member  for  Northampton 
y  that  because  we  have  barns- 
ng  us  who  are  sometimes  able 

off  the  trammels  of  Party  sub- 
r  and  to  vote  according  to  their 
ns,  that,  therefore,  we  should 
re  barriaters.  The  hon.  Kem- 
brought  forward  this  argument, 
iding  to  the  system  under  which 
>,  that  with  a  conetituency  of 
3,    three-fifths    belong    to    the 

classes  WeU,  if  that  be  so, 
re  is  scarcely  a  Member  here  of 
may  not  be  said  that  he  has  an 
aim  to  be  considered  a  working- 
ireseDtative.  I  obaerve  no  relnc- 
any  part  of  the  House  to  deal 
kiog-clasi  measures.  I  remem- 
3oal  Mines  Hegulation  Bill  and 
iloyera'  Liability  Bill,  and  J  re- 

too,  of  this  last  mentioned  Bill, 
as  owing  to  the  action  of  the 
epresentatives  that  it  was  not 
ito  law.  When  hon.  Members 
interests  being  represented  in 
ise,  when  they  allude  to  the 
itereet,  the  commercial  interest, 
ing  interest,  the  le^al  interest, 
lat  which  is  the  particular  object 
disgust,  the  liquor  interest,  I 
3sea  to  answer  that  the  labour 

in  point  of  numbers,  import- 
id  influence,  is  more  strongly 
ted  than  any  other  interest  in 
ise,  and  that  there  need  be  no 
;  with  the  democratio  character 
m  constituencies  the  claims  of 
rill  be  for  a  moment  neglected, 
ind  question  which  should  be 
I  is  this— If  you  pass  this 
n,  and  have  payment  of  our 
\,  are  we  likely  to  have  a 
ouse  of  Commons  than  we  have 
'.  remember  the  hon.  Member  for 
1  (Ur.  T.  Healy)  in  one  of  his 
e  midnight  sallies  onoe  de- 
the  House  of  Oommonsasone 
oet  ignorant  bodies  in  the  world, 
lat  eum  grano  Hiberniw,  as  I  do 
ng    that     comes     from     those 

but  for  my  own  part  I  would 
jr  have  unpaid  ignorance  than 
irance.  I  accept  the  challenge 
Members  and  refer  with  perfect 
1  to  the  experience  of  foreign 
I.     It  sometimes  swnis  to  me 


Members  have  not  had  the  good  1 
to  enjoy  the  opportunity  of  trarelling 
abroad,  or  at  least  they  talk  as  if  they 
had  not,  or,  if  they  have,  as  though 
they  had  their  eyes  shut.  There  is  a 
favourite  tendency  in  the  minds  of  a 
good  many  to  argue  that  any  system  in 
foreign  countries  must  be  better  than 
that  in  our  own,  and  that  because  pay- 
ment of  representatives  is  the  practice  in 
other  countries,  therefore,  it  must  be 
superior  to  our  own  system.  Now,  I 
challenge  the  contradiction  of  any  hon. 
Member  when  I  make  the  statement  that 
the  status  of  a  deputy  in  no  single  Euro- 
pean country  that  you  can  name  can  be 
compared  with  the  status  of  a  Member 
of  Parliament  here.  I  will  go  further 
and  include  the  Uniied  States  of  America. 
The  hon.  Member  who  spoke  last  seemed 
to  me  a  little  indiscreet  in  allude 
ing  to  the  work,  the  monumental 
and  classical  work  of  his  colleague  o  then 
Front  Beach  (Mr.  Bryce),  for  that  hon. 
Member  in  his  book  points  out  clearly 
enough  that  the  payment  of  Members 
of  Congress  in  the  United  States  was 
not  introduced  originally  to  enable 
working  men  to  come  into  Congress,  hut 
on  the  theory  that  where    there   was 

Siublio  work  done  it  ought  to  be  paid 
or,  and  then  he  goes  on  to  say — 
"Th(  reason!  in  favour  of  payment  are 
strongGT  than  in  England  or  France,  twcanM 
the  diittuice  from  Waihington  is  so  gfreat,  and 
attendance  is  so  coDtinaoiu,  that  a  man  GAnoot 
attend  to  hii  profeuioa  or  bniineu  while  ailtdag 
JD  CoDgreM. 
Further  he  adds — 

"  That  when  the  ConetJtation  was  framed 
the  number  of  psTBOca  with  sufficieat  private 
means  to  put  them  above  the  need  of  a  luorative 
calling  btirdly  existed,   and  is  oompanttvety 

Finally  he  sums  up — 

"The  existence  of  the  ayatem  in  America 
f aroishei  no  argumeut  for  iU  introdaction  into 
a  email  country-  with  a  large  leiiored  and 
wealUiy  daaa." 

These  remarks  coming  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  speaks  with  unrivalled 
opportunities  of  forming  a  judgment 
dispose  of  any  attempt  to  establish  an 
analogy  between  the  position  of  the  two 
countries.  1  said  that  the  *tattu  of  u 
Continental  Deputy  is  not  so  high  as  that 
of  a  Member  of  Parliament,  and  what 
I  say  of  the  Continent  I  would  repeat 
with  still  greater  certainty  of  America. 
It  is    a    tmiam    that  in  America   the 
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bust  men  abstain  whoUj,  I  will  not 
sfij  from  political  life,  but  certainlj 
from  Farliamentarj  life.  Do  not 
misunderatand  me.  I  do  not  eay 
that  that  is  due  Bole;  to  the  tact  of 
pajTment  being  made  to  ICemben.  It 
IB  due  to  a  variety  of  oauoee,  it  is  due 
to  the  BjBtem  of  official  oomiptioQ,  it  is 
due  to  the  place  hunting  syBtem,  and  to 
many  other  oiroumptanoea,  but  inciden- 
tally, among  other  causes,  it  is  due  to  the 
payment  of  Members.  Whether  you 
may  be  diaposed  to  regard  the  olaaa  of 
pn^esiioDal  politicians  with  contempt  or 
not,  when  you  attach  payment  to  Uem- 
barship  you  place  it  on  a  like  footing  with 
the  other  professions  and  jou  make  it  an 
object  that  may  be  sought  by  the  poor 
and  deserving  and  by  working-class  re- 
presentatives, but  that  will  equally  be 
the  object  of  the  idle,  the  neceBsitous, 
and  the  uuBorupuloas.  This  has  hap- 
pened in  other  countries,  aod  it  must 
happen  here  in  England.  Without  any 
hesitation  whatever  I  say  in  total  oppo- 
sition to  what  has  been  argued  by  the 
Hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Fife,  that 
the  great  reason  why  in  this  country 
Uembership  of  the  House  is  looked  upon 
with  such  respect  is  that  the  oountry 
knows  that  for  the  most  part  the  men  who 
come  into  this  House  have  nothing  what- 
ever to  gain  financially,  but  that  on  the 
other  band,  in  many  cases,  their  entrance 
ia  a  loss  to  themsslvea.  ["No,  no." J  I 
epeak  of  the  bulk  of  Uembers  who  have 
nothing  whatever  to  gain  and  very  often 
a  good  deal  to  lose ;  and  whatever  he 
the  attractions  of  social  prestige,'  the 
desire  for  personal  distinction  or  the 
promptings  of  public  ambition,  so  artisti- 
cally depicted  by  the  hun.  and  learned 
Member  for  Fife,  however  important 
these  influences  may  be  in  drawing  men 
to  this  House,  certainly  the  majority  of 
them  do  not  come  here  as  a  meaos  of 
pecuniary  emolumeat,  but  as  a  matter  of 
public  duty  and  personal  sacrifice.  I 
hope  that  the  House  will  not  be  in  a 
hurry  to  throw  away  advantages  which 
it  has  already  in  its  possession,  and 
which,  like  many  others,  may  be  partly 
the  result  of  accident,  though  I  believe 
here,  as  in  many  other  cases,  that  a 
seeming  acuident  may  be  found  on 
analysis  to  involve  the  survival  of  the 
fittest. 

*Sia  EDWABD  GREY  (Northumber- 
land, Berwick] :   I  have  listened   most 
carefully    to    the   speech   of  the    hon. 
Mr.  61.  Omon 


IIH 

Member  who  has  just  resumed  hia  seat, 
but  I  do  not  find  that  he  haa  used  other 
than,  the  old  argument  against  this  pro- 
posal. First,  on  the  point  of  eoonomy; 
slender  as  his  argument  was,  I  think 
he  fell  into  a  slight  inoonsistenoy.  The 
Motion,  he  eaid,  presented  a  suspieiooi 
appearance  coming  from  the  quarter  of 
the  House  it  did,  and  that  Memben 
there  who  were  always  trying  to  reduoe 
the  salaries  of  other  people,  now  brought 
in  a  Motion  to  introduce  payment  of 
salaries  to  satisfy  their  own  voraciooa 
stumache.  But,  before  he  finished,  he 
told  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Wansbeok,  he  had  fixed  the  aalartes  far 
too  low,  and  that  in  his  estimation  an 
objection  to  the  motion  was,  that  the 
salary  suggested  would  not  ba  sufficient 
for  the  remuneration  of  the  great  ser- 
vices he  oonsiders — I  do  not  say  he 
included  himself — but  I  meau  services 
rendered  to  the  oountry  by  attendance 
in  this  House.  So  that  it  seems  to  me 
while  be  acoused  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wansbeck  of  making  an  extravagant 
demand,  he  himself  objected  to  the 
Motion  on  the  ground  that  the  proposal 
was  not  sufficient  to  meet  the  exigencies 
of  the  case.  The  economical  objection 
is  a  very  slender  argument.  It  was 
brought  forward  by  the  great  Party  of 
economy  on  the  other  side,  that  is,  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Pad- 
dington  (Liord  Randolph  Qhurchill)  who 
looka  after  the  pounds,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Jennings) 
who  looks  after  the  pence.  The 
answer  to  the  argument  used  by  that 
party  of  economy  is  that  this  £'200,000 
would  probably  be  saved  by  the  increased 
attention  to  business  on  the  part  of  paid 
Members.  It  is  quite  true  that  a  good 
deal  of  attention  is  now  paid  to  the 
Estimates,  but  it  is  attention  paid  by  a 
smaU  and  devoted  baud  of  Members, 
whose  persistency  is  in  inverse  propor- 
tion to  the  amount  of  attention  they 
receive.  I  believe,  if  a  larger  number 
of  Members  of  the  House  took  con- 
tinuing interest  in  the  discussions  upon 
the  Eetimatee,  Ministera  would  reel 
there  was  a  great  body  of  public 
opinion  behind  Members,  and  that  with 
Ik  lees  eapenditure  of  time,  and  greater 
economioaf  results  would  be  attained. 
Another  argument  has  been  used,  that 
the  payment  of  a  salary  would  lowerthe 
character  and  position  of  a  Member  ot 
Parliament,  but  tliis,  I  suppose,  is  not 
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moa&t  to  api^y  to  tlie  present  House, 
but  to  future  Houses,  for  I  conclude  that 
erery  Member  of  tlie  present  Bouse  is 

3ual  to  the  test  of  standing  the  strain 
ft  salary  of  £300.  Neither  do  I  think 
there  ie  anything  degrading  in  the  fact 
■of  reoeiring  a  aalary.  If  it  is  not  ft 
degrading  thing  in  it«elf,  then  is  there 
Anything  ia  the  conditions  of  the 
work  of  a  liember  of  Parliament 
that  makes  it  undesirable  he  should 
receive  a  salary  ?  If  there  ia 
have  never  heard  these  conditions 
properly  defined.  I  have  heard  some 
vague  talk  about  the  necessity  of  the 
House  being  filled  with  men  of 
leisure,  means,  and  independence,  and 
I  admit  that  is  to  a  certain 
extent  desirable,  but  I  do  not  admit 
what  I  thiak  the  argument  is  meant  to 
impiy,  that  because  a  man  has  leisure 
and  because  a  man  Las  means  therefore 
he  has  also  iudependeuce.  Indepen- 
•dence  is  not  a  monopoly  of  men  of 
wealth  and  leisure,  it  exists  among 
many  classes  other  than  those  who  have 
lands  and  property.  It  does  seem  to 
me  sometimes  in  our  excessive  anxiety 
to  make  sure  Members  are  men  of 
leisure,  we  not  only  get  the  men  who 
are  by  nature  and  habit  leisurely  out- 
side the  House  but  who  introduce  the 
nature  and  habit  of  leisure  into  buHiness 
inside  the  House.  The  class  of  Mem- 
bera  I  think  we  want  are  men  who  by 
nature  and  habit  could  not  be  idle.  If 
you  have  such  a  man  thea  he  must 
sacrifice  something  else  to  his  attendance 
here,  and  I  maintain  that  it  ia  not  un- 
reasonable that  some  compensatiou 
^ould  be  given  for  the  sacrifice  of  the 
time  he  would  devote  to  work  elsewhere. 
In  fact,  you  canoot  get  this  clasa  of  men 
admitted  as  freely  into  the  House  ae  the 
men  of  leisure  and  means  are  admitted 
until  you  introduce  some  compensation  of 
this  kind.  I  ask  hon.  Members  who 
oppose  this  Motion  to  observe  that  this 
Wary  ie  not  proposed  by  way  of 
adequate  remuueration,  it  ia  rather 
by  way  of  tademnity  for  the  trouble 
-and  expense  to  which  a  Member  of  the 
Houae  is  put  by  having  to  live  in 
London  and  attend  lo  his  Parliamentary 
-duties.  It  is  quite  true  we  shall  have 
one  difficulty  if  Members  of  the  House 
are  paid  ;  accusations  will  be  more  &e- 
qnently  brought  against  candidates  and 
Members  ol  seeking  to  gain  and  hold 
the  poeition  from   interested  motives ; 


and,  I  suppose,  as  long  ae  politics 
exist,  there  will  be  naturea  which  will 
delight  to  impute  low  and  dislionourable 
motives  to  their  fellows.  But  I  am  con- 
vinced that  hon.  Members  who  mean  to 
oppose  this  Motian,  conscious  of  their 
own  integiity,  will  put  aa  argument  ot 
that  kind  entirely  on  one  side.  Mem- 
bera  of  Parliament  very  soon  learn  to  be 
above  noticing  imputations  of  motives, 
though  they  suffer  from  them,  and  we 
may  abandon  this  objection ;  for  it 
simply  means  that  every  Member  of 
Parliament  would  feel  it  more  iaoum- 
bent  upon  him  than  ha  does  now  to  bs 
above  euspicion  altogether.  Id  refer- 
ence to  profesaional  politicians,  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  for  Southport  (Mr. 
Curzon)  only  looked  at  uue  side  of  the 
question  asit presented itaelftohim — he 
considered  who  the  men  would  be  whom 
thia  change  would  admit  into  the  House. 
But  there  is  another  question  to  be 
asked.  Who  are  the  men  who,  by  your 
present  coudition  of  things,  you  are 
keeping  out  of  the  House?  There  is  a 
class  of  men  who  monopolize — I  hope 
and  I  think  not,  in  fact  but  in  name  only 
— the  title  of  labour  repreaentatives,  of 
whom  the  hon.  Member  fur  Southport 
spoke  with  all  respect.  Why  have  we 
not  more  of  these  'i  The  hon.  Member 
for  Southport  brought  forward  a  very 
curious  reason  why  we  have  not  more  in 
the  House,  and  that  was  the  fact  that 
one  Member  who  was  returned  as  a 
labour  representative,  and  upon  whom 
he  passed  some  refleutioue  that  were  un- 
called for,  had  ceased  to  be  a  Member  of 
the  House,  not  beiug  ulected  a  second 
time.  Now,  I  ask,  may  not  the  very 
fai:t  that  this  GenlJeman,  who  obtained 
admission  to  the  House  once  was  un- 
able to  obtain  it  a  second  time,  may 
this  not  be  a  very  fair  argument  why 
some  change  in  the  conditions  should 
be  introduced  that  would  make  aoceee  to 
the  House  more  easy  than  it  ia  now  for 
men  of  his  class  F  There  is— I  will  oot 
Bay  another  class— but  other  members  of 
the  same  class,  of  whom  we  hear  a  great 
deal  out  of  doors,  but  never  meet  a 
representative  in  this  House — I  meaa 
the  Conservative  working  men.  Why 
should  not  the  door  of  the  House  he 
thrown  open  to  them  ?  If  it  is  open  at 
the  present  time,  then  what  is  the  ob- 
stacle that  prevents  tbem  from  appearing 
here  f  I,  for  one,  am  perfectly  willing 
to  do   my  best  to  have  the  obstacle 
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remored.  Then  in  retcard  to  the  oha- 
ranter  of  Uembera.  I  would  ask  tha : 
House  to  oonsider  hnv  many  conati- 
taencies  there  are  at  the  present  time  in 
which  men  of  known  and  tried  oharaoter, 
and  held  in  hish  estimation  bj  their 
friends  and  neignboure,  wonid  naturally 
be  selected  as  candidates,  bnt  who  can- 
not come  forward  simply  because  they 
cannot  afiord  the  expense  of  coming  to 
town  and  throwing  up  their  local  dnties  ? 
How  many  constituencies  who.  in  all 
respects  but  this,  have  a  candidate  ready 
to  hand,  have  to  accept  a  Member  sent 
down  from  elsewhere — a  man,  psrhapB, 
perfectly  fitted  to  be  a  Member,  bnt 
not  intimately  known  to  the  con- 
stituents, as  a  man  would  be  who 
lived  among  them.  It  ifl  quite  true 
we  might  hare  a  certain  rush  of  asndi- 
dates,  and  that  might  confuse  Party 
organization  ;  but  I  think  the  burden  of 
that  inoonvenietice  would  fall  more 
heavily  upon  the  Liberal  than  on  the 
Tory  Party.  The  Tory  Party  have 
always  been  the  Party  of  obstruction. 
[^"Oh,  oh  !  "]     I  do  not  use  the  word  in    ._.._.  ^ 

its  Parliamentary  sense,      t  use  it  as  J  tuents,     he    would   become    the    slave 
opposed  to  construction.     I  will  say  that  I  of    the    oonstituenoy ;   but  I   maintain 


is  a  doctrine  of  great  weight  and  im- 
portance ;  but  if  it  is  to  carry  the  weight 
and  importance  it  ought  to  oany  with 
the  country,  then  the  choice  of  candi- 
dates by  constitnents  for  seats  in  the 
House  must  be  as  far  as  nossible  abso- 
lutely free.  If  they  feel  fettered  in 
their  choice  they  will  refuse  to  pay  that 
absolute,  implicit,  and  unqnestioniDg^ 
deference  to  the  will  of  the  House  that 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  wisfaea  they 
should  give.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Southport  devoted  part  of  his  speech  to 
the  support  of  the  Amendment  given 
notice  of  by  the  hon  Member  far  Flint- 
shire (Mr.'  8.  Smith),  declaring  that  if 
Members  were  to  be  paid  the  constitu- 
encies ought  to  ^ay  them.  I  disagree 
entirely  with  that,  and  I  think  the  Eon. 
Member  for  Fife  is  right ;  it  would  in- 
troduce an  invidious  distinotion,  and 
would  do  more — far  more  than  anyone 
has  said  this  Motion  would  do — to 
destroy  the  independence  of  Members. 
If  a  Member  were  liable  to  have  his 
salary  granted  or  withheld  or  reduced 
according    as   he   pleased   hi"   coneti- 


both  Parties  are  Parties  of  progress, 
bnt  that  our  progress  has  been  more 
rapid  and  continuous  then  that  of  the 
Party  opposite ;  and  this  leads  me  to 
the  oonolusiou  that  I  think  it  would 
be  found  that,  in  the  increase  of  can- 
didates>  an  undue  proportion  would  be 
found  standing  on  our  side.  When  you 
are  advancing  fast  it  is  much  harder  to 
keep  yonr  line  even  and  unbroken  than 
if  you  are  waiting  to  receive  a  charge. 
Bnt,  after  all.  Party  organization  must 
take  care  of  itself,  and  adapt  itself  to 
any  change.  I  do  not  think  it  has  any 
bearing  on  the  merits  of  the  question. 
What  is  the  advantage  to  be  gained  7 
It  is  one  that  has  been  impressed  upon 
me  more  strongly  than  ever  by  reading 
recent  speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birminghsm  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain). He  has  lately  inculcated  moat  em- 
phatically this  doctrine— that  outside  the 
House  of  Commons  people  are  only  to 
Beek  redress  for  their  grievances  by 
efforts  inside  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  is  to  the  House  of  Commons,  said  the 
light  hon.  Oentleman,  the  people  out- 
side must  look  for  redress  of  all  grier- 
anoes ;  must  place  entire  dependraioe  on 
the  House,  and  absolute  confidence  in 
the  decision  of  the  House.  I  agree  that 
8ir£iward  Grty 


that  by  granting  the  payment  from  the 
Consolidated  Fund  ^ou  make  a  man, 
not  the  slave  of  a  particular  constitnency, 
but  you  make  a  Member  of  Parliament 
what  he  ou[;ht  to  be— the  servantof  the 
country  at  large.  I  think  the  oonstitu- 
enoies  may  be  trusted  in  the  matter. 
My  hon.  Friend  is  asking  the  House  to  do 
a  hard  thing,  and  I  have  no  doubt  many 
Members  see  in  their  mind's  eye  half-a- 
dozen  possible  candidates  ready  to 
spring  into  existence  in  his  own  con- 
stituency, if  only  the  means  are  supplied, 
and  to  whom  he  is  asked  to  throw  the 
door  open.  Well,  I  do  net  think  a 
Member  need  fear  if  he  stands  on  hie 
own  merits.  No  one  who  has  attended 
large  meetingB  throughout  the  country 
can  possibly  doubt  that  while  constitu- 
encies often  make  mistakes  as  regard* 
opinions  and  political  views,  and  even  as 
to  the  abilities  or  genius  of  a  particular 
candidate  they  are  seldom  mistaken  as- 
to  that  man's  moral  oharaoter.  Every- 
one who  has  attended  large  publio 
meetings  mast  have  sees  the  man  of 
earnestness  and  integrity  get  a  hold  and 
grip  on  the  character  of  the  audience- 
not  attained  by  the  speeches  of  men 
who  seem  to  be  shallow  in  their  earnest- 
ness or  hollow  in  their  convictions.    If 
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that  is  BO,  the  logical  outcome  of  our 
oonstitatioii  is  that  a  large  ohoioe  of 
Dandidates  should  be  open  to  constitu- 
ests.  That  is  a  demand  entitled  to 
be  made  on  the  merita  of  the  case.  I 
for  one  hare  that  confidence 
oonBtituenoiee  that  I  would  not  be  afraid 
to  trust  them  with  a  ver;  extenuve 
choice  of  candidates,  believing  that  they 
TOuld  exercise  that  choice  and  that 
reeponsifaility  in  the  future,  as  in  the 
pact,  with  careful  discrimination  of  the 
oharacten  of  the  men  who  oome  before 
ihem. 
•Ths  8E0KETAET  of  STATE  pob 
THi  HOME  DEPARTMEKT  (Mr. 
Matthkws,  Birmingham,  E.) :  Out  of 
respect  for  the  hon.  Member  who  has 
brought  forward  his  annual  Motion,  it  is 
due  that  I  should  say  a  few  words. 
The  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat 
down  concluded  bis  speech  with  some 
ohserratione  that  were  somewhat  at 
rariance  with  what  fell  from  his  Friends 
who  had  preceded  him.  The  oonstitu- 
enciea,  he  said,  could  be  trusted,  from 
their  fine  moral  sense  of  character,  to 
discover  !f  a  candidate  were  actuated  by 
motiresabove  all  personal  considerations 
and  superior  to  vulgar,  selfish  aims,  and 
that  they  had  exercised  that  faculty  in 
the  past.  But  according  to  the  hon. 
Ueniber  for  the  Wansbei^  Division  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Fife,  apparently  constituencies  have 
not  the  skill  to  discover  those  persons 
who  are  looking  simply  to  prestige 
and  power,  or  whose  sole  object  in 
oomiog  to  the  House  ia  to  achieve 
personal  distinctioo.  Another  set  of 
men  of  whom,  according  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Menber  for  Fife,  the  House  is 
largely  composed,  are  those  who  are 
open  to  the  degrading  imputation  of 
seeking  to  gratl^  the  most  vulgar  form 
of  vulgar  ambition.  All  these  then  must 
have  escaped  the  fine  sense  of  the  con- 
stituencies of  which  the  hon.  baronet 
spoke,  audlwould  therefore  recommend 
him  to  consider  his  absurd  proposition, 
that  the  adventurer  who  may  be  tempted 
by  the  proffered  salary  is  certain  to  be 
instantly  detected  by  those  whose 
sufl^^e  he  solicits.  The  hon.  Member, 
in  introducing  hie  Motion,  again  gave  a 
long  list  of  those  who,  being  Members 
of  the  House,  receive  payment  from  the 
State  in  some  form,  and  he  included  all 
Ministers  of  the  Grown,  all  who  receive 
official  salaries,  and  also    Naval   and 


Military  of&o&n  on  half  pay;  and  he 
assumes  that  these  last  receive  this  half 
pay  for  services  in  Parliament,  inasmuch 
as  they  are  discharging  no  other  duty. 
This  is  an  altogether  preposterous  pro- 
position. Such  public  money  as  these 
officers  receive  is  due  to  them  for  past 
professional  services  totally  unconnected 
with  their  presence  in  this  House,  which 
does  not  set  them  free  from  liability  to 
active  service.  The  position  of  a  Naval 
or  Military  officer  in  this  House  does 
not  exempt  him  from  service  in  his  pro- 
fession if  the  claims  of  duty  require  it 
from  him.  There  are  a  certaia 
number  for  whom  the  time  of  active 
duty  has  ceased,  and  the  public 
money  they  receive  is  due  to 
them  for  past  services.  It  is  a 
most  extravagant  exaggeration  of  facts- 
to  include  these  officers — any  of  them — 
as  receiving  half-pay  for  services  in  th& 
House.  Then  the  hon.  Member  said 
that  industry  and  labour  alone  were 
saddled  with  taxation  to  get  representa- 
tion in  the  House.  But  what  does  a 
lawyer  receive  by  way  of  remuneratiou 
for  representing  a  constituency  in  Par- 
liament ?  What  does  the  commercial 
man  receive?      Where  is  the  country 

fentleman  that  receives  payment  to  in- 
uce  him  to  come  here  and  devote  his 
time  and  attention  to  public  affairs?  It 
is  quite  clear  that  the  principle  the  faoD. 
Q^ntleman  lays  down  has  no  general 
application  at  aU.  Another  argument 
lies  at  the  root  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Fife,  that 
unless  you  give  salaries  to  poor  men, 
poor  man  are  practically  incapacitated 
from  entering  Parliament  at  all,  and  so' 
youlimit  the  ^ee  choice  of  constituencies, 
preventing  them  from  electing  Members 
they  would  desire  to  elect.  He  says  yott 
add  artificially  to  the  natural  inDuence 
of  wealth.  Well,  I  do  not  know  whether 
his  argument  would  not  carry  him  much 
further.  If  it  is  the  duty  of  the  House- 
to  level  the  distinotion  between  wealth 
and  poverty,  does  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  mean  to  contend  that  the  pay- 
ment of  £375  will  produce  anything  like- 
a  position  of  equahty  as  reguds  candi- 
dature ?  Would  this  tempt  a  poor  man 
to  leave  his  profession,  would  this  fiUup' 
the  distinction  of  level  between  the  rich 
man  and  one  who  is  not  blessed  with  equal 
fortune  ?  The  argument  as  to  freedom 
of  choice  should  be  met  by  the  con- 
stitnenoy  themselves  giving  their  Mem- 
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\es  that  whiob  the  hon.  Member  for 
Berwick  colls  an  indemnit;.  Conrider- 
able  skill  and  discretion  have  been  shown 
by  hon.  Kembers  who  haTe  conducted 
the  debate  irom  the  other  aide  in  aroid- 
iDK  a  difflcalt  position  that  would  arise. 
'Of  course  there  is  a  certain  plausibility 
in  saying  that  to  enable  a  poor  man  to 
go    to   Parliament    in  discharge  of  a 

Snblio  duty  you  mast  gire  him  euch  in- 
emnity  as  will  dispense  him  from  the 
necessity  of  earning  his  livelihood  by 
labour;  but  is  that  payment  to  be  com- 
jmlsoiy  to  those  who  do  not  want  any 
snoh  indemnity  ?  I  gather  that  the 
system  is  to  be  oompnbory — that  those 
who  do  not  want  it  are  to  be  forcad  to 
accept  it,  for  the  obriouB  reason  that 
else  you  would  establish  an  invidious 
distinction  between  paid  and  unpaid 
Members.  But  with  what  semblance  of 
justice  can  you  compel  570  Members  of 
the  House  to  teosire  a  remuneration 
they  do  not  want,  in  order  to  spare  the 
feeUoga  of  the  other  hundred  Members, 
who  otherwise  would  dielike  to  take  the 
remunerstion  they  do  want.  I  believe 
I  am  putting  the  figure  rather  high. 

b€ilieve  that  if  men  had  the  optio: 

being  paid  a  remuneration  under  any 
poseible  set  of  ciroumstances  likely  to 
-arise  at  any  time,  not  nearly  so  many 
would  come  forward  and  claim  the  salary 
For  various  reasons  the  great  majority 
of  the  House  would  decline,  and  so  you 
would  have  this  great  priaciple  intro- 
■duoed  in  order  to  gratify  the  choice  of 
some  few  constituencies  who  sent  Mem- 
bers to  Parliament  who  did  not  want  the 
Mlary.  Then  there  is  another  material 
oifflcalty  wbich  Moyerand  Seconder  have 
overlooked  somewtiat,  and  that  is  the 
provision  of  the  money.  I  apprehend  it 
is  proposed  to  throw  the  charge  on  the 
4I!onsolidated  Fund,  and,  perhaps,  hon. 
Members  may  consider  this  a  trifling 
expenditure — this  quarter  of  a  million 
*o  carry  out  a  Badical  reform.  This 
charge  is  to  be  thrown  on  the  whole  of 
the  country,  in  order  that  some  few 
Members  may  discharge  the  duties  of 
their  position  with  convenience  to  them- 
.-aelves.  I  do  not  think  that  this  is 
altogether  fair  to  the  general  body  of 
taxpayers.  I  do  not  propose  to  enter 
into  the  various  public  and  general  con- 
■tiderationB  that  arise  iu  oonaeotion  with 
the  proposal ;  but  let  me  just  mention 
that  the  general  rule  and  principle 
ibllowed  in  this  country  has  been 
Mr.  Mtth.m 
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hitherto  that  the  greater  part    of    our 
public  work — I  maysay  certainly  a  most 

filrtantJ>art — has  been  unpaid  work. 
R.  LABOUOHEKE  :  That  of  Minis- 
ters? 
•Mb.  MATTHEWS;  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  perfectly  well  aware  that  Ministers 
who  receive  a  salary  for  their  official 
ork  were  for  a  long  time  exoladed 
fhnn  this  House,  and  it  was  only  the 
consideration  of  the  absolute  necessity 
of  having  them  here  that  led  to  their 
being  permitted  to  have  seats  la 
the  House.  But  I  was  saying  a 
large  amount  of  public  work  and  moat 
valuable  work  in  the  country  is  unpaid, 
and  all  the  better  done  for  being  un- 
paid.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  a  line  of 
distinction  is  easily  drawn;  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  administrative  work 
can  be  discharged  by  unpaid  servicea 
as  effectively  as  can  work  such  as  that 
of  Select  Committees,  for  instance;  but 
there  is  a  vast  deal  of  public  work, 
useful  work,  performed  at  present  with- 
out  payment,  for  which,  if  you  admit 
the  principle  of  payment  to  Members  of 
ParHament,  you  should,  to  apply  the 
principle  consistently,  pay.  We  have 
just  created  a  large  number  of  Oounty 
Councillors.  Borough  Councillors,  of 
course,  have  existed  for  a  long  time — 
there  are  magistrates,  sheriffs,  jurors^ 
and  many  others  who  discharge  most 
important  functions  absolutely  without 
remuneration.  Can  anyone  say  it  is 
necessary  to  change  the  whole  system 
by  which  this  work  has  hitherto  been 
done  from  a  sense  of  public  duty,  and 
with,  perhaps,  a  feeling  of  pride  derived 
from  the  consciousness  of  doing  good 
public  service?  Can  anyone  say  the 
work  would  be  better  done  if  paid  for? 
How  far,  too,  should  the  principle  of 
<  payment  be  extended  ?  If  you  point  to 
the  example  of  foreign  countries,  where 
services  of  this  kind  without  payment 
are  absolutely  unknown,  I  reply  that  it 
is  pre-eminently  a  characteristic  that 
distinguishes  this  country  to  its  credit 
'  that  mere  is  a  stronger  display  of  public 
spirit.  I  deny  that  the  poor  man  elected 
by  a  ooostituenoy  as  the  best  man  they 
can  find  for  their  representative  need  be 
prevented  by  his  poverty  from  mtting 
in  the  House.  I  do  not  want  to  enter 
into  particulars ;  but  instances  will  ooonr 
to  many  hon.  Members  where  men  who 
oertainly  might  be  described  as  poor 
have  in  different  ways  which  I  need  not 
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particularize  found  the  meauBof  discliatg- 
mg  their  duty  aaHembers.  I  believe  the 
means  can  alvays  be  found  if  a  man  is 
the  free  choice  of  a  constitueiicj.  It 
irould  ba  invidioua  to  select  particular 
initanofls.  Originally  it  was  the  custom 
of  wealthy  patrons  to  aaaiat  young  men 
to  enter  the  House,  and  I  do  not 
believe  the  modern  democracy  will 
be  less  generous  than  the  patroaa 
of  old  days.  There  will  be  no  difficulty, 
where  V.  man  is  eeleoted  as  worthy  of 
the  confidence  of  a  constituency,  in  pro- 
viding him  with  the  means  of  taking 
Ilia  seat.  The  argument  that  you  will 
avert  those  evil  consequences  dreaded 
bybon.  Uembers opposite,  byconverting 
unpaid  into  paid  aervices,  aeems  to  me 
overetated,  and  not  founded  on  expe- 
rience. I  do  not  say  that,  from  the  fact 
of  being  paid,  a  man  necessarily  receives 
leas  respect  and  social  consideration, 
but,  at  any  rate,  the  fact  of  there  being 
no  payment  saves  a  Member  from  the 
suspicion  of  one  more  inducement 
added  to  those  eo  eloquently  enu- 
merated by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Fife.  I  do  not  aay 
payment  degrades  a  man — payment 
for  good  work  never  degrades — but 
I  do  say  that  the  position  of  Uembers 
would  be  more  open  to  suspicion,  more 
open  to  the  reproach  that  they  were  not 
earning  their  salary.  This  would  be 
thrown  in  their  teeth  by  the  constitu- 
endea,  and  they  would  be  called  to 
account  and  reminded  that  they  were 
expected  to  speak,  not  because  they  had 
something  to  say,  but  because  they  were 
paid  to  speak. 
*Mk.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Lsith, 
Ac.) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  finda 
some  inconsistency  between  the  speeches 
of  hon.  Uembers  on  this  side,  but  I  do 
not  think  that  any  of  ub  who  advocate 
the  payment  of  Uembers  would  affirm  a 
proposition  that  constituents  never  make 
mistakes,  and,  indeed,  under  a  system 
of  payment  of  Members,  it  ia  not  un- 
likely that  selections  may  be  aa  extra- 
ordinary in  the  future,  in  some  cases,  aa 
they  have  been  in  the  past.  But  one 
reason  why  selections  have  been  unfor- 
tunate ia  that  on  our  side,  at  all 
events,  the  limit  of  the  field  within 
which  candidates  can  be  selected 
is    an    extremely    restricted .  one.    By 

Eayment  of  Members  you  would 
ave  a  much  wider  field  of  recruitment 
than    at    present.      Hon.    Qentlemen 


should,  I  think,  take  note  of  the  fact 
that  the  wealth  of  the  country  is  not  ao 
much  found  on  our  side  as  on  theirs  ^' 
and,  therefore,  I  think  they  will  admit 
that  on  this  matter  alone  we  are  placed 
at  some  disadvantage  in  the  matter  of 
the  selection  of  Members.  Our  candi- 
dates, in  many  respects,  are  hopelessly 
handicapped.  The  right  hon.  Member 
opposite  mentioned  the  circumstance 
that  some  of  the  labour  representatives 
in  this  House  are  returned  under  condi- 
tions which  will  be  perpetuated ;  that  is 
to  say,  their  expenses  being  BLibscribed 
by  their  constituents.  Well,  I  think  he 
must  see  that  Members  who  are  now 
returned  to  the  House  with  their  ex- 
penses paid  come  here  with  their  hands 
far  more  tied  than  they  would  under  any 
system  of  payment  by  the  country.  They 
are  far  more  pledged  to  the  constituen- 
cies. It  must  be  extremely  difficult  for 
an  hon.  Member  who  is  returned  to  this- 
House  under  such  circumatancea  to  give 
that  free  and  independent  vote  which  ia 
so  much  desired  in  the  best  interests  of 
the  House,  and  without  which  your 
repreeentative  is  very  likely  to  become 
your  delegate.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man referred  to  unpaid  work  as  com- 
pared with  paid  work,  and  no  doubt 
there  is  a  great  deal  in  the  oontentioa 
that  so  long  as  we  can  find  proper  mea 
to  do  the  work  without  pay,  we  do  not 
require  to  pay  for  the  work  being  doue. 
But  it  does  not  follow  that  the  paid  men 
will  not  do  the  work  better.  In  Scotland 
the  Magistracy  is  paid,  and  no  argument 
could  induce  the  Scotch  people  to  go  back 
to  the  system  of  unpaid  Magistrates, 
although  the  system  is  found  to  work 
well  in  England.  I  do  not,  like  some 
hon.  Members,  attach  much  value  to  the 
historioal  precedents  which  have  been 
brought  forward ;  neither  do  I  attach 
value  to  the  precedenta  of  foreign 
countries,  although,  as  they  are  living 
compared  with  the  others  that  are  dead, 
they  are  entitled  to  more  considera- 
tion. My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Southport  (Mr.  Ourzon)  referred 
to  the  system  of  representation  in 
the  United  States  of  America.  For 
my  own  part,  I  am  not  so  sure  that 
Congress  occupies  bo  low  a  position  as 
compared  with  our  legislative  system  aa 
is  often  assumed  ;  and  as  to  the  coat  to 
Cougreas  men,  if  one  enters  into  detail 
at  w  it  ia  easy  to  prove  that  the  cost  of 
living  in  America   is  certainly  double 
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what  it  IB  in  England,  and  on  that 
ground  alone  there  is  reason  for 
paying  the  representatives  more  than 
we  would  have  to  pay  here.  There  is  one 
matter  in  regard  to  the  American  Con' 
greaa  which  should  commend  itself  to 
public  opinion  in  this  country,  and  that 
is  that  the  American  House  of  Bepre- 
sentatives  is  leee  than  half  as  nomerous 
as  the  present  House  of  Commons. 
With  the  present  unwieldy  House  of 
Commons  no  doubt  the  ooet  of  paying 
Members  will  be  very  great,  but  1 
should  hope  that  the  paasing  such  a 
Motion  as  this  would  act  as  a  lever  to 
induce  the  House  to  reduce  the  numbi 
«f  representatives  and  so  establish  a 
more  effective  Chamber.  We,  on  thii 
side,  when  we  propose  the  large  addi- 
tional expenditure  wbioh  would  beiU' 
volved  in  the  payment  of  Kembere  are 
taunted  with  our  opposition  to  in- 
oreaaed  expenditure  on  the  naval  de- 
fences of  the  country  ;  but  in  reply  to 
that  taunt  I  would  point  out  that  the 
Admiralty  themselves  are  doubtful  as  to 
the  ezpedieuoy  of  this  increase,  s 
shown  in  the  oontradictory  statements 
of  the  First  Lord  from  time  to  time. 
This  proposed  salary  of  £365  a-year  is 
not  meant  to  attract  men  within  these 
walls,  but  it  such  a  salary  were  paid  to 
Members  of  Parliament,  it  would  have 
the  e£Fect  of  enahling  poorer  men  to 
<x>mB  within  the  walls  of  this  House  if 
they  wish  to  do  so  and  constituencies 
wish  to  send  them.  So  long  as  the 
working  classes  have  not  a  free  selection 
of  oanaidatea,  there  cannot  he  a  real 
representation  of  the  people.  Under  a 
svBtem  of  payment  I  believe  that  we 
jshall  have  a  better  House  of  Commons, 
and  that  we  shall  get  more  men  who 
come  here  to  work.  I  think  that  as 
constituencies  have  shown  in  the  past 
that  whenever  good  men  some  forward 
they  have  a  good  chance  to  get  in, 
BO  they  may  be  trusted  to  select 
good  representatives  under  a  system  of 
payment.  I  do  not  think  they  are 
likely  to  accept  any  charlatan  who 
comes  before  them  without  asking  his 
Jormer  charaater.  Of  course  there  must 
always  be  some  risk  in  dealing  with  new 
lecruite,  and  with  an  unwieldy  Chamber 
such  as  this,  and  my  eyes  are  by  no 
means  shut  to  such  a  disadvantage ;  but 
I  think  it  ha^  been  pointed  nut  with 
sufficient  clearness  that  this  countiy 
iiaving  embarked  on  a  system  of  de- 
Mr.  Mwwo  Ftrguiott 


mooracy,  we  should  endeavour  to  make 
it  effectual,  and  I  trust  hon.  Q«ntlemen 
opposite  will  join  in  making  it  so,  instead 
of  endeavouring  to  shirk  the  inevitable. 

GKNBaAi  G0LD8WOSTHT  (Ham- 
mersmith) :  I  desire  to  say  that  my  con- 
stituents do  not  wish  Members  to  be 
paid.  I  believe  that  if  any  constituency 
wishes  to  be  represented  by  any  person 
who  ia  unable  to  pay  his  own  ezpenaea 
they  can  easily  make  a  collection  and  pay 
them  for  him.  The  hon.  Memb^ 
opposite  would  lead  the  House  to  sup- 
pose that  a  great  number  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  two  Services  in  the  House 
are  on  full  pay.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
out  of  all  the  Service  Members  in  the 
House  there  are  only  some  two  or  three 
who  are  on  full  pay  EUid  eligible  for 
employment.  The  others  are  on  the 
retired  list,  and  some,  like  myself, 
receive  remuneration  from  the  State  for 
past  services,  and  not  on  account  of  con- 
nection with  the  House.  I  shall  on  all 
occasions  vote  against  the  payment  of 
salaries  to  Members  of  Parliament. 

Ma.  J.  MOKLEY  (Newcastle) :  I  do 
not  propose  to  follow  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
into  an V  discussion  with  respect  to  naval 
and  military  pensions,  and  I  have  never 
felt  that  the  practice  prevailing  over 
Europe,  excepting  in  Italy  and  in  the 
United  States,  is  a  strong  argument  in 
this  matter.  I  believe  that  onr  own 
position  is  so  peculiar  historically,  eco- 
nomically, and  geographically, and  differs 
so  much  from  that  of  the  United  States 
or  a  country  like  France  which  has 
broken  with  its  past,  or  a  country  like 
Germany,  that  we  cannot  found  any 
strong  amiment  on  their  action  in  this 
matter.  But  I  am  convinced  that  the 
subject  is  one  in  which  the  mass  of  our 
constituents,  Conservative  and  Liberal, 
are  taking  an  increasing  and  ever- 
deepening  interest.  It  is  absurd  to 
pretend  Siat  by  the  mere  extension  of 
the  franchise  we  are  anxious  to  have  in 
this  House  complete  representation  of 
all  classes  and  sections  of  our  society,  if 
at  the  same  time  you  narrow  the  latitude 
of  choice  by  making  it  practically  im- 
possible for  more  than  an  extremely 
Umited  number  of  the  working  classes 
to  find  their  way  into  the  House.  The 
Home  Secretary,  in  language  which 
surprised *me  very  much,  said — "Oh, 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  at  all  in  the 
case  of  a  workman  who  could  not  provide 
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or  himself  while  in  thia  House  in  pro- 
vidiaff  meant  to  secure  his  seat  and  to 
maintain  him  while  oooupyiog  that  seat." 
If  that  has  been  the  experience  of  the 
right  hos.  Gentleman  it  is  very  different 
from  my  own  personal  obserration. 
I  believe  there  has  been  the 
greatest  difficulty  experienced  in  raising 
rnnda  to  pay  the  election  expenses  of 
what  are  called  the  labour  representa- 
tiveB,  and  more  difficulty  still  in  ob- 
taining funds  to  maintain  them  whilBt 
in  this  House.  I  do  not  wish  to  refer 
to  personal  oases,  but  it  is  well  known 
to  all  Members  of  this  House  that  there 
are  two  labour  representatives  who,  a 
year  ago,  were  placed  in  oiroumstances 
to  which  great  objection  might  fairly  be 
taken  by  them  or  their  friends,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  reluctance  on  the  part 
of  their  constitnents  to  continue  the 
fund  on  which  they  had  been  led  to 
rely.  This  is  a  matter  of  fact.  I  think 
the  Home  Secretary  is  mistaken  as  to 
the  fact.  The  right  bun.  Gentleman 
says  that  this  will  mean  an  increase  of 
taxation  to  the  extent  of  about  £aoO,000, 
And  he  says,  fairly  enough,  that  that 
would  not  in  itself  be  a  great  recommen- 
dation of  this  proposal  to  the  oon- 
fltituendee.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
•eems  to  suppose  t£at,  while  we  advo- 
cate this  proposal,  we  are  not  prepared 
to  pursue  a  policy  which,  in  other  re- 
spects, will  recoup  the  Exchequer  for 
this  outlay.  But  that  is  an  expenditure 
which  has  been  attacked,  not  very  syste- 
matically as  yet,  but  which  is  certain 
to  be  snergetioally  attacked  more  and 
more,  and  which  will  be  perfectly 
adequate  to  meet  the  demands  proposed 
to  be  laid  on  the  Exchequer.  Then  it 
is  said  tiiat  hve-sixths  of  the  Hembera 
of  the  House  will  refuse  to  receive  the 
salaries.  Well,  I  have  never  heard  of 
the  rioheat  Peer  in  the  Bealm  ever  re- 
fusing to  take  his  £5,000  a-year,  or  of 
any  other  Minister  refusing  to  take  his 
sabry  to  the  last  farthing,  and  I  think 
they  are  quite  right.  The  sums  paid  to 
them  by  Parliament  are  in  the  nature  of 
an  indemnity  (or  the  saorifioe  of  time 
and  professional  advancement  which  a 
seat  in  Parliament  details.  On  that 
ground  I  cannot  give  my  assent  to  the 
Amendment  ofthe  hon.  Member  for  Flint- 
shire. It  would  be  most  invidious,  and 
defeat  the  very  object  we  have  in  view, 
to  cast  the  cha^e  upon  the  localities, 
for  my  part,  I  am  going  with  greater 


oonfidenoe  than  before  to  vote  for  thia 
proposal.  The  great  political  writer 
Mill,  from  whom  I  learnt  and  was  glad 
to  learn  earlier  ideas  in  politics,  was 
strongly  against  thia  proposal.  He  said 
it  would  lead  to  the  admission  of  a  great 
□umber  of  sycophants  and  flatterers  of 
the  mob.  Well,  for  some  time  I  thought 
80  too,  but  experience  has  shown  tLat 
there  is  no  force  in  it.  I  think  with  the 
hon.  Baronet  who  spoke  from  this  side 
of  the  House  that  we  have  now  had  con- 
siderable experience  of  elections  taking 
place  with  a  low  franchise,  and  I 
appeal  to  any  Member  of  this  House 
whether  in  all  these  instances  character 
has  not  had  more  to  do  with  the  election 
than  a  mere  concurrence  in  the  opinions 
of  the  constituency  ?  The  more  free  we 
make  the  choice,  the  wider  we  make  it, 
the  more  likely  is  the  constituency  to 
choose  a  man  who  will  not  be  a  syco- 
phant or  a  flatterer,  and  in  whose 
independence  we  can  have  oon- 
fidenoe. There  are,  no  doubt,  other 
reasons  which  make  me  vote  for  this  pro- 
posal. It  is  perfectly  clear  that  we 
are  going  to  have  in  this  House  in  the 
next  few  years  most  serious  discussions 
pointing  in  the  Socialist  direction.  If 
we  want  to  meet  the  attacks,  some 
passionate  attacks  against  class  legisla- 
tion, depend  upon  it  it  is  our  interest  to 
leave  no  stone  unturned  to  make  the 
choice  ofthe  electors  as  wide  as  possible, 
and  make  the  ocoees  to  this  House  as 
open  as  possible  to  every  member  of  the 
community,  however  poor  he  may  be. 
On  these  grounds  I  shall  support  the 
proposaL 
*Hb.  8.  SMITH  (FUntehire) :  As  I 
undwstandl  am  precluded  by  the  Bules 
of  the  HoDM  from  moving  the  Amend- 
ment ia  my  name,  I  should  like  to  offer 
some  general  observations  on  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House.  At  the  outset,  I 
would  say  that  it  is  not  without  anxiety 
that  I  put  myself  in  opposition  to  Mem- 
bers for  whom  I  have  so  much  respect. 
No  Members  have  won  a  more  honour- 
able place  than  the  "labour  Members," 
and  it  is,  therefore,  with  some  hesitation 
that  I  speak  against  the  proposal  before 
the  Houae.  But  I  think  thia  is  a  ques- 
tion which  should  not  be  decided  merely 
on  abstraot  considerations.    This  debate 
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hsa,  to  Bome  extent,  been  oonduoted  upon 
abstraot  and  logioal  ooniider&tio&s.  But 
what  veighs  with  me,  and  vbat  I  think 
will  weigh  with  the  Houie  in  the  long 
rnn,  is  the  larger  and  broader  point  of 
Tiew — namely,  what  is  best  for  the 
welfare  of  the  country.  The  present 
proposal  is  one  whioh  would  have  very 
fiu^reaohing  effects.  England,  ahove 
all  oountriea,  has  been  distingaisbed 
for  many  years  for  the  public 
spirit  of  its  dtizeos.  There  is  no  other 
country  in  the  world  where  there  is  any* 
thing  like  the  amount  of  gratuitoue, 
unpaid  labour  that  there  is  here. 
Not  only  have  we  unpaid  work  in 
Parliament,  but  in  the  innumerable 
Boards  scattered  all  orer  the  country ; 
our  voluntary  system  has  become  a  habit 
and  tradition  of  the  country ;  and  I  think 
this  public  spirit  is  the  very  salt  of  our 
social  and  political  life.  It  keeps  the 
administration  of  our  affairs  free  from 
ooimption;  it  maintains  a  high  level 
and  standard  of  duty  such  as  I  think 
you  will  find  in  no  other  country 
in  the  world.  I  do  not  think  you  can 
change  the  constitution  of  Parliament 
without  affecting  our  public  life  at  its 
vei;  roots.  To  introduce  the  system  of 
paid  Members  of  Parliament  will  be 
to  supplant  the  veluntaty  with  the  pro- 
fessional politician.  And  I  cannot  but 
remember  what  I  have  seen  in  othei 
ooontriee — the  TTnited  States  in  parti- 
cular— and  I  believe  the  introduction  of 
paid  Hembers  would  sooner  or  later 
lower  the  character  of  this  House.  You 
may  depend  upon  it,  Ur.  Speaker,  that 
if  we  have  payment  of  Members  of 
Parliament  we  shall  soon  have  pay- 
ment of  Members  in  Town  GouncUe 
and  County  Councils,  School  Boards  and 
Boards  of  Oaardians,  the  Magistracy, 
and  all  those  public  bodies  with  whioh 
the  country  is  covered.  This  is,  so 
to  speak,  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge. 
We  are  discussing  now,  not  merely  the 
payment  of  a  few  hundreds  of  Members 
of  Parliament,  but  wa  are  discussing 
ttie  ultimate  payment  of  10,0U0,  or 
20,000,  or  30,000  persons  holding 
pubho  offices  throughout  the  oountry 
and  doing  their  work  both  honestly  and 
Mr.  8.  Smith 
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gratuitously.  What  have  been  th« 
consequences  in  other  countries  of  the 
adoption  of  this  oourfe?  We  could 
not  expect  this  country  to  escape  from 
the  degradation  of  politics  whioh  has 
taken  place  in  France.  And  we  all 
know  what  exists  in  the  TTnited  8tate» 
of  America.  It  ii  urged  that  the  adop- 
tion of  payment  of  Members  will  bring" 
a  lai^  number  of  working  men's  repre- 
sentatives into  Parliament.  I  do  not 
believe  it.  Where  the  system  does 
exist  we  do  not  find  that  working 
e  elected.  So  tar  as  I  am 
aware,  not  a  single  working  man 
sits  at  Washington  at  the  present 
moment — at  least,  I  have  never  heard  of 
any ;  nor  have  I  ever  heard  of  any  in 
Fnmce.  ["  Oh ! "]  It  may  be  that  ther« 
are,  but  I  have  never  heard  of  any.  I 
must  oonfess,  however,  that  I  do  not 
know  so  much  of  France  as  I  do  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  where  I  spent 
some  time  as  a  young  man,  and  where  I 
never  heard  of  a  single  case.  My  own 
opinion  is  that  we  have  a  lareer  number 
of  working  men  in  this  Legidature  than 
has  any  other  Legislature.  I  U'-  •Taiibs 
Rowlands:  No.]  My  hon.  Frieud  says 
"  No,"  but  I  shall  be  glad  if  he  can 
prove  that  is  not  the  case.  I  say  the 
payment  of  Members  of  Parliament 
would  tend  to  bring  in  not  a  larger 
number  of  working  men,  but  a  lai^o 
number  of  place-hunters,  men  whom  I 
must  call  self-seeking  demagogues,  who 
abound  in  those  countriee  where  pay- 
ment of  Members  exists.  Will  the  House 
permit  me  to  give  an  account  of  my  tm- 

fressiouB  formed  when,  as  a  young  man, 
visited  the  United  States.  At  that 
time  the  state  of  politics  was  simply  de- 
plorable, and  I  ask  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  what  I  witnessed  both  before 
after  the  Civil  War.  I  do  not  believe  and 
that  in  any  country  or  in  any  age  cor- 
ruption attained  to  such  enormoua 
dimensions  as  it  then  did  in  New  York, 
New  Orleans,  Baltimore,  Philadelphia, 
and,  indeed,  in  most  of  the  large  cities  of 
America.  In  most  of  the  State  Legisla- 
tures and  the  National  Legislature,  the 
state  of  politics  and  of  public  hfe  was 
also  very  bad.  In  New  York,  munici- 
pal affairs  were  entirely  under  the  control 
of  what  was  called  the  Tammacy  ring. 
A  parcel  of  scoundrels,  a  set  of  thieves, 
got  entire  possession  of  the  municipal 
government,  and  in  the  course  of  a  very 
few  years  these  men  stole  out  of  the 
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CStj  Treasury  the  sum  of  £4,000,000 
sterling.  These  men  were  all  attracted 
to  politics  as  a  money- making  profes- 
sion. In  tenyearathepnbliodebtofNew 
York  was  raised  &om  20,000,000  to 
100,000,000  dollars;  and  the  taxation, 
which  early  in  the  century  was  )  per 
oent  on  the  value  of  property,  rose  to 
mote  than  2)  per  oent  per  annum  on 
the  capital  valae  of  the  property.  That 
is  to  say,  that  supposing  house  property 
on  the  average  yielded  5  per  ooat, 
the  taxation  represented  50  per  eent.  of 
the  income.  I  believe,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  owners  of  mortgages  in  New 
York  did  pay  SO  per  cent.  ThiB  enormous 
amount  was  necessary  to  make  up  the 
defalcations  and  laeltM  of  those  scxmn- 
drels  who  embezzled  the  finances  of 
the  City.  There  was  more  or  less  the 
same  state  of  things  in  every  large 
city  in  Uie  country,  and  it  existed 
to  a  great  extent  at  Washington 
itself.  I  have  often  been  asked  why 
the  citizens  did  not  make  an  effort  to 
overcome  this  state  of  things,  and  to 
get  afTaira  into  their  own  hands.  Good 
citizens  did  make  very  strennous  efforts, 
and  after  striving  laboriously  for  years 
and  years  with  scant  success,  they  did  at 
length  succeed  in  turning  out  the  Tam- 
many ring ;  but  I  believe  that  since  then 
many  of  the  abuses  have  again  sprung 
np.  When  I  was  in  New  York,  there 
were  corrupt  Judges  in  the  pay  of  tbe«e 
men,  who  were  dismissed  years  after- 
wards, and  who  had  acquired  large 
fortunes  out  of  their  disgraceful  prac- 
tices. Now,  Sir,  allusion  has  been 
made  to-night  to  the  admirable  work  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Ur. 
Bryoe's  "American  Oommon wealth.") 
I  have  had  great  pleasure  in  reading 
through  the  greater  part  of  that  work ; 
and  I  believe  it  will  be  the  standard 
book  on  America  for  many  years  to 
come.  I  would  like  hon.  Uembers  to 
listen  to  a  little  extract  which  I 
am  about  to  read.  Mind  yon,  Mr. 
Speaker,  this  is  the  deliberate  oonolu- 
sion  come  to  by  my  hon.  Friend  after 
repeated  visits  to  the  United  States 
during  some  twenty  years,  and  with  the 
most  perfect  knowledge  of  the  American 
system  of  politics  which  I  venture  to 
think  has  been  acquired  by  any  English- 


"  Politics  has  now  beoomam  gainfnl  piofM- 
don,  like  ulvocaof ,  itookbrokiag,  the  iij  good* 
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go  into  it  to  Uts  bv  it,  ptinurily  for  the  wka 
of  the  MlariM  attaohed  to  the  pUoM  they  conat 
on  ^ettio^.  Beoondarily,  in  Tiew  of  tiie  oppor- 
tunitiei  it  offarda  of  nukiug  incideotiJ  and 
Bometimes  illegitimate  gaiua.  Ever;  person  in 
a  h£j,']i  Adminirtrative  Poat,  wkethec  Federal, 
State,  or  Municipal,  and,  above  all,  every  mem- 
ber of  Congraaa,  baa  opportniiitiBa  of  rendering 
vemcei  to  wstdthy  inaiTiduala  and  companies 
for  which  they  are  willing  to  pay  lacretlj  in 
money  or  in  money's  worth  ,  The  batter 
offidala  and  legislators— they  sre  tho  great 
majority,  Moept  in  Urge  oities— remat  the 
temptation.  The  worst  aaocnmb  to  tt,  and  the 
prw^eot  of  these  illioit  profits  renders  a 
political  career  distinctly  more  attnotive  to  an 
nnsarapaloui  man." 

That  is  the  state  of  things  at  fhe  present 
moment  in  America.  Some  say  that  an 
improvement  has  taken  place.  I  be 
lieve  that  improvement  is  very  slow 
indeed.  Now,  what  I  asssrt  is,  tha 
like  causes  produce  like  effects,  and 
what  you  see  in  America  to-day  yon 
would  probably  see  in  England  50  years 
hence  if  you  introduced  a  simitar  system 
of  paid  representatives.  I  hav«  ob- 
served that  whatever  custom,  faahicm 
or  abuse  finds  a  place  in  America 
sooner  or  later  becomes  aooUmatized 
here,  and  after  a  certain  number  of  years 
affects  us  as  it  affected  the  people  there. 
Now,  as  we  are  aware  that  in  America 
tbeaystem  of  paid  professional  politioians 
has  led  to  these  abominable  abuses,  I 
sav  that,  in  the  course  of  time,  when 
full  opportunity  has  been  given  to  work 
out  the  system  in  this  country,  we  shall 
see  similar  effects  bore.  Parliament  is 
now  free  from  corruption;  but,  with  paid 
Members,  we  should,  20,  or  30,  or  90 
years  hence,  when  the  present  Leaders 
of  Party  had  been  uiea.  away,  see 
a  very  different  state  of  things.  In 
Washmgton's  time  the  American   Be- 

gublic  began  on  virgin  soil,  and  it 
ad  statesmen  of  the  Ughest  character 
at  the  bead  of  affairs.  It  took  50  years 
of  the  professional  politician  system  to 
entirely  change  all  that.  I  say  that 
after  we  have  had  a  generation  of  paid 
Members,  under  the  same  conditions  as 
in  America,  there  is  too  much  reason  to 
believe  the  same  fruits  will  be  prodooed 
in  this  country.  Just  conceive  what  it 
will  be  to  put  into  the  hands  of  a  body 
of  professional  politicians,  largely  living 
by  politics,  the  control  of  £120,000,000 
of  hwal  and  Lnperial  taxation  1    Ckm- 
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ndar  what  wonld  be  the  ooniequenceB 
of  entnudng  to  CommitteeB  drawn 
from  this  olasB  Private  Bill  legislation 
inTOIvin^  enarmouB  sums.  Take  as  an 
illustration  the  MancheBter  Ship  Canal. 
There  waa  an  enterpriie  dealing  with 
£8,000,000  of  money;  it  waa  promoted 
as  determinedly  on  the  one  side  as  it 
woa  opposed  an  the  other,  and  each 
side  q>ent  some  £100,000  or  more  in 
Farliamentary  expensea.  The  decision 
waa  left  to  a  email  Oommittee  of  fire 
Members ;  and  we  have  never  had 
a  su^estion  or  a  whisper  as  to  the- 
honesty  or  uprightness  of  those  mem- 
bers. But  go  to  the  United  States,  and 
you  will  find  in  respect  of  such  under- 
takings  that  each  side  provides  a  lar^e 
amount  for  "blackmailing,"  and  if  it 
wishes  to  oarry  a  Bill,  it  will  have  to 
disburse  heavily  from  this  Secret  Service 
fund.  This  Secret  Service  fund  is  dis- 
boreed  to  a  large  extent  among  mem- 
bers of  the  Oommitteee.  It  is  a 
notorious  fact  that  it  Is  almost  im- 
possible for  any  great  Corporation 
in  America  to  carry  through  its 
work  without  patting  aside  a  large 
amount  of  money  for  "lobbying,"  and 
for  secretaud  unavowed  purposes.  There 
is  a  class  called  "  lobbyists  "  in  America, 
whose  profession  it  is  to  get  through 
Bills.  Th^  receive  large  sums  of  money 
of  which  they  give  no  public  account, 
for  it  is  perfectly  weU  understood  that 
they  could  not  be  publicly  vouched  for. 
I  see  from  the  accounts  of  one  railway 
quoted  in  this  book  (Mr.  Bryce'a)  that 
it  bod  put  aside  no  less  than  4,800,000 
dols.  for  this  Secret  Service  Fund,  or 
nearly  a  million  sterling,  in  the  last 
few  years.  Will  the  House  permit  me 
to  read  a  short  extract  from  my  hon. 
I^end'sbook  on  this  system  of  lobbyiDg|? 
It  is  well  that  we  should  know  something 
about  this  ^atem,  which  may  some  day 
migrate  to  this  conntiy ;  and  from  what 
I  saw  daring  the  time  I  resided  in 
America,  I  can  vouch  for  the  truth  of 
every  word  of  what  I  am  about  to 
read:— 

"^le  doors  of  Congfreas  are  bedeged  by  a 
whole  army  of  commnroiol  or  railroad  man 
sad  theiz  agents,  to  whom,  mnce  they  have 
come  to  form  a  sort  of  frofewion,  the  name  of 
'  Lobbyists  '  is  given.  Many  Congresg  men  are 
penoiikllj  iiitereB(«d,  and 'lobby*  for  them- 
salvBi  amoDR  tbair  colleagues  from  the  vantage 
glODDd  of  their  official  positioai.  That  the 
capital  and  the  hotels  at  Washington    an   a    _ 

■wst  of  moh  inferigoea  and  Tiuwhinatioaa  while  I  — some  of  them  going  into  office  poor, 
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ConmM  ii  ritting,  ia  admitted  on  all  hand* ; 

but  bow  many  of  Oie  members  are  tunled  no 
one  can  teU.'' 

How  long,  I  ask,  could  you  keep  such  a 
system  ont  of  England  if  you  once  ad- 
mitted the  professional  class  of  politi- 
cians ?  I  hold  that  it  is  true  patriotism 
to  face  these  facts,  and  take  due  cogni- 
zance of  them,  rather  than  rush  into  a 
change  of  which  many  are  unable  to 
estimate  the  ultimate  consequences,  and 
not  improbably  the  majority  of  those 
who  now  promote  it  will,  in  the  end, 
deeply  regret  their  share  in  its  in- 
troduction. Under  our  present  poli- 
tical system,  although  there  is  far 
too  much  of  party  bitterness,  there 
are  few  countries  in  the  world  in  which 
politicians  are  so  free  from  the  charge 
of  corruption,  or  where  such  a  thing  as 
the  acceptance  of  a  bribe  by  a  Member 
of  the  Legielature,  ia  so  absolutely  un- 
known. This  was  not  always  the  case ; 
but  happily  it  has  now  become  so,  and  I 
say  that  this  immunity  from  political 
venality  is  to  us  a  priceless  poaseseiou. 
There  is,  however,  an  increasing  ten- 
dency to  widen  the  area  of  politics 
and  to  Buck  into  their  vortex  one 
interest  after  another.  Among  other 
evidences  of  this  I  have  been  sorry 
to  observe  the  tendency  that  bos  been 
exhibited  of  late  to  identify  the  heads  of 
the  Civil  Service  Departments  with 
party  politics.  This  is  what,  more  than 
aught  else,  has  been  the  ruin  of  the 
American  system.  In  that  country, 
whenever  the  Qovemment  changes 
hands  upwards  of  100,000  of&cers  em- 
ployed in  the  Service  of  the  State  are 
turned  out  to  make  room  for  the  ad- 
herents of  the  victorious  party.  I  believe 
that  not  quits  so  extensive  a  clearance 
has  acflompanied  the  latest  change  of 
Government;  but  still,  the  system 
as  it  now  exists  is  a  detestable  one 
and  utterly  destructive  of  anything 
like  good  or  honest  government. 
The  men  who  obtain  office  under  such 
a  system  know  that  they  must  feather 
their  neats  in  a  short  time—  about  four 
years  at  most — and  the  consequence  is 
that  tb^  too  often  contrive,  in  one  way 
or  another,  to  oarry  on  the  feathering 
process    with   more    or    less    success 
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aad  oomiag  oat  rich  men.  If  th« 
working  of  tlie  political  machinnrj  of 
this  ooantr;  were  placed  in  the  hands 
of  professional  politioiauB  like  these,  do 
ynu  not  think  the  time  will  come  when 
they  will  use  the  power  with  which 
they  may  be  invested  in  the  same 
manner  &a  is  the  case  in  America? 
The  temptation  would  be  found  irre- 
sistible. It  would  be  too  much  for  our 
poor  human  nature  ;  for,  after  all,  we 
are  made  of  the  same  clay  aa  the 
Americans.  Both  are  of  the  Aot^Io- 
8a2on  race,  and  it  would  be  assuming  a 
great  deal  too  much  to  say  that  the 
evils  which  now  occur  in  America 
could  not  occur  here.  I  hold  that  if 
we  are  placed  in  the  same  position 
we  will  witnesa  similar  results.  The 
fact  is  that  the  American  "machine." 
as  it  is  called,  is  worked  from  top  to 
bottom  by  a  class  of  men  who  try  to 
make  as  much  out  of  it  as  they  can.  Uy 
lion.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Aberdeen 
(Mr.  Bryoe)  has  given  us  a  description  of 
this  "American  machioe,"  the  working 
of  which  is  an  illustration  of  what  comas 
from  handing  over  the  political  power 
of  the  country  to  unscrupulous  poli- 
ticians who  intend  to  make  money  out  of 
it.  [Several hon. HzuBE&B :  "Oh, oh!"] 
I  say  to  those  hon.  Members  who  cry 
"  Oh !  "  that  anyone  who  knows  any- 
thing about  the  working  of  the  political 
machinery  of  America  will  testify  to  the 
faot  that,  to  a  large  extent,  the  politioal 
business  of  that  country  is  put  into  the 
hands  of  men  who  would  not  be  trusted 
in  this.  Here  is  what  the  hon.  Qeatle- 
man  the  Member  for  Aberdeen  says 
about  the  American  machine  : — 

"Observing:  the  forms  of  coiunltiDg  the 
Totera,  it  iabalantially  iKnorea  them,  and  forces 
on  them  perBons  whom  thsy  do  not  kaow,  and 
would  dislike  it  thej  kuev  them.  It  subiti- 
tatM  for  ths  party  vatera  generally  a  small 
nombarof  piofessioiialBand  their  creatures,  ex- 
tracts pre-arranged,  nominatiooa,  from  packed 
meetings,  and  oalU  this  consulting  the  pleasare 
of  the  SDvereign  people  ....  It  is  less  trouble 
to  pat  up  irith  impure  offioi&la,  costly  city 
f^vernment,  a  jobbmg  State  legUlature,  au 
inferior  sort  of  Con^essman,  than  to  sacrifice 
one's  own  business  in  the  eSbrt  to  set  things 
right.  Thus  the  machine  works  on  and  grinds 
out  plac«B,  power,  and  the  opportimities  for 
illicit  gain  to  those  who  manage  it." 

These  "maohinee"  are  worked  by  a 
person  called  the  "Boss,"  who  dis- 
charges the  f  unetion  of  pulling  the  wires. 
Now,  with  as  the  wire-puller  is,  as  a 


rule.treefrom  oormpt  motives— althonf^ 
a  strong  partizan ;  but  in  most  of  the 
States  in  America,  the  man  who  con- 
trols the  party  machine,  who  pulls  the 
etriugs  and  gives  the  bias  to  the  side  to 
which  be  belongs,  is  this  so-oalled 
"  Bobs,"  of  whom  Mr,  Bryce  says : — 

"  It  must  not  be  sopposed  that  the  members 
of  Rings,  or  the  great  Boss  himself,  are  wicked 
meo.  Tbej  are  the  offspring  of  a  system. 
Their  morolitj  is  that  of  their  sarroundingt. 
They  see  a  door  open  to  wealth  and  power  and 
they  walk  in.  The  obligations  of  patriotism 
or  duty  to  the  public  are  not  disregarded  by 
them,  for  these  obligations  have  never  been 
present  to  their  minds." 

I  need  not  read  more ;  but  I  would 
repeat,  that  if  you  make  politics 
a  gainful  profession  you  will  soon  find 
that  you  have  commsnced  the  descent  of 
a  steep  gradient  and  will  be  unable  to 
stop  until  you  have  landed  yourselves 
in  the  quagmire  of  the  American  sys- 
tem, the  motto  of  which  is  "  The  spoils 
belong  to  the  victors."  I  have  been 
quoting  from  the  ablest  book  on 
America  that  has  been  published  in  our 
time— a  book  which  is  regarded  as  a 
masterpieoe  in  America.  Besides  this, 
I  wish  to  remind  the  House  that  I  have 
many  relatives  and  friends  in  America, 
and  that  in  what  I  am  saying  I  speak 
of  that  which  I  personally  know.  I 
hope  the  House  will  not  suppose  that 
I  am  attacking  the  great  American 
nation.  I  am  one  of  those  who 
esteem  and  honour  the  Americans,  and 
I  havb  said  nothing  whioh  most  of 
my  American  friends  would  not  say 
themselves  or  have  not  already  said  to 
me  times  out  of  number.  I  feel  assured 
that  if  you  had  some  of  them  in  this 
House  to- night  they  would  say  exactly 
what  I  have  said,  and  would  add  that 
they  groan  under  their  existing  political 
system  and  wieb  to  Heaven  they  could 
alter  it;  but  that  it  is  coiled  around 
them  in  such  a  way  that  it  is  impos- 
sible to  unwind  the  coils.  We  in  this 
country  would  be  crushed  under  so 
demoralising  a  system ;  but  America 
has  such  enormous  resources  that  the 
people  do  not  feel  anything  like  the  pres- 
sure we  would  have  to  endure.  They 
have  nothing  like  the  mass  of  poverty 
nor  the  congested  populations  we  have 
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ia  this  ooantry,  and  we  cannot  afford  to 
make  raoh  esperimenta  as  the  Americana 
areabletoinaulgein.  In  spite  of  the  po- 
litical corruption  prevalent  in  their  midst, 
the  Americans  are  a  moat  energeti 
active,  and  prosperous  people,  thejr  hv 
resooroes  which  we, do  not  poaaess ;  n . 
cannot  afford  to  plaj  the  pranka  or  run  the 
risks  they  hare  no  hesitation  in  encuun- 
tering,  and  the  Americans  are,  oonae- 
quentlj,  able  to  flourish  under  a  state  uf 
things  that  would  be  ruinous  to  an  old 
crowded  country  like  ours.  There  ii 
much  more  excuse  for   the   system  uf 

Eaying  Members  in  America  than 
ere ;  the;  have  not  the  leisured  class 
we  have,  neither  hare  they  the  same 
amount  of  public  spirit  aa  animatea  the 
claaa  from  which,  in  this  country,  our 
legislators  are  derived.  You  do  not  see 
first- rate  men  in  America  applying  them' 
selves  to  politics  aa  we  do  here,  and  I,  for 
one,  doubt  very  much  whether  it  would 
be  possible  to  govern  Auianoa  without 
a  system  of  payment  running  from  tup 
to  bottom.  Here,  however,  there  ia  no 
necessity  for  such  a  state  of  things. 
There  ia  no  difficulty  in  any  English  con- 
Btituenoy  in  finding  men  ready  to  be- 
come candidates  for  Parliamentary 
honours,  to  serve  any  office  they  might 
be  entrusted  with,  or  even  to  devote  their 
whole  lives  to  their  legislative  duties 
gratuitously.  Nevertheless,  I  can  fully 
sympathise  with  the  motion  of  the  hua. 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  Wansbeck 
(Mr.  Fenwick)  ;  and  if  I  could  see  aome 
via  media  whereby  it  would  he  possible, 
in  a  limited  number  of  cases,  to  provide 
payment  for  acertain  proportion  of  poor 
man  who  might  be  elected  as  Members 
of  this  House,  I  should  be  willing  to 
accept  euch  a  proposal.  But  I  do  not 
think  we  would  find  SO  Members  of 
this  House  who  really  desire  to  be 
paid;  and,  putting  aside  the  representa- 
tives of  the  working-class,  I  very  much 
doubt  whether  there  are  more  than  20 
or  30  British  Members  who  have 
this  desire.  I  put  it  to  the  House, 
therefore,  is  it  deairahle  that  we 
should  thrust  on  the  enormous  majo- 
rity of  unwilling  Members  a  payment 
which  is  only  demanded  in  the  interests 
of  a  very  small  number?  As  I  fear  I 
have  already  occupied  too  much  of  the 
time  of  the  Houee,  I  will  now  con- 
clude. I  would  merely  add  that  the 
view  I  have  put  forward  is  that 
entertained  by  the  great  Tribune  of  the 
Jf-.  3.  Smith 


people  whose  eulogium  we  have  this 
evening;  heard  pronounced  from  both 
aides  of  the  Houee.  The  late  Mr.  John 
Bright  was  opposed  to  the  payment  of 
Members  of  Parliament.  I  hope  that  the 
Houae  will  not  abandon  the  system  of 
gratuitous  and  voluntary  service,  but 
that  it  will  keep  up  the  standard  of 
English  public  life,  and  hand  down  to 
posterity  the  prioelesa  boon  of  an  inoor- 
mptible  Parliament. 

Majob  BASCH  (Essex,  8,E.) :  I  think 
that  a  oonatituenoy  have  a  perfect  ri^t 
if  they  consider  a  man  is  indispensable 
to  them,  to  pay  him  for  being  here. 
But  my  own  conatitaenoy  does  not  take 
the  view  that  ita  representative  should 
be  paid.  The  hou.  Member  for  the 
Wansbeck  Division  (Mr.  Fenwick ) 
seemed  to  think  that  there  are  sailors 
and  soldiers  in  the  House  who  have  an 
unlimited  draw  upon  the  public  purse. 
I  have  served  in  the  Army  niyaelf,  but 
that  haa  nothing  to  do  with  my  presence 
in  the  Houae,  and  theaame  may  be  said 
of  nine  out  of  ten  of  the  admirals  and 
officers  who  have  aeats  ia  it.  The  pay- 
ment of  membera  in  Victoria  ia  not 
likely  to  add  strength  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's argument,  and  as  for  the  United 
States,  I  believe  that  the  system  is  be- 
coming decidedly  unpopular.  If  we  are 
to  pay  Membera  of  Parliameat  I  do  not 
see  why  we  should  not  also  pay  town 
councillors,  county  councillors,  and  even 
magistrates.  Members  will  be  in  an 
extremely  unfortunate  condition  if  on 
going  back  to  their  constituents  they 
tell  them  that,  although  they  have  not 
been  able  to  induce  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  take  a  penny  off  the 
Income  Tax,  or  have  not  succeeded  in 
reducing  the  Estimates,  they  have 
secured  for  themselves  £365  or  £S00  a 
year  a  piece.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
real   solution  of  the    question    is    not 

gayment  of  Members  while  in  the 
louse,  but  the  faoilitadng  of  the  en- 
trance of  Members  to  the  House  by 
reducing  as  far  as  possible  the  enormous 
initial  expenses,  and  providing  State 
system  of  regiatration  of  electors. 

Notice  taken  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  Hduee  was  oounted,  and 
40  Members  not  being  present. 
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COU  MISSION. 
The  following  Sill  received  the  Royal 
Aeeeot:— Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2.) 

NEW  PEEK. 
E,  Oromartie— Francis  Sutherland- 
Leveeon-Oower  Baron  Macleod,  Baron 
Oastlebaven,  Yisoount  Tarbat,  and  Earl 
of  Oromartie,  having  succeeded  to  these 
titles  on  the  death  of  his  mother  Anne, 
Dachees  of  Sutherland,  by  virtue  of  a 
special  limitation  contatned  in  a  Patent 
bearing  date  the  2 let  day  of  October,  in 
the  25th  year  of  the  reign  of  Her  preaent 
Majesty,  was  (in  the  usual  manner) 
tntrodttced. 

INDECKMTABVBBTISKlIBHTaBILL^IIO.  34). 
A  Bill  to  tappren  indeoent  ■dTSTtiiameiits — 
Was  presentod  b;  The  Lord  Chawortb  (E. 
Heath)  ;  read  !■  ;  to  be  printed ;  and  to  he  read 
2*  on  Honda;  n«zt 

aUOKE  IftJtSAROB  ABATXllBNT  (UKTBOPOLIS) 
BILI..      (no.   13.) 
To  be  read  2*  on  Thursday  the  llth  iDitant- 
— (7A*  i.ord  SIrallUdtH  and  UompttU.) 


Return  regarding  the  lower  waters 
and    upper    waters  of  the  Tweed  re- 
■■         ;  of  the  Tweed  Oommisaionera 

Saalified  ae  such 
the     "Tweed 
distinguish  ing 
f  filings  in 
I   those 


its  tributaries,  and  naming  any  sadi 
tributary ;  also  statini;  the  number  of 
votes  to  which  eaoh  Commissioner  was 
entitled  under  Section  XXIL  of  the 
same  Act ;  ordered  to  be  laid  before  th« 
House.— (7%«  Borl  of  Minto.) 


a  qoarter-pait  Ten  o'clock. 


HUTJ8B    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,   Ut  April  1889. 

PRir^TE  BUSINESS. 

UEBSET  DOCKS  AND  HABBOITB 
BOABD  BILL. 
Order  for  Committee  read  and    dia- 
oharged. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  CommittM 
of  Seven  Hembara,  Foor  to  be  nominated  by  the 
House  and  Three  by  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion ;  that  the  Committee  Iiave  powoc  to  send 
for  persona,  papera.  and  recordaj  thst  Three 
be  the  quorum. ' — [Mr.  OiHrbwy.) 

Mb.  W.  p.  8IN0LAIE  (Falkirk 
Burghe):  Notwithstanding  the  different 
form  of  the  Motion  which  stands  on  the 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  (Sir  W.  Houldsworth), 
the  Constitutional  objection  raised  the 
other  day  etill  remains,  that  this  is  foist- 
ing into  a  small  Administrative  Bill  an 
instruction  of  a  wide-reaching  nature. 
The  proposal   of  the  promotera  of  the 

n:l1     •n^B    aln,n1<r   *rt    ^I^A     \n       fllB      illlflAA     ftf 


Bill  was 'simply  to  add  to  the  duties  of 
rdinary  Committee   appointed  to 
consider  the  Bill  an  inquiry   into  two 
3  X 
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S\aat&aDA  raued  b^  the  hon.  Hembei  for 
anoheeter,  and  no  iluz  waa  intended  to 
be  cost  upon  the  Oommittee,  although 
the    hon.    Qeatleman   the    Chairman 
of  Oommittee*  used  the  eipreeeion  that 
t,  limited    iiutriictiDn    of    that    nature 
would  be  lame  and  impotent.    We  be- 
lieved that  we  had  met  the  vieva  of  our 
Opponenta.     We  beliered  in  the  honesty 
of  their  atatements,   and  therefore  «e 
odoptmi   the  csourae  we  did.     A  Whip 
waa    issued    on    behalf    of   the   oppo- 
nents and  signed  bj  the  hon.  Uember 
for  Uanohesttir   and    others,  in   which 
they  asked  solelr  for  invest^adon  and 
in<)air;,  and  did  not  refer  to  legiBlation. 
I  hold  that  Whip  in  my  hand,  and  it 
says  that  the  object  of  the  Instruction  is 
to  enable  the    Committee   to   inqoire 
vhether  some  modification  in  the  oon- 
▼entng  and  election  of  the   Board   is 
not  necessary   in   order  to  enable  the 
eleotors   freely  to  exercise    their   func- 
tions.    There  is  not  one  word  in  tt  ac 
to  legialatioD.    I  also  hold  in  my  hand 
the    statement    of   a   Municipal    Cor- 
poration represented  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stoke  (Mr.  W.  L.  Bright),   in 
which  there  is  reference  to  inquiry  onlv 
and  not  to  leKislation.    We  still  think 
that  inquiry  ahoold  precede  legislation, 
if  inquiry  is  to  be  instituted  now,  but  if 
inquiry  and   legislation  are   to 
gether,  then  we  are  of  opinion  tl^at  it 
would  be  better  they  shoold  be  done  in 
the  ordinary   way,   with    the   ordinary 
Parliamentary  sKfeguorda,  necoBsitated 
by  the  introduction  of  a  Bill,  doe  notice 
•f  which  is  required  to  be  giTen  in  the 
month  of  November.  I  do  not,  hoveTor, 
-oppose  the  Instruction  or  the  Motion  of 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  but 
I  think  it  ia  only  right  on  the  part  of  the 
Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour  Board  that 
I  should  enter  this  protest  against  the 
eourse  propoaed  to  be  token. 
Uueation  put,  and  agreed  to. 


*8iR  W.  N.  HOULDSWOHTH  (Man- 
chester, N.W.]:  I  am  quite  willing 
merely  formally  to  move  this  Instruction, 
especially  as  the  hon. Gentleman  opposite 
says  he  is  prepared  to  assent  to  it; 
Bat  I  am  very  much  t«mpted  to  reply 
to  some  of  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  with  regard  to  our  original 
intsntion  of  inquiring  into  the  matter 
only.  We  always  oontemplated  Legis- 
lation, and  Legislation  by  means  of  the 
BiU  that  is  now  before  the  House.  No 
Mr.  W.  P.  Smdair 


doubt  we  were  willing  that  there  ahonld 
be  a  full  inquiry  before  any  alteration 
waa  made  in  the  Clauaea  of  the. Bill,  and 
we  were  exceeding  anxious  that  those 
who  were  opposed  to  the  views  we  hold 
shonid  hare  every  facility  given  to  them 
by  the  Instruction  to  appear  before  the 
Oommittee.  Our  main  and  primary  ob- 
ject was  to  ruse  the  whole  question 
before  the  Oommittee  which  ia  to  sit 
upon  the  Bill, butwenevercontemplated 
allowing  the  metier  to  rest  there  tf  the 
Committee  were  of  opinion  that  a  le^s- 
lattve  alteration  was  necessary.  In  that 
case  the  Committee  ought  undoubtedly  to 
have  power  to  make  an  alteration  with- 
out the  matter  being  hung  up  for 
another  year.  If  the  Committee  approve 
of  the  alteration  we  suggest  it  would  be 
manifestly  absurd  to  allow  the  matter  to 
stand  over  until  a  fresh  Bill  could  be 
brought  in  simply  to  add  three  words  to 
the  present  Bill  and  to  alter  the  fijfure 
10  to  SO.  Those  are  all  the  alterations 
that  are  required  if  our  views  are  sua- 
tuned,  and  X  venture  to  think  that 
my  hon.  Friend  is  taking  the  right 
course  in  accepting  this  Instruction 
as  a  matter  that  can  be  fairly 
fought  out  upstairs.  Our  only  de- 
sire is  to  place  this  trust  upon 
such  «  basis  as  to  give  to  every 
elector  the  fullest  opportunity  of  exer- 
cising the  franchise  which  has  been  con- 
ferred upon  him.  One  word  more. 
There  is  an  impression  that  this  is  a 
question  which  has  been  raised  by  the 
inhabitants  of  Manchester  from  a  feeing 
of  jealousy  towards  Liverpool.  There 
is  no  ground  for  that  impression,  and 
the  Chairman  of  Committees,  who 
seemed  to  think  that  there  was  some 
feeling  of  jealou^  between  the  two 
towns,  is  entirely  mistaken.  It  is  not 
the  case  of  Manchester  endeavouring  to 
get  hold  of  something  which  belongs  to 
Livn-pool.  For  I  hold  in  my  band  a 
'  paper  colled  the  Journal  of 
which,  I  presume,  repro- 
of commercial  men  in  that 


liverpool  pai 
CWmmtm, 
seuts  the  i 

town,  and  which  expresses  a  strong 
opinion  that  in  regard  to  the  expansion 
of  the  present  resources  of  the  Trust, 
and  enlarging  its  present  sphere  of  use- 
fulness, ^ere  is  very  great  room  for 
improvement.  This  journal  also  says 
that  "  many  people  who  have  watched 
the  prooeedinga  of  the  Board,  ore  of 
opinion  that  economy  is  not  as  well 
studied  08  it  ought  to  be."    It  will^ 
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tlieretca«,  be  nea  that  this  ia  not  in  any 
reapAOt  ft  q^aeetioii  o(  livalry  between  two 
ipreat  and  important  towns,  but  a  public 
qoeation  which  onght  to  eome  before  the 
National  Legislature.  I  beg  to  more 
file  InBtmction  which  stands  in  my  name 
apon  the  paper. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 


kiof  thacoiutitiitioiioTmodeof 
olBiition  of  the  Meney  Dookt  and  Horboar 
S<nrd  DWj;  b«  ntoosnsiy  or  ezpediant,  and  to 
make  provirion  tor  the  nme  aocordinKly ;  and 
tbst  all  Potitioiii  aniiut  the  aaid  BiU  already 
prwenled,  and  all  Fetiticini  wHioh  niaj  be  pra- 
MDted  not  Ister  than  seven  clear  dajrs  bcdore 
the  ritting  of  the  Committee,  reUting  to  matten 
raised  in  panignph  IS  of  the  joint  Petition  of 
the  Manohestei  Corporation  and  othen,  be 
rsferred  to  the  Oommittee :  and  that  inoh  of 
the  Fetitioneri  at  pray  to  be  heard  by  them- 
•elTDS,  theii  Coiuusl,  Agents,  ot  WitneMSi^  be 


■noh  Petitioner*."— (5t'r  IT.  H.  HmtUneDrth.) 

Hb.  SCHWANN  (Uanoheater,  N.) : 
On  the  last  occasion  when  this  question 
was  before  the  Hoase,  the  great  interest 
thatistakeninitnot  only  by  Kanohester 
but  by  all  the  large  towne  in  Lancashire, 
mauiown  by  the  presence  in  the.  Lobby 
of  many  of  the  Uayors  and  town  clerks 
of  corporate  boroughs,  who  would  not 
bare  been  there  if  it  hod  not  been  for  the 
interest  felt  in  the  matter  by  those  whom 
they  represented.  I  wish  altogether  to 
repudiate  the  snggettion  which  was  then 
made  by  hon.  Members  who  represent 
laverpool,  that  the  directors  and  share- 
holders of  the  Manohestet  Ship  Canal 
Company  wish  to  some  extent  to  steal  a 
maron  upon  lirerpool  by  obtaining  an 
alteration  of  the  proTiaione  of  the  present 
Bill.  I  repudiate  it,  beoaosetbe  question 
of  voting  by  proxy  and  enloi^ng  the 
area  from  woica  the  Mersey  Docks  and 
Harbour  Board  are  to  be  chosen  was 
one  whieh  attracted  considerable  atten- 
ticm  long  before  the  Manoheeter  Ship 
Canal  Scheme  hod  any  ohanoe  of  being 
carried  out.  The  great  oUect  in  view 
has  been  to  strengthen  and  inoreaae  the 
representadon  of  districts  other  than 
Liverpool.  At  the  preeent  moment  I 
believe  there  is  only  one  member  of  the 
Dock  Board  who  resides  at  any  distance 
&om  Idverpool,  and  he  is  the  represen- 
tadve  of  the  Manchester  Chamber  of 
Commerce.    I  trust  that  the  House  will 


support  the  Instruction  which  has  bee* 
moved  by  my  hon.  Colleague, 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  Hist  It  be  an  Inttmetion  to  tha 
Committee  on  the  Horsey  Dooka  and  Hwboni 
Board  Bill  that  they  have  power  to  inqoirs 
whether  or  not  any  modiflostioni  af  the  oooafi- 
tntion  or  mode  of  election  of  the  Uer«ey  Docks 
and  Harbour  Board  may  be  nnrnwurj  or  expe- 
dient, and  to  make  provision  for  the  same  aoi 
ootdinRly ;  and  that  all  PeUUons  againit  tlw 
■aid  BUI  already  presented,  and  all  Petitions 
which  may  be  presented  not  later  than  leTsn 
dear  days  before  the  Sitting  of  the  Committee, 
relating  to  matters  laiMOin  paragra^  16  of 
the  joint  Petition  of  the  Manoheeter  Ooipotstioa 
and  others,  be  refeired  to  the  Committee ;  and 
that  nich  of  the  Petitioner*  as  pray  to  be  heard 
by  thamselves,  their  Couneel,  Agenti,  or 
Witaeeees,  be  heard  an  their  Petitions,  if  they 
think  fit,  and  Couneel  heard  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  against  such  Petitioner*. 


HOTAL    . 
Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commia- 


1.  Consolidated  Fund  (No.   2)  Act, 


dUSSTIONS. 


Ma.  WILLIAM  CORBET  (Wioklow, 
E.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
rule  prohibiting  the  teaching  of  agri- 
culture in  mixed  schools  out  of  school 
hours  dates  from  29th  February,  1888; 
if  so,  is  not  Mr.  L.  Ryan,  Trooperstown 
National  School,  entitled  to  be  paid 
results  fees  for  the  ten  months  he  taught 
prior  to  that  date,  and  will  steps  be 
taken  to  p^  him  ? 

The  CHI£F  SEOBETARY  fok 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A  J.  Balfoitb,  Man- 
chester, E.) :  The  CommisBioners  of 
National  Edaoation  inform  me  that  so 
far  back  as  18th  Augnst,  1887,  Hr. 
Ryan  acknowledged  in  writing  that  he 
had  received  a  copy  of  the  Board's  rules, 
which  copy  oontamed  a  specific  direction 
that  if  boys  and  girls  in  a  mixed  school 
are  taught  agriculture,  the  instruction 
must  be  given  wholly  within  the  ordi- 
nary school  hours ;  and,  further,  the 
2X3 
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spectable  farmer  named  DbhibI  Bfaana- 
han,  was  malioionslj  deatroyed.  The 
plant*  were  oat  to  the  roots  apparently 
with  a  ooyibe.  It  is  the  case  that  Ur. 
Shanahan  had  refuse  to  TOte  for  a 
popular  candidate  for  the  office  of  Poor 
Law  Gaardian.  The  estimated  valaeof 
the  plants  IB  £f>.  No  person  has  been 
so  far  made  amenable;  but  the  police 
are  still  engaged  in  uaking  inquiries. 


I  were  distinotl;  informed  that 
all  pupils  examined  on  or  after  the 
Ist  March,  188B,  would  be  examined  in 
aooordanoe  with  the  new  rule.  The 
school  of  Vr.  Byan  'was  examined  in 
Haj,  18B8,  and,  notwithstanding  the 
express  direotioDs  issued  to  him.  he  had 
failfd  to  carry  them  out.  In  these  cir- 
oumstanoes  the  Commissioners  are  un- 
able to  pay  him  results  fees. 

lEELAND— DEFKCTIVB  POSTAL 
ARRANQEMENTO. 
Mb.  QILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  Qenerai  whether  a  great 
inoreaae  had  taken  plaoein  thenumberof 
letters  distributed  at  Banrarilla  (near 
Skibbereen) ;  whether  representations 
have  reached  him  that  the  present  poS' 
tal  delirery  is  defective  and  oauaes 
much  incuDTenienoe  to  the  inhabitants 
of  the  district ;  and  whether  he  will 
cause  a  sub-post  office  to  be  opened  at 
Bauravilla  F 

*the  fostuabteb  general 

{Mr.  B&iKES,  Univereity  of  Cam- 
bridge) ;  The  oorrespondeace  for  Bau- 
ravilla is  very  small  in  amount,-  and  I 
am  afraid  that  there  has  been  no  in- 
oraaae  since  the  question  of  the  Postal 
Service  was  last  examined.  Applica- 
tions have  been  made  to  me  for  on  im- 
provement of  the  service,  bnt  the  cost 
of  the  present  arrangements  already  ex- 
ceeds tho  revenue,  and  I  regret  that  I 
am  unable  to  increase  the  existing  de- 
fidenoy  by  going  to  the  expense  of 
establishing  a  Post  Office  at  Baurarilla. 

If  ALICIOUS  DAMAQB. 

Kb.  MACABTNET  (Antrim,  8.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  was 
aware  that  a  ridge  of  cabbages, 
measuring  100  yards,  belonging  to 
Daniel  Shanahan,  residing  near  Tralee, 
was  maliciously  mowed  down  last  week; 
whether  Daniel  Shanahan  had  refused 
to  vote  for  a  popular  candidate  at  an 
election  for  a  Poor  Law  Guardianship ; 
what  is  the  estimated  value  of  the  ridge 
of  oabbagee ;  and  whether  any  arrests 
have  been  made. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALPOUB:  The  Con- 
stabulary authorities  report  that  it  if 
the  case  that  on  the  night  of  the  1 8th  or 
morning  of  the  19th  Haroh,  a  ridge  of 
oabbage  plants  measuring  about  100 
yards  in  length,  the  property  of  a 


BOYCOTTINQ. 
Me.  T.  W.  ETJSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  whether  his 
attention  had  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing extract  from  the  charge  of  Baron 
Dowse,  published  in  the  Fi-a*mm't 
Journal  of  the  12th  March — 

"  I  am  also  informed  bv  the  oroper  anthori- 
tiea,  who  OSQ  ipaak  with  oonfldenoa  on  tbew 
msttara,  that  the  orinie  of  bojoattiag  has  de- 
cnMued  of  late  ;  that  whereas  then  were  some 
jean  affo  Beveral  bundroda  of  petsons  fat  the 
county  bojootted.  the  numbet  it  very  ooniider- 
ablf  deGreaaed,  and  in  the  month  of  Jaaoary  at 
tbU  present  year  the  agrarian  outragea  in  Keiry 
only  amounted  to  Sve  in  number,  ai  tompaivd 
with  a  Tsry  uonaiderable  namber  in  former 
yean.  Well,  nov,  T  am  very  glad  to  be  able 
to  Bay  that  there  ia  a  decrease  in  the  number  of 
boycotting  oSisncee,  The  number  of  peisona 
boycotted  in  Febnuuy  1888  waa  131,  and  now 
tha  number  ia  oalj  S3." 

Whether  he  was  aware  that  aimilsr 
statemente  mgarding  the  deoreaae  of 
crime  have  been  made  by  the  Judges  to 
every  county  in  Ireland ;  and  if  it  would 
be  possible  to  lay  the  charges  of  the 
Judges  at  the  Spring  Assixes  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  F 

Ua.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  learned  Judge's 
address  atthelateSpringAsaisea  with  re- 
gard to  the  large  decrease  in  boycotting 
and  agrarian  crime  in  the  oonn^  Kerry. 
It  is  likewise  the  case  that  in  other 
counties  in  Ireland,  where  the  Judges 
at  the  late  Assizes  have  commented  on 
crime,  they  have  also  been  able  to  oon- 
gratulate  the  people  in  regard  to  its  de- 
crease among  them.  The  course  sug- 
gested in  the  last  paragraph  would,  if 
feasible,  doubtless  afford  some  interest- 
ing information  and  light  with  respect 
to  the  considerably  improved  state  of 
affairs  throughout  Ireland ;  but,  inas- 
much as  ttiere  is  no  official  record  of  the 
addressee  of  Judges  of  Assise,  it  has 
bsen  the  practice  not  to  lay  them  upon 
the  Table  of  this  House. 
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IPBSTBRN  ATJ8THALIA-SIH  F.  NAPIEH 
BROOME. 

Ma.  CHANNIN&  (Northampton- 
shiie,  £.)  asked  the  Under  Seoretar;  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemtnent  had  come  to  am 
decision  as  to  the  teimination  of  Sir  F. 
Napier  Broome's  appointment  as  Gflver- 
Dor  of  Wefllern  Australia  at  the  close  of 
his  six  years  of  office  in  June  next  ? 

The  under  SECEETABT  op 
STATE  FOB  THB  COLONIES  (Baron 
Hbmbt  us  Wobub,  Liverpool,  Toxteth} : 
Her  Majesty's  Goveroment  do  not  intend 
to  advise  me  Queen  to  extend  Sir  F. 
Napier  Broome's  term  of  employment  as 
Oovemor  of  Weatem  Australia  for  any 
definite  period,  but  he  may  hare  to  re- 
main there  for  some  time  beyond  the 
2nd  June  next,  if  Ms  saooessar  oannot 
«nire  by  that  date. 

OHIElf  JUSTICE  ONBLOW. 

Mb.  OHANNINO  aaked  the  Under 
flecretaiy  for  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  any,  and,  if  so,  what  decision 
Jiad  heen  come  to  by  the  Executive 
Coonoil  of  Western  Australia  in  the 
oase  of  the  Petition  against  Chief  Justice 
'Onslow  referred  to  them  some  time  ago  ? 

Basok  H.  db  worms  :  No  decision 
has  been  oome  to  by  the  Qovemor  and 
Executive  Oounoil ;  bat  the  Oovsmor 
has  reported  that  he  has  laid  the  papers 
on  the  case  before  the  Legislative 
-Council. 

Ma.  CHANNINO :  Am  I  rightiy  in 
formed  that  the  papers  have  been  sent 
to  the  Colonial  Office  for  decision  f 

Baboh  H.  DC  WORMS :  Tee ;  that  is 
«0Trect. 

THE  WELSH  SUNDAY  OLOSING  ACT 
Ma.  ARTHUR  WILLIAM8(QUmor- 
can,  S.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
Wat  the  Home  Department  if  the  Qo- 
vemment  had  decided  whether  the  in- 

Suiry  into  the  working  of  the  Welsh 
unday  Closing  Act  would  be  made  by 
Bdeot  Committed  or  by  a  Boyal  Com- 
ouBuon ;  and  when  the  inquiry  wonid 
be  entered  upon  f 

IHB  SEORETABT  of  STATE  »>b 
TBB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mb. 
MATTEaWB,  Birmingham,  £.) :  The 
Oovenunent  have  decided  that  the  in- 

2 airy  shall  be  by  means  of  a  Boyal 
lommission.      The  inquiry   will    com- 


mence  as  soon  as  theneoessfEry  arrange- 
ments can  be  made. 

THE  NAVAL  PHOGEAMME. 
SiB  HENRY  EOSOOE  (Manohester, 
) :  I  beg  to  ask  Uie  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  it  is  with  his  sana- 
tion, as  intimated  tn  the  TVmra  of  33rd 
March,  that  the  designs  of  the  oer 
battle  ships,  upon  which  it  is  proposed 
to    spend     many    millions    sterling    of 

fubbc  mo  ney,  are  to  be  referred  to  the 
Qstitution  of  Naval  Architects  at  its 
next  ordinary  meeting  for  consideration 
and  discussion,  and  for  the  settlement 
of  certain  doubts  entertained  respecting 
them  ;  whether  he  ia  aware  of  the  pub- 
lished statement  that  the  meeting  in 
question,  which  will  probably  comprise, 
as  usual,  many  non- professional  visitors, 
is  "a  competent  and  technical  body" 
for  such  a  purpose;  and  whether  he  will 
consent  to  substitute  for  the  proposed 
semi-pablio  meeting  a  carefully  consti- 
tuted Commission  or  Committee,  com- 
posed of  scientific,  naval,  and  other 
persons,  possessing  suitable  means  for 
carrying  out  the  necessary  investigap 
tions  ? 

*Thk  FIRST  LORD  op  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing):  Ihava  no  intentionof  referring 
the  designs  of  the  new  battlesbipato  the 
Institution  of  Naval  Architects  for 
approval  or  rejection,  as  the  questioa 
suggests,  bat  with  my  permission  Mi. 
W,  H.  White,  the  Director  of  Naval 
Construction,  proposes  at  the  next  meet- 
ing of  the  Institution  to  read  a  papw 
explajiatory  of  these  designs,  and  in 
reply  to  certain  allegations  made  oon- 
oermi^  them  ia  the  public  Press.  A 
Commission  on  the  design  of  war  shipa 
has  more  than  once  been  appointed.  In 
every  case  it  has  led  to  great  delay,  ex- 
penscand  unsatisfactory  compromises,  for 
whioh  no  one  is  individually  responsible. 
I  am  not  disposed  to  repeat  the  experi- 
ment, especially  as  the  Naral  Lords  and 
the  Service  generally  have  thorough 
confidence  in  the  capacity  and  experience 
of  the  Director  of  Naval  Construction, 
Mr.  W.  H.  White,  as  a  designer  of 
warships. 

Sib  B.  J.  REED  (Cardiff) :  May  I 
ask  the  noble  Lord  if  he  has  any  objec- 
tion to  my  seeing  the  designs  of  the 
ship  before  they  are  discussed  before 
the  Institution  of  Naval  Arohiteots  ? 

*LoBD  G.  HAMILTON :  Certainly. 
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Sir  B.  J.  BEED:    Doea  the  noble 
Lord  mean  jea  or  no  t 
«Loi)D  a  HAMILTON :  No;oertainl; 
not. 

lEELAKD— MOONLIOHTI^G. 
Hb.  UA0ASTNE7  asked  the  Chief 
Seoretaiy  to  the  Lord  lientenant  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  had  been 
called  to  the  foDowine  statement,  which 
appeared  in  the  i>ady  Sxprut  on  21st 

"He  townknd  of  Do^ni,  near  Ermia,  w»a 
on  Tnsidajr  nigjit  the  ecane  of  a  MtioDi  moon- 
lightiDg  nid.  The  hoaMs  of  a  Qnmler  of 
(sraMn  in  the  diitiiet  to  whom  Poor  Law 
voUng  paprav  had  been  dUtribated  tlie  prenotu 
da^  were  Tinted  by  a  pattj  of  men  pwUr  dia- 
gnued,  carrying  sticu,  who  demanded  the 
napm;  the  houiM  of  two  farmsn  named 
Hlnen^  were  flnt  Tinted,  next  that  ol 
John  Heffankao,  from  all  of  whom  the  papen 
wen  taken.  Pat  Lawlot'e  wai  next  Tinted, 
hnt  here  IawIot  and  his  son  were  prepared  for 


OMt  with  a  stnbbun  rematanoe,  and  i 


raiden  were  heie  baffled  in  tliciiobjeot.  In  all, 
the  papen  weratakeo  from  dxhonaea.  A  Tery 
bitter  oonteet  ii  being  oondncted  in  the 
daot«nl  diTinon  of  the  Poor  Law  Union  ot 
.Bnnii ;  the  caadidatea  are  Hr.  Paul  Bbehan, 
Saoratary  to    the     Branch   of    the    National 


Whether  any  arreats  had  since  bees 
made ;  and  whether  he  would  take  steps 
to  prevent  any  interference  with  the 
freedom  of  election  at  Doora  f 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  The  Oon- 
stabnlary  authorities  report  that  the 
facte  are  Babstantially  as  stated  in  this 
question,  but  that,  so  far  as  the  police 
are  aware,  the  number  of  houses  visited 
waa  five.  The  raid  was  made  at  about 
midnight  on  19th  March.  Two  of  the 
farmers  surrendered  their  voting'  papers 
at  once  upon  their  beinK  demanded,  a 
'third  refused  to  do  so,  out  upon  three 
of  his  windows  being  completely 
smashed  from  outside,  his  wife,  to 
prevent  further  injury,  surrendered  the 
paper.  When  the  house  of  Lawlor  was 
brokon  into  he  resiated,  receiving  a  cut 
on  the  head  by  being  struck  with  a 
stick,  the  wound,  however,  not  being 
serious.  He  forced  a  hatchet  &om  one 
of  his  assailants  while  the  other  men 
were  engaged  in  breaking  his  windows. 
They  had,  nowever,  to  leave  without  his 


The  object  of 


the  rud  was  to  prev«it  theoe  farmnS' 
from  voting  against  Hr.  Skehan,  the 
•ecretatr  of  the  late  local  branch  of  the- 
National  League,  printed  notioes  bavins' 
been  posted  on  the  doors  and  hotisea  <$ 
several  of  the  votets  calling  upon  them, 
to  support  the  League  raudidate.  No 
on  has  been  so  far  made  amenable. 

intimidati'on  has  proved  ine£FeotaaI, 

the  other  candidate,  Mr.  Lynch,  having 
been  elected,  I  understand,  by  a  majoritf 
of  30  votes. 

Me.  p.  J.  POWEB  (Waterford,  E.)  : 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  awar» 
that  moonlighting  wasuoknown  in  OUro 
until  his  poli^  waa  introduoed  ? 

Mb.  A.J.  BA.LFOUB:  I  believe  that 
Clare  has  distinguished  itself  in  every 
variety  of  agrarian  orime. 

PENSIONS— MODE  OP  PATHBNT.' 
Mb.  summers  (HuddersEeld)  asked 
the  Postmaster  Chsneral  whether  he 
would  consider  the  advisabilty  of  adopt- 
ing some  plan  by  which  pensions 
may  be  enabled  to  draw  their  pensionB 
weekly  or  monthly  through  the  ma- 
chinery supplied  by  the  Post  OfKoe  ? 

«Mb.  SAIKES  :  The  hon.  Member 
does  not  specify  the  particular  pennon* 
to  which  he  refers.  As  regards  weekly 
pensions,  I  m»  say  that  some  short 
time  ago  the  Treasury  ezpreosed  itssU 
averse  to  the  payment  of  pennons  weekly 
which  is  necessarily  a  very  expensive 
arrangement. 

IBELAND— FBNIT  FIBE. 
Mb.  BIOOAB  (Cavan)  asked  thft 
Secretary  to  the  Treasnry  whether  hia 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  prooeed- 
inga  before  the  last  Kerry  Grand  Jury, 
when  an  application  made  by  the  oess- 
payers  of  tne  barony  of  Irraghtioonnor, 
to  have  the  necessary  steps  taken  to  in- 
vestigate the  expenditure  of  £96.000 
obtained  for  the  purpose  of  erecting  a 
pier  at  Fenit  was  refused  by  a  majority 
of  10  to  B  ;  whether  he  ia  aware  that  t^ 
the  direction  of  the  previous  Grand  JuiXp 
the  opinion  of  eminent  counsel  had  been 
obtained  in  the  matter,  which  stated 
that  several  thousand  pounds  had  been 
misapplied  by  the  Harbonr  Board; 
wheUier  that  opinion  was  lidd  before  the 
present  Grand  Jury  before  they  came  to 
their  deotsion ;  whether  some  of  the 
members  of  the  Grand  Jury  who  voted 

r'nst  the  proposed  investigation  wer» 
membws  of  the  Harbonr  Board 
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and,  if  H,  hoir  manr;  whether,  nnder 
the  oiraamBtanoes,  he  will  direct  the 
Qoftrd  of  Works,  from  whom  the  loan 
was  obtained,  to  hold  a  pahlio  inquiry 
into  the  maaner  in  which  the  £95,000 
has  been  expended,  and  to  ascertain 
whether  the  pier  hoa  been  oompleted  ac- 
eording  to  the  original  contract  and 
q^ecifioation ;  whether  sheds  and  cranes 
aa  proTidad  for  br  the  speoifioation  have 
been  erected ;  and  whether  the  oondition 
laid  down  by  instruotions  from  the  Lord 
lieutenant  at  the  time  when  the  rate- 
payers were  asked  to  sanction  the  loan, 
viz.,  that  no  portion  of  the  loan  should 
be  allocated  to  the  canal  or  any  other 
purpose  than  the  erection  of  the  pier, 
nas  been  strictly  adhered  to  ? 
•Tkb  SEOEBTART  to  tbk  TEEA- 
SUBT  (Mr.  Jaoksoit,  Leeds,  N.) :  I  am 
afteid  ttiat  I  can  add  nothing  to  the 
anawer  which  I  gave  to  the  hon.  Uem- 
ber  for  North  Meatb  on  Friday  last ;  the 
matter  has  not  been  brought  officially 
bef(vethe  Treasury  orthe  Oomnissioners 
of  Publio  Works. 

TITHE  DI8TK*INTa 
Hb.  BOWEN  B0WLA.ND3  (Cardi- 
ganshire) asked  the  Seoretaryof  State  for 
file  Home  Department  whether  he  had 
reoelTed  any  information  as  to  the  con- 
tert  of  the  police  at  Tredafydd  Farm,  in 
tte  parish  of  Fenbryn,  during  the  tithe 
^strainte  there  on  19th  March;  whether 
it  was  the  fact  that  the  police  charged 
and  batoned  the  peasants,  who  had 
■riven  no  other  cause  of  offence  than 
Gghting  a  bonfire  ;  and  whether  three 
of  the  police  set  upon  and  beat,  amongst 
others,  en  old  man  who  had  made  no 
sort  of  disturbance  or  threatened  any 
resistance  ?  He  also  asked  who  was  the 
Superintendent  of  Police  who  supplied 
to  the  Chief  Constable  of  Cardiganshire 
the  information  that  the  peasants  of 
Fenbryn  were  determined  to  ill-use  the 
b^Iiffa  employed  to  levy  tithe  distraints 
on  19th  March  last ;  at  what  date  such 
information  was  given ;  and  whether  it 
was  given  in  writing  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  infimned 
b^  the  Chief  Constable  that  during  the 
distraints  for  tithe  at  Fenbryn  on  the 
19th  uli,  on  approaching  a  farm  called 
Tredafydd,  he  saw  a  large  volume  of 
amoke  issning  from  the  yard,  and  before 
the  police  reached  the  place  a  volley  of 
atones  was  thrown  at  them  from  the 
direction  of  the   smoke.     On  entering 


the  premises  the  p<dioe  were  attatdked 
with  pitchforks,  several  of  which  wer» 
taken  from  the  crowd,  and  a  man  with, 
a  knife  in  his  hand  was  also  ariaed  by 
the  police.  The  Chief  Constable  is  not 
aware  that  any  old  man  was  beaten  by 
the  police,  but  some  of  the  crowd  wero 
injured  in  the  Rcuffle.  I  will,  if  the  hon. 
Member  wishes  it,  give  him  privately 
the  name  of  the  superintendent  who 
gave  the  informati<m  referred  to.  The 
information  is  in  writing,  and  is  dated 
the  16th  of  March,  1889. 

IRELAND— FATBBR  FA&BELLT. 

Ma.  WILUAM  COBBET  asked  tho 
Chief  Seoretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  his  attention  hod  been 
drawn  to  the  report  that,  on  the  Ber. 
Father  Farrelly  going,  on  Wednesday 
evening,  to  the  police  barrack  in  Ark- 
low  to  surrender  himself  to  the  police, 
aooompanied  by  his  parish  priest,  the. 
Bev.  James  Dunphy,  Constable  Saok- 
well  caught  Father  Farrelly  by  the 
throat,  in  the  presence  of  an  esoited 
multitude;  had  he  received  anyBeport 
of  the  reasons  given  by  the  polioe  for 
batoning  the  people  on  this  oooasion, 
wounding  eight  men;  and,  what  steps 
did  he  intend  to  take  to  inquire  into  tha 
occurrence? 

Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.) : 
May  I  ask,  before  the  right  hao.  Gentle- 
man  replies,  if  it  ia  the  case  that  the  Ber. 
Father  Farrelly  went  to  the  barrack 
in  an  excited  state,  considerably  under 
the  influence  of  drink,  and  seizing  hold 
of  the  bell-rope,  commenced  to  ring  the 
bell  in  order  to  attract  the  people ;  and 
whether  any  further  force  was  used  than 
was  necessary  in  order  to  prevent  the 
rev.  gentleman  from  ringing  the  bell  t 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOTTR :  The  facts  ar» 
as  follow:  Father  Farrelly  had,  it  is 
true,  written  to  the  Conetahulary  stating 
that  he  would  surrender  himself;  but 
he  at  one  time  appeared  unwilling  to  do 
so,  and  therefore  it  was  that  his  hous* 
was  broken  open  with  a  view  to  his 
arrest.  The  house  was  barricaded,  and 
the  polioe  were  within  their  legal  right 
in  what  they  did.  It  is  not  true  that, 
upon  the  oooasion  of  Father  Farrelly 
going  to  the  police  barracks  to  surren- 
der  himself,  he  was  assaulted  by  tha 
polioe. 

Me.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.^:  Per- 
haps the  right  hon.  Oentleman  is  now 
in  a  position  to  answer  some  quesliona 
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whioh  tho  Solicitor  Oeneral  for  Ireland 
vaa  OD  Wednetdaj,  and  faa  hlmaelf  on 
XViday,  werennabfe  toaaflwer.  Was  not 
a  joint  letter  written  to  tlie  police  an- 
^orities  by  Father  Olarke  and  Father 
Farrelly  annoanoin;  their  rsadiaesa  to 
be  arrested;  why  was  the  warrant  for 
their  arreat  held  over  for  fire  weeks, 
when  the  police  oould  have  arrested 
Father  Farrelly  every  day;  why  was 
the  first  step  they  took  the  breaking  in 
of  Father  Farrelly's  house  in  the  dead 
of  night ;  and  what  was  the  legal  au- 
tfaority  nnder  which  the  polioe  acted  ? 

,  Mb.  a.  J.  BALFUtTK :  I  think  it 
would  be  more  oonveoient  that  the  right 
hon.  Gestlemaa  should  put  these 
qnestioas  dowa  upon  the  paper. 

Ma.  SEXTON :  I  did. 

Ub.  a.  J.  BALF0T7B:  Although  I 
have  seen  a  report  from  the  police  I  ant 
n.iiable  to  answer  the  qaeetions  except 
from  recollection.  With  r^ard  to  the 
first  question  I  do  not  know  whether  a 
joint  letter  was  sent  by  the  two  reverend 
gentlemen  referred  to,  hot  the  oiroum- 
etanoee  which  transpired  showed  that 
they  were  by  no  means  anxious  to  be 
arrested.  In  regard  to  the  breakinti 
into  Father  Farrelly's  house  at  the  dead 
of  night  my  belief  is  that  it  occurred 
earl;  in  the  morning.  The  police  sum- 
moned Father  Farrelly  to  come  out,  and 
finding  that  their  summons  was  not 
responded  to,  and  that  the  bouse  was 
banivaded,  they  broke  into  it,  and  did 
not  find  that  Father  Farrelly  was  there. 
As  to  legal  authority,  I  believe  that  all 
the  polioe  did  waa  entirely  within  their 
legal  right. 

Mb  SEXTON:  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  affirm  the  very  unusual  sug- 
aeation  made  by  the  bon.  Member  for 
South  Belfast  (Mr.  Johnston)  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOITB :  I  have  no  in- 
formation on  the  subject. 

Ma.  OLANOY  (Dublin  County.  N)  : 
An  intimate  acquaintance  with  Father 
Farrelly  enables  me  to  say  that  the 
iasiDUStion  ooaveyed  in  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Belfast  will 
be  regarded  by  everybody  who  knows 
Father  Farrelly  as  a  gross  and  cowardly 
oalumny. 

Mb.  W.  OORBET:  Has  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  seen  in  a  local  Tory 
paper  a  statement  that  when  the  train 
arrived  at  Arklow,  Father  Farrelly  went 
on  to  the  platform  and  asked  the  ser- 
geant of  polioe  if  ha  had  a  warraut  for 
Jfr.  Btgtom 
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hia  arrest ;  that  the  sergeant  replied  in 
the  negative,  and  Father  FarreUy  then 
went  away  stating  that  be  would  be  prs- 
pared  to  give  himself  up  at  10  o'clock  on 
the  following  morning?  A  large  crowd 
had  asMmbled  who  nooted  the  polioe, 
but  Father  Farrelly  advised  them  to  go 

1£b.  A.  J.  BALFOUK :  I  have  not 
seen  the  report  to  which  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber refers,  but  it  it  is  correct  it  is  in  no 
way  inconsistent  with  the  statement  I 
just  made,  that,  notwithstanding  the 
joint  letter,  Father  Farrelly  displayed  no 
extreme  readineas  to  be  arrested. 

Ha.  SEXTON :  Is  it  the  faot  that 
eventually  the  rev.  gentleman  went  to 
gaol  of  his  own  aooord,  aocompaoied  by 
two  officers  in  plain  clothes? 

Ha.  JOHNSTON :  Is  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  able  to  say  why  Father 
Farrelly  rung  the  bell  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOTTB :  I  must  respect- 
fully point  out  to  hon.  Members  that 
most  of  the  questions  put  to  me  have  a 
very  indirect  reference  to  the  queetioa 
on  the  paper.  I  must  ask  that  notioe 
should  be  given  of  tbem. 

Subsequently, 

Mk.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) : 
The  hen.  Member  for  South  Belfast 
(Mr.  Johnston)  has  stated  that  the  Ber. 
Father  Farrelly  was  drunk  on  a  certaia 
oocasion,  and  I  desire  to  ask  him  a 
question  on  the  subject. 
*Mb.  speaker  :  I  would  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  that  would  be 
a  most  irregular  proceeding.  The  ex- 
pression referred  to  was  used  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Belfast  in  a  supplementary  question, 
and  may  be  taken  as  ao  illustration  of  the 
abuse  of  the  praotioe  of  putting  these 
supplementary  questions.  I  think  it  ia 
right  that  the  matter  should  be  allowed 
to  rest  there.  It  would  bo  ont  of  order 
for  the  bon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dublin  County  to  ask  any  further 
queation  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  CLANCY:  It  was  because  . I 
knew  I  had  been  somewhat  out  of  order 
that  I  rose  to  put  this  questiDn ;  and  I 
now  throw  myself  on  the  indulgence  of 
the  House,  in  order  that  I  may  be 
enabled  to  put  the  question.  A  grou 
imputation  has  been  cast  on  the  Kev. 
Father  Farelly  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Belfast. 
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in  the  direction  of  maklDg  the  Boaid 
represeatatire. 


•Hk.  8P£AK£B:  There  was  no  doubt 
an  imputation  thrown  out,  but  it  was 
irreleTsnt  and  arose  iu  a  supplemen- 
tary queetioD,  whicb  I  abould  never 
have  aUowed  to  hare  been  pat  on  the 
Paper  had  it  been  submitted  to  me.  It 
was,  however,  put  before  I  oould  inter- 
fere, and  it  was  met  with  a  denial  by  an 
hon.  Gtendeman  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House,  and  there  the  matter  ought 
to  he  allowed  to  rest. 

Ha.  CIANOT :  I  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Qentleman  the  If  ember  for  South  Bel- 
fast either  to  give  bis  authority  for  the 
statement  he  has  made,  or  to  with- 
draw it. 
•Mb.  speaker^  Order,  order! 

lla.  8EX70N  (Belfast.  W.):  X  wish 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
whether  there  *bs  anything  in  the  de- 
tailed Beport  of  the  arrest  of  the  Ber. 
Father  Farrelly  that  oould  justify  the 
impatation  throvn  out  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Uember  for  Belfast  (Mr. 
Johnston)  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  have  given 
the  whole  substance  of  the  Beport,  and 
told  the  House  that  the  rev.  gentleman 
seemed  to  have  been  excited,  but  there 
was  nothing  at  all  that,  so  far  as  I 
know,  would  iu  any  way  bear  out  the 
imputation  that  has  been  made. 

HUGO  LUNATIC  A8VLDM. 

Ma.  OONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  had  any 
objection  to  publishiug  and  distributing 
among  Members  copius  of  the  plan  for 
the  re- organisation  of  the  Board  of 
Lunatic  Asylums,  which  was  discussed  io 
a  Oiroular  issued  9tli  May,  1666;  whe- 
ther the  Board  of  the  Sligo  Lunatic 
Asylum  W3uld  in  futnre  consist  of  19 
guardians,  of  whom  five,  who  are  to  be 
srand  juroiB,  will  be  appoin  ed  by  his 
Bsoellencj ;  and  whether  there  was 
any  intention  of  modifying  this  arrange- 
ment in  the  direotion  of  electing  the 
Board  on  popular  lines  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  have  no 
objection,  if  the  hon.  Member  will  move 
for  it.  Sligo  and  Leitrim  Asylum  will 
bave  a  Boud  of  19 ;  nine  nonuuated  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  direct,  10  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  from  names  submitted 
to  him  by  tlie  Grand  Juries.  The  new 
plan  is  itaelf  an  important  modification 


POSTAL  DEUVBMEB. 
Ma.  OONWAY  asked  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  representations  had 
reached  him  of  the  insufficiency  of  the 
number  of  deliveries  of  letters  in  the 
populous  district  of  Aughacashel,  five 
miles  from  the  Drumshanbo  Post  Office, 
County  Leitrim,  which  was  only  three ' 
per  week ;  whether  the  postmaster  of 
the  office  at  Drumshanbo  had  the  power 
of  regulating  the  deliveries;  whether 
the  cost  for  the  daily  delivery  of  letters 
would  amount  to  more  than  7s.  per 
week ;  and  whether  arrangements  could 
be  made  for  the  daily  delivery  of  letters 
in  the  district  ? 
*Ma.  RAIEES :  It  is  true  that  the 
official  delivery  of  tetters  at  Augha-' 
cashel  is  at  present  restricted,  as  the  hon. 
Member  states,  to  three  days  a  week, 
bat  even  this  accommodation  entails  an 
expenditure  which  more  than  absorbs 
the  revenue  derived  from  the  letters, 
and  I  regiet  that  I  should  not  be  justi- 
fied in  sanctioning  a  post  six  days  a 
week,  although  the  cost  would  probably 
not  exceed  the  sum  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Member,  unless  the  defioienoy  is 
guaranteed  by  the  restdeuts. 

KOMAN  CATHOLIC  CHAPLAINS. 

Ma.  CONWAY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  if  h« 
could  state  why  the  present  Boman 
Catholic  Chaplain  of  Leeds  Gacd 
received  only  £50  a  year,  whereas  his 
predecessor  received  a  salary  of  £125  - 
per  annum  ;  whether  the  Protestant 
(Jhsplain  received  £350  per  annum  and 
the  use  of  a  house  ;  whether  the  present 
Boman  Catholic  Chaplain  attended  to 
the  religious  necessities  of  at  least  an 
average  of  120  prisoners;  and  if  hs  . 
would  consider  the  propriety  of  remedy- 
ing to  some  extent  this  difference  of 
position  between  the  chaplains? 

Ma.  MATTHEWS :  Fifty  pounds  •  - 
year  is  the  salary  applicable  to  th« 
present  Boman  Catholic  Chaplain  at 
Leeds  Prison,  under  roles  approved  by 
the  Treasury,  and  based  on  the  reuom> 
mondation  of  a  Select  Committee  of  this 
House,  of  the  year  1870,  to  which  I  beg 
to  refer  the  hon.  Member.  The  present 
priest's  predecessor  was  appointed  in 
1871,    by  the  late  Local  Aathority,  a* 
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the  m1u7  stated,  wliich  was  oontinaed 
to  him  t^-  Tirtue  of  Section  M  <^  the 
Prisons  Act.  1877.  The  lately  deceaeod 
Protestant  Chaplain  was  nmnnerated  as 
stated.  Hia  sucoessor  will  oommenoe 
at  £800  pet  annum,  haringoTer  400 
prisoners  to  attend  to.  The  daily 
average  of  Bomaa  Oatholio  prisonen 
for  the  lost  three  years  has  been  98. 
When  the  aTerase  daily  nnmbet 
exceeds  100,  the  Ohafilain  will,  under 
the  Treasniy  rule,  reoeive  £100  a  year. 
A  Protestant  Chaplain  with  the  like 
number  of  prisoners  would  have  a  salary 
of£IfiO. 

FATHEB  M'FADDEN. 

Ua.  HADNEILL  (Donegal,  8.^  I  bee 
to  ask  the  Gluef  Secretary  to  ^e  Lord 
lientenant  of  Ireland  on  what  ground 
a  telegram,  directed  to  the  hononrable 
Member  for  South  Donra;al  to  the  Honse 
of  Commons  last  Monday,  by  Father 
M'Fadden,  from  Derry  Gaol,  was  for- 
warded by  the  (Joveraorof  DerryOaol, 
not  to  the  honourable  Uember,  bat  to 
Dublin  Castle,  where  it  has  been  de- 
tained ;  whether  he  ia  aware  that  in  the 
telegram  Father  M'Faddea  assertsthat 
he  and  the  Qweedore  prisooors  had  been 
remanded  eight  times  and  were  re- 
manded forthe  ninth  time  the  foUowing 
di^,  and  not  three  times,  as  has  been 
stated ;  and  on  whose  aathority  was  a 
telegram,  addressed  by  an  uncoovioted 
prisoner  to  a  member  of  this  House,  in- 
tercepted without  the  knowledge  or 
sanction  of  the  Chief  Secretary  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  :  I  understand 
that  it  is  not  the  praolioe  in  Ireland  or 
in  Eaglaod  to  forward  vituperative 
telegrams  or  letters.  In  the  telegram 
there  were  statements  made  to  the  effect 
that  whereas  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
said  he  believed  there  were  lihree  or 
four  remands,  there  had,  as  a  matter  of 
-  fact,  been  nine  on  the  date  of  the  tele- 
gram. The  Prisons  Board  acted  on  the 
authority  vested  in  them  by  Parliament. 

Mb.  MACMEILL:  I  will  ask  the 
permission  or  the  House  to  read  a 
telegram  which  has  been  sent  to  me 
F"  Order  ").  Then  I  will  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  if  this  is  a  correct  copy  of  the 
telegram  :- 

"  To  Mr.  UacNMll,  U.P.,  House  of  Ooniiii[>iii. 
It  ii  nmply  Bhockina;  to  hear  Hr.  BaJfonr 
reply  OD  Fiiiay  night  to  Mr.  HwNeiU  and 
Hr.  Wodehonw,  that  mTMlf  sod  othan,  chained 
with  oompUcitr    in    the    dekth    of   Iiupe^i 
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Uartiii.  had  onlr  bees  tbee  or  ftanr  tbaM  t*> 
mandsd.  Now,  aa  a  laalfia  of  bat,  lart 
Sahuday  (Saturday  week)  I  was  leaffBd  in 
DeiTj  Oaot  for  the  nhitii  time  rinoe  my  amat 
on  the  20th  of  Janoan,  three  troet  Oweedore. 
ona  tmm  XilTocd  and  flv«  from  Lettaikenny." 

Then  follow  some  words  which  I  vilL 
not  read.    The  telegram  oonoludea  ;— 

The  ibore  an  the  real  facte,  and  I  chal- 
lenge Balfour  to  oontradiot  them.  Sifoed. 
Jamea  M'Fadden,  pariah  priest." 

Again,  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
what  authority  the  Irish  Ezaontive  liav» 
to  suppreiB  telegrams  to  gentlemen 
acting  in  a  public  capacity? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  far  aa  I 
am  aware,  the  Prisons  Board  of  Ireland 
have  the  same  rights  as  the  Frisoiw 
Board  of  England,  and  thery  are  exer- 
cised in  the  same  way.  In  regard  to 
the  telegram  which  has  been  qnoted  by 
the  hon.  Member,  it  is  not  my  duty  to- 
ssy whether  it  should  have  been  for-  ~ 
warded  or  not.  The  tel^ram  is  not- 
before  me.  and  I  cannot  say,  judging 
&om  the  internal  evidence,  whether  it 

a  correct  copy  or  not. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  should  like  to  in- 
quire from  the  right  hon.  Qentlemaa 
whether,  when  he  makes  a  statement 
in  this  House  affecting  a  prisoner,  and 
that  prisoner  telegraphs  to  a  Member 
of  this  House  oontrsidtcting  the  state- 
ment of  the  Minister,  the  Deportment 
over  which  ho  presides  is  aathoriaed  to 
prevent  the  contradiction  from  being 
forwarded  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUE :  No,  Sir;  bnt 
a  proper  telegram  oootiadictiag  a  state- 
ment made  by  me  would  not  luve  been 
stopped  by  the  Prisons  Board. 

Mr.  MAC  NEILL:  In  what  respect 
was  this  telegram  improper  ? 

Ub.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  do  not,  so 
far  as  I  am  ooncemed,  regard  the  words 
which  the  hon.  Member  omitted  as  of  im- 
portance; but  the  Prisons  Board  oon- 
aider  them  improper. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL :  I  pnrpoMly 
omitted  those  words,  bat  if  the  right 
hon-  Gentlomsn  desires  it  I  will  read 
them  to  the  Honsa.  Father  M'Fadden 
added  :  *'The  bold  mendacity  of  Balfour 
is  becoming  unbearable." 

AERKAHS  OF  RENT. 

Me.  J.  F.  X.  0'BEIEN(Mayo,  S.): 

I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  th» 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  in 

cases  in  which  landlords  obtain  Ohalr- 


joXiOOgle 


f94l 


Ir*lMd~ 


man's  deoreM  for  only  one  half-TMr's 
Wnt,  a  seoond  half-yeu's  rant  not  oeingf 
yHt  due,  ha  will  grant  the  aid  of  the 
ibroM  of  the  Grown;  whether  ha  is 
■ware  Omi  Ur.  George  A.  Moore,  of 
Hbonhafl,  Oonntj  Hajo,  is  now  taking 
proceedings  againat  tananta,  one  half 
gear's  rent  onlj  being  dne ;  whether  he 
u  aware  that  Peter  Kearener,  of 
BaUintabber,  haa,  at  the  auit  of  Mr. 
George  A.  Moora,  been  aerved  with  a 
Oivil  Bill,  dated  16th  March,  1889, 
"  for  the  sam  of  £6  Sa.  dne  fbr  half  a- 
Taar'a  rent  of  part  of  the  lands  of 
Ballintubber,  hald  bj  defendant  of 
plaintiff  as  yearly  tenant  at  the  yearly 
rent  of  £12  10b.,  ap  to  and  ending  the 
IstdayofMay,  1888";  and  if  he  will 
•sdeaToar  to  diaooarage  sooh  conduct 
on  the  part  of  landlorda  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  oaae  in  which  Mr.  Moore  or 
any  other  landlord  ia  taking  prooeedinge 
against  tenanta  in  oases  in  which  only 
one  half-year'a  rent  is  due.  In  the  case 
of  Peter  Eesreney,  mentioned,  one 
year's  rent  was  actually  due,  though  the 
landlord  only  reqnired  the  payment  of 

Sne  half-year  in  the  proceeding  taken 
J  him.  I  do  not  euppose  thu  is  the 
kind  of  conduct  on  the  part  of  landlords 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  anzions 
tiiat  I  should  disoourage. 

THE  EHPL0TEB6'  AND  WOREUEN'S 
ACT,  1876. 
Mr.  BBADLATTQH:  I  beg  to  aak 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  bis  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  an  adjudication  at 
Wakefield  on  March  8th,  by  the  Weat 
KdingMu^istratea,  acting  under  "The 
Employers  and  Workmen's  Act,  1875," 
againat  65  women,  girls,  and  lads 
charged  with  leaving  their  work  nn- 
Sniehed,  when  the  justices  awarded 
damagea,  and  aleo  ordered  the  defen- 
dants to  complete  the  work ;  whether 
it  was  competent  far  the  jusdeeB  under 
*'  The  Employers'  and  Workmen's  Aot, 
1B7S,"  section  3,  sub-section  3,  to  both 
award  damagea  and  order  the  defen- 
dants to  complete  the  work ;  and  whe- 
ther the  powers  of  the  iustioeB  are 
limited,  ao  that  the  order  for  perform- 
tnce  of  the  contract  mnst  be  in  place 
ritber  of  the  whole  of  the  dam^ea, 
which  would  otherwise  hare  been 
awarded,  or  aome  part  of  such  damagesf 


I,  ISUU)  -KeietioHt  in  Carl.         IMS 

Ma.  H.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  askod 
the  justices  to  report  to  me  on  this 
mattev,  bat  have  not  as  yet  reoeiTed 
their  refdy.  The  remainder  of  Ut* 
qneatiDn  ia  one  of  law,  on  whieh  I  bars 
no  authority  to  giTe  an  opinion ;  but  I 
may  suggest  u>r  the  hon.  Member's 
considerafion  whether,  under  the 
Statute  the  justices  hare  not  power 
to  order  the  eompletion  of  the  woA, 
and  also  to  award  damages,  prondaa 
that  the  damages  so  awarded  are  in  r»- 
Bpect  of  some  mjnry  beyond  and  beaid* 
the  non-oompletion  of  the  work. 

lEBLAND.— ETIOnONB  IN  CORK. 

Ua.  SEXTON  (West  Belfast} :  I  ber 
to  ai^  on  behalf  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
(Mr.  Oilbeoly),  whether  the  attention  of 
the  Chief  Saorataiy  for  Ireland  has  been 
drawn  to  the  report  of  the  eviction  of 
Michael  Donovan,  at  Ballydurane,  near 
Olonaktlty,  Oonn^  Oork,  &om  which  it 
appears  utst  Mathew  Donovan,  aged  B8 
years,  the  father  of  the  tenant,  «•• 
dragged  from  his  bed  of  illness,  and 
fainted  when  taken  from  the  house; 
whether  the  eviction  was  abandoned 
some  months  ago  owing  to  the  illness 
of  Mathew  Donovan;  whether  Dr. 
Hayes,  on  behalf  of  the  landlord,  cer- 
tified on  Wedneeday  last  that  Mr. 
Donovan  was  fit  to  be  removed ;  whether 
previous  to  the  eviction,  Father  Hill,  on 
the  part  of  Mr.  Donovan,  made  an  offer 
of  settlement  to  the  landlord,  Mr. 
Beeoher,  which  the  Sheriff,  who  was  ia 
attendance  at  the  eviction,  stated  to  be 
fair ;  and,  if  the  above  statements  bo 
true,  whether  the  forces  of  the  Crown 
will  be  used  in  futnre  to  assist  at  such 
evictions  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  informed 
that  Mathew  Donovan,  the  father  of  tha 
tenant,  Michael  Donovan,  is  known  as 
one  of  the  healthiest  and  strongeit  men 
of  his  age  in  the  country  aboat  where  he 
lives.  It  is  true  that  a  tew  days  ago, 
and  also  in  October  last,  the  eviction  of 
the  eon  was  abandoned  on  aooonntofthe 
allied  illuesa  of  the  fotber.  But  it  is 
also  true  that  on  the  day  previous  to 
each  attempted  eviction  the  old  man  was 
going  about  the  farm  as  usual,  and  I 
am  informed  that  ha  has  not  been  known 
to  be  confined  to  his  bod  except  on  theeo 
days  of  attempted  eviction.  On  the 
recent  occasion  the  doctor  examined  him 
in  bod,  and  I  underatand  tiiat  he  is  prft^ 
pared  to  prove,  if  necessary,  that  the  <dd 


jo^CjOOglC 


ISIS 


man  waa  in  a  perfecUy  healthy  condition, 
and  fit  to  be  remored,  bat  tLat  he  was 
oVsroome  b;  excitement  oansed  b;  the 
tnrbulent  beharioor  of  hia  relati?e8. 
The  doctor  then  advised  that  he  should 
not  be  moved,  and  the  eviction  waa  ac- 
cordingly abandoned.  I  have  no  details 
:afl  to  the  nature  of  the  settlement  offered, 
bnt  have  been  promised  information. 

.  Mb.  sexton  :  Concerning  the  im- 
putation the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
made,  I  ask  him  whether  this  old  man  of 
B6  years  was  taken  oat  of  his  bed ;  whether 
he  fainted  while  the  two  men  were 
forcibly  dressing  him;  and  whether  two 
doctors,  brought  there  to  certify  to  hie 
oondition,  applied  a  galvanic  battery  to 
leatore  him  to  animation  P 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTTB.:  I  must  have 
notioe  of  that  qneation.    I  am  not  aware 

there  were  two  doctors.    I  am  told  he 

was  not  confined  to  hia  bed  unlit  the 
day  of  the  eviction,  and  posubly  that 

waa  caused  by  fear,  and  possibly  the 
■same  cause  led  to  hia  fiiinting. 

POOB  LAW  ELECTION  AT  OAREICK- 
0N-8UIR. 
Mb.  JOHN  O'OONNOE  (Tipperary, 
S.) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Chief  Seentary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  ia  aware  that  the  Ketuming 
Officer  appointed  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  for  oondnoting  the  Poor 
Law  election  in  the  Oarrick-on-Buir 
Union,  failed  in  hie  duty  in  these  par- 
tioulara ;  by  failing  to  have  voting 
papers  delivered  to  all  ratepayers  who 
were  entitled  to  vote ;  by  not  being  in 
attendance  in  hia  office  on  the  days  of 
the  VOthand  21st  March  on  the  hours 
prescribed  by  the  Statute,  namely,  from 
10  &.m.  to  5  p.m. ;  and  by  setting  aside 
the  voting  papera  of  numeroua  Nation- 
alists on  frivolous  pretences;  whether 
oomplaints  have  reached  him  that  several 
Nationalist  voters  to  whom  no  papers 
had  been  iaaued  were  in  attendance  at 
the  office  of  the  Betuming  Officer  on  the 
days  of  the  20th  and  ^Ist  March,  within 
the  preaoribed  hours,  to  register  their 
votes,  but  were  deprived  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  voting  owing  to  his  abseaoe, 
tlie  entries  in  the  porter's  book  showing 
that  he  left  on  the  20th  at  4.ia  p.m., 
and  on  the  2l8t  at  4.20  p.m. ;  and, 
whether,  under  these  dteumstaneee,  he 
will  have  full  inquiries  made  to  ascer- 
tain if  tlie  election  waa  invalid,  and,  if 
so,  have  a  new  eleotioa  ordered  ? 
Jfr.  A.  J.  BMtfimr 
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A.  J.  BALFOUB :  The  Local 
Government  Boari  inform  me  that  th» 
Betuming  Officer  states  that  he  left  hia 
office  at  the  time  mentioned  in  coose- 
quenoe  of  indisposition,  but  that  he  ia 
not  aware  of  any  ratepayer  having 
called  in  his  absenoe,  and  the  workbouaa- 
porter  informed  him  that  none  had- 
done  so.  If,  however,  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  are  supplied  with 
the  names  of  any  voters  who  have' 
not  been  supplied  with  voting  papers 
they  will  cause  further  inquiry  to  be' 


they  w 
made. 

SOOTLAND-THB  SIX-INOH  8UBVEY. 
Mb.  M.  STEWAKT  (Kirkcudbright) : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  what  steps  are  being  taken  ttr 
complete  the  survey  of  the  six  coanties' 
in  Scotland  on  the  six-inch  scale;  if 
he  can  account  for  the  long  delay  which 
has  taken  place;  and  when  itia  expected 
the  whole  survey  of  Scotland  will  be 
completed  7 

•Mr.  PLUNKET  (Dublin  University)  : 
It  is  proposed  to  commence  the  re- 
survey  of  the  six  Scotch  countiea  as  soon 
as  that  of  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  haa 
been  completed,  and  to  employ  at  least 
three  of  the  Survey  Divisions  con- 
tinuously upon  it  until  it  is  finished. 
The  re-eurvey  of  the  six  Scotch  countisa 
will,  we  hope,  be  commenced  in  less 
than  three  years'  time,  but  no  date  oaa 
be  given  for  its  completion  until  soma 
experience  has  been  gained  of  the 
changes  that  have  taken  place  since  the 
six-inch  survey  was  made.  The  delay 
in  the  re-survey  of  the  six  Scotch 
counties  has  been  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  whole  strength  of  the  Survey  staff 
has  been  employed  on  the  survey  of 
English  counties,  which  had  no  maps  on 
a  larger  scale  than  one  inch  to  a  mile. 
The  recent  delay  has  been  caused  by 
the  reduction  of  the  Survey  Vote,  which 
has  led  to  the  abolition  of  two  Survey 
DiviaionB. 

lEBLAND— TREATMENT  OF 
PBIBONEBfl. 
Mb.  FETEB  M'DONALD  (Nortk 
Sligo) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  SeoretaiT 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  it  ie  true  that  Mr.  M'Hogk^ 
ex-Mayor  of  Sligo,  now  undergoing  • 
sentence  of  six  months'  imprlsonmanti 
with  bard  labour,  in  Derry  Gaol,  for  U 
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offonee  under  the  Frees  Olansea  of  the 
Oriniinal  Lav  and  Frooedare  (Ireland) 
Act.  VBB  for  five  veeks  deprived  of  his 
pririlege,  according  to  prison  rules,  of 
vritinK  any  letter,  for  no  cHnse  other 
than  that  he  was  confined  to  hospital ; 
vhsther,  when  erentuall;  allowed  to 
write  a  letter  to  hia  wife,  the  Oovemor 
refused  to  forward  it  and  confiuated  it 
on  his  own  anthorit; ;  and  whether  the 
rales  permit  an  appeal  to  the  Prisons 
Board  bja  prisoner  against  the  decision 
of  the  Oovemor ;  and,  if  so,  wbjr  was 
this  right  denied  to  Ur.  M'Hugh  P 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  Tbe  General 
Prisons  Board  report  that  it  is  not  the 
ease  that  the  prisoner  in  qnestion  was 
deprived  of  the  privilege  of  writing  a 
letter  heoanee  of  his  being  confined  in 
faospital.  He  neither  appears  to  have 
applied  for  permission  to  write  a  letter 
to  bis  wife,  nor,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  to 
have  writtsn  such  a  letter.  Allprisoners 
are  entitled  to  write  to  the  Board  tb- 
garding  an^  complaint  of  their  treat- 
ment. The  Oovemor  reports  that  this 
prisoner  made  no  application  to  be 
permitted  to  thus  address  the  Board, 
nor,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  has  he  done  so. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  As  I  have  in  my 
possession  an  extract  ^m  a  letter  that 
was  impounded  by  the  Oovemor  of  the 
Gaol,  I  would  aet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  make  further  inqairy  as 
to  whether  the  Governor  of  a  Gaol, 
without  the  sanction  of  the  Prisons 
Board,  has  personally  the  right  to  act 
in  this  way  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOira :  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  give  me  the 
eitract  from  the  letter,  and  I  wiU  con- 
eider  it. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  A0T-JD8TICE8 
FOa  LONDON. 
Ur.  NORKIS  (Tower  Hamlets) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  oirou- 
lar  issued  by  the  Olark  of  the  Peace  for 
the  county  of  London,  addressed  to  jus- 
tices of  Middlesex,  who,  under  tbe  Local 
Government  Act,  become  justices  for 
London,  calling  upon  them  to  pay  a  fee 
of  £1  le.  on  appointment;  and  whether 
such  a  demand  could  legally  be  insisted 
on,  looking  to  the  fact  that  tiiese  gentle- 
men have  already  paid  a  fee  on  appoint- 
ment as  justices  for  Middlesex? 

•Thb  attorney  general  (Sir 
SioHABD   Wkbstkr,    IsIs  of    Wight) : 


Since  this  qnestion  has  appeared  upon 
the  Paper.  I  have  been  looking  into  the 
matter.  It  appears  that  some  doubt 
was  raised  as  to  whether  justices  ought 
or  ought  not  to  qualify  to  act  for  the 
oounty  of  London,  and  a  circular  was 
issued  by  the  Olerk  of  the  Peace,  for 
the  purpose  of  catling  their  attentiun  to 
the  legal  question.  I  doubt  whether  the 
fee  prtmoied  to  be  charged  by  the  Olerk 
of  the  Peace  can  legally  ha  insiated  on, 
and  upon  my  calling  the  attention  of  tbe 
Olerk  of  the  Peace  to  the  matter,  he  has 
intimated  to  me  that  there  being  a  doubt 
upon  the  matter  he  will  prefer  to  return 
to  the  justices  for  Middlesex,  Surrey,  and 
Kent,  any  tees  whioh  have  been  paid  to 
him. 

THE  SCOTCH  EDTTCATION  CODE. 

Mr.  macintosh  ( In reraesa  shire) : 
I  beg,  on  behalf  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Dr. 
Cameron)  to  ask  tbe  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  resolutions  or  me- 
morials praying  for  the  re-insertiOn  in 
the  Scottish  Education  Code  for  1889,  of 
the  prorisiouB  of  the  Code  of  1887,  have 
been  adopted  by  the  School  Boards  of 
Glasgow,  Govan,  Dundee,  Cupar,  New 
Monkland,  Airdrie,  Helensburgh,  Stran- 
raer.  Oampbaltown,  and  other  places  in 
Scotland  ;  and  whether,  having  regard 
to  that  expression  of  opinion,  it  is  still 
intended  to  insert  in  the  Scottish  Ood» 
for  1889  tbe  altered  conditions  as  to 
grants  for  cookeiy  embodied  in  the 
Scottish  Code  for  1888,  but  suspended 
in  compliance  with  an  undertaking  given- 
by  him  on  the  19th  of  April  last? 
*Thb  first  lord  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  SitiTH.  Strand. 
Westminster)  :  The  Lord  Preeident 
and  tbe  Secretary  for  Scotland  hare- 
fully  considered  aU  the  repress ntations 
that  have  been  made  on  this  suMect. 
The  Sootoh  Code  was  laid  on  the  Table 
some  days  ago,  and  has  now  been  dis- 
tributed ;  it  does  not  contain  the  altered 
conditions  as  to  grants  for  oookery, 
which  were  inserted  intheOode  of  1888, 
and  to  whioh  tbe  ban.  Member  refers. 

Mb.  BIJOHANAN :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he- 
was  aware  that  the  Lord  President  of 
the  Oounoil  received  a  deputation  a  fort- 
night ago  from  representatives  of  the 
Edinburgh  School  Board  and  the  chief 
cookery  schools  of  Scotland  and  Eng- 
land, urging,  on  the  ground  both  of 
efficiency  and  economy,  the  insertion  oT 
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th»  original  prcmsioD  of  laat  Jew's 
<]ode,as  reganls  oookeiy  grants,  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  view  auggeated  b;  the 
qaeatioii  of  the  hoo.  UemDer  for  the  Cot- 
bge  Dineion  F 

*Mk.  W.  H.  SICTEH  :  The  newa  sub- 
mitted to  the  Lord  President  and  the 
Seoret&ry  for  Sootiond  by  the  depatation 
referred  to  were  follj  considered  hj, 
the  Scotch  Educatioa  Department  in 
oonneotion  with  other  r^reeentations  on 
the  subject ;  bat,  after  mil  deliberation, 
it  was  not  thought  expedient  at  present 
to  make  the  change  in  the  cookery  grant 
irhioh  was  aoggested. 

LCNACY  ACTS  AUENDHENT  BILL. 
Ma.  JOHN  OOEBETT  (Droitwioh): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury what  are  the  ictootions  of  Govam- 
ment  with  reference  to  the  Lunacy  Acts 
Amendment  Bill  of  last  Session  ? 
•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  BiU  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers  will 
probably  reach  this  House  this  week, 
and  the  Oavemment  will  do  what  they 
can  to  enable  the  Bill  to  pass  in  the 
eouTse  of  the  present  Session. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  H008E— THB 
BABTER  ADJOUBNHBNT. 
Ha.   JOHN    ELLIS    (Nottingham, 
Bueholiffe) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  tJie  "^easaiT  whether  he  can,  for  the 
oonvenienoe  of  Members,  say  when  the 
Honse  will  adjourn  for  Easter  ? 
*Mr.  "W.  H.  SMITH :  I  hope  to  be  in 
a  position  to  giro  the  House  information 
OS  to  the  views  of  the  Qovemment  on 
this  subject  on  Thursday. 

THE  POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANK. 

Mr.  JAMES  ROWLANDS  (Fins- 
bury)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Fostmaster 
General  wheMierhe  can  state  the  amount 
voted  for  extra  work  in  the  Sarings 
Bank  Department  of  the  General  Post 
Office  in  the  Estimates  for  1886-7, 
1887-6,  and  1888-9  respectively,  together 
with  the  amounts  actually  paid  on  this 
head  for  1886-7  and  1887-8,  and  the 
amounts  pMd  or  due  for  1888-9  ;  and, 
as  the  examination  and  oompanson  of 
depositors'  books  with  the  ledgers  of  the 
Department  is  one  of  the  most  effective 
checks  on  both  the  local  postmasters  and 
the  work  of  the  ledger  clerks,  whether 
he  wiU  state  the  total  number  of  deposit 
books  received  for 
Ur.  Bmcianm 


of  Jaaoaiy  1888  to  the 
Ist  of  Jannaiy  1889,  and  the  num- 
ber examined  in  the  regular  oouzae 
during  official  hoars  and  oa  extra  work 
respectively ;  and  whether  he  will  State 
the  number  of  established  male  olarka 
employed  on  extra  work  from  the  1st  ot 
January  1889  to  the  23rd  of  March  1889, 
and  the  number  of  hours  extra  woA 
performed  by  them  f 
*Mii.  BAICES:  The  total  amount 
voted  fbr  all  extra  work  in  the  Saving! 
Bank  for  the  three  respective  years 
was:  —  1886-7,  £10,500;  1887-8, 
£10,300  ;  1888-9,  £10,200.  The 
amounts  expended  were:  —  1886  7, 
£11,532;  18B7-8,  £13,306;  probable 
amoont  for  1889-90,  £16,000.  The 
total  number  of  deposit  books  received 
for  examinatioa  from  the  1st  of  January, 
1888,  to  the  Istot  January,  18B9,  was 
1,636,319.  Of  these,  1,078,303  were 
examined  during  offioial  hours.  The 
□umber  examined  on  extra  duty  was 
558,016.  Between  the  1st  of  January, 
1869,  and  the  2.3rd  of  March  laat,  391 
established  male  clerke  were  employed 
on  extra  work.  Thia  extra  work  is 
mainly  piece  work,  and  is  allotted  to 
those  who  volunteer.  I  cannot  giv^  the 
number  of  hours  of  extra  w<^  per- 
formed  by  each  one  of  them.  I  may 
add  that  I  am  taking  stopa  to  reduce 
the  amount  of  extra  duty. 

THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION. 
Mb.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN :  I  wish  to 
aak  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  it  was  from  the 
Home  Office,  or  from  the  Prisons  Board, 
or  the  Governor  of  Millbank  Prison, 
Mr.  Soames  obtained  the  privilege  of  a 

iirivato  interview  with  Jamee  Mullett 
or  his  (Mr.  Soamea's]  repreaentotive, 
Mr.  Thompson;  if  Mr.  Thompson  was 
not  a  Bolioitor  was  the  private  mtorview 
accorded  to  him  aooording  to  ordinary 
rule ;  if  not  aooording  to  ordinary  rule, 
why  was  the  private  uterview  granted ; 
and  could  other  solicitors  expect  similar 
privileges  for  their  repreaentotiTes? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  sevnal 
times  already  stoted  that  Mr.  Soames 
obtained  the  privilege  of  the  interview 
in  queatioa  from  the  Prison  Oommia- 
sioners.  The  private  interview  was 
allowed  according  to  usual  practice,  and 
the  representotivea  of  other  eolioitora 
may  expect  aimilar  privileges  under 
einular  ciroumstanoes. 
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Mb.  LABOUOHEBE  (Northunp- 
-toa) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  hB§  communicatea  vrith  lir.  B. 
AndweOD,  Snb-Oommissibnar  of  Police, 
in  regard  to  his  haiing  writtes  a  letter 
to  the  Timtt  upon  matters  which  (tame 
liefore  him  owing  tw  his  connection  with 
'the  Deteotive  Department  of  the  Home 
Office ;  and,  if  so,  what  was  the  nature 
of  the  communication  ;  whether  he  has 
obserrod  that  Mr.  Anderson  stated  in 
his  letter  to  the  Tinu*  that  Mr.  Mao- 
&nald  appealed  to  him  to  help  him  in 
finding  a  witness  to  prore  what  he 
called  the  American  part  of  the  case 
of  the  TVnM  against  the  Irish  Members 
and  others,  and  that  it  appears  from  the 
tenour  of  the  letter  that  the  relations  of 
Mr.  Anderson  with  the  Home  0 
and  with  the  Irish  Office  were  ke]^ 
secret ;  and  whether  he  can  state  if 
those  relations  were  -known  to  Mr. 
Maudonald  through  his  being  informed 
of  them  by  anyone  connected  with  the 
Home  Office  or  with  the  Irish  Office  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  Oonsidering  the 
circumstances  of  extreme  proTOcation 
under  which  Mr.  Anderson's  letter  was 
written,  I  have  not  thought  it  necessary 
to  make  any  official  commonication  to 
him  on  the  subject.  I  am  not  aware  by 
what  channel  or  to  what  extent  the 
relatiooB  of  Mr,  Anderson  with  the 
Home  Office  or  the  Irish  Office  beoame 
known  to  Mr.  Macdonald. 

INLAND  HEVENVB-WBDDING  BDJOS 
Ml.  EIMBEB  (Wandsworth] :  I  beg 
to  ask  whether  the  attention  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  been  called 
to  the  fact  that  at  the  recent  Birming- 
ham Assizes  the  Quardiane  of  Wrought 
Plate  of  Birmingham  suooessfuUy  sum  a 
jeweller  for  fines  amounting  to  £720 
(reduced  to  £50  at  the  sue;geetion  of 
the  learned  Judge  who  tried  the  case) 
for  selling  plain  9-oarat  ^old  rings, 
nnhallmarked,  such  rings  being  held  to 
be  wedding  rings,  and  therefore  liable  to 
the  duty  of  17s.  per  ounce,  and  that  the 
Guardians  are  prosecuting  in  another 
case  in  which  the  fines  are  estimated  at 
£2,000;  whether  Her  Majesty'sQuvem- 
ment  require  that  every  plain  gold  ring 
should  be  treated  as  a  wedding  ring, 
whether  sold  as  a  wodding  ring  or  other- 
wise; whether,  seeing  that  no  drawback 
of  duty  is  allowed  upon  the  export  of 
wedding  rings,  he  can  issne  such  initruo- 


tions  to  die  varioas  asaa;  offloea  as  wUI 
permit  manofaotnrers  to  execute  for«ga 
orders  for  plain  gold  rings,  and  to  export 
them  without  the  obligation  of  assay  <» 
payment  of  duty ;  and  whether,  seeing 
the  difficulty  in  regard  to  our  homa 
trade  of  determining  what  is  and  what  is 
not  a  wedding  ring,  he  will  consider  the 
expediency  of  abolishing  the  duty  upon 
all  plain  gold  rings  F 
*Ti^  JACKSON :  The  attention  of  the 
Ohanoellor  of  the  Exoheqner  has  been 
called  to  the  case  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers,  and  the  facts  are  as 
stated.  In  the  absence  of  any  l^al 
definition  of  a  wedding  ring  all  plain 
gold  rings  are  primd  faeie  liable  to 
du^,  though,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 

Eractioe  of  the  Board  of  Inland  Berenne 
as  been  not  to  take  proceedings  in  cases 
when  the  rings,  if  solid,  exceed  7  dwts. 
in  weight,  or,  if  hollow,  exceed  5-16  in. 
in  inside  breadth.  In  the  case  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers  the  jury  held 
that  the  rings  were  wedding  rings  and 
were  sold  as  such,  and  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  question  "  What  is  a  wed- 
ding ring  ?  "  is  one  peculiarly  fitted  for 
a  jury  to  decide.  With  regard  to  the 
third  paragraph  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question,  Imay  say  that  the  prorision 
disallowing  drawback  npon  the  export 
of  wedding  rings  was  made  so  far  back 
as  1820,  probably  on  aoooont  of  the 
difficulty  the  Customs  found  in  examin- 
ing such  small  articles  As  nearly  the 
whole  of  the  gold  plate  duty  is  derived 
from  wedding  rings,  both  this  and  the 
concluding  question  of  the  hon.  Member 
are  intimately  connected  with  the  general 
question  of  the  repeal  of  the  duty,  which 
has  for  some  time  been  under  the  eon- 
sideration  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. 

THE  HURBIOANE  AT  SAMOA. 
Sir  0.  PALMBE  (Jarrow):  I  wish 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  he  can  give  any  information  as 
to  the  escape  of  Her  Majesty's  ship 
Cailioptf  in  the  hurricane  off  Samoa, 
which  proved  so  disastrous  to  the  squad- 
rons of  other  Powers;  whatdassof  ship 
she  was ;  and  whether  she  owed  her 
safety  to  her  greater  steaming  power,  or 
to  the  superior  seamanship  of  the  crew  ? 
Any  information  the  First  Lord  can 
give  would  be  specially  interesting,  in 
view  of  tiie  debate  upon  which  the  House 
is  about  to  enter. 
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have  had  no  information  slnos  Satardaj 
morning  of  the  lad  catastropbe  that  has 
oocurred  to  the  Qennan  and  Am«nioan 
8quadTOn§  at  Samoa.  Early  on  Saturday 
morning  I  received  a  telegram  from  the 
NsTftl  OomEQander-in-Chtef  in  New  Zea- 
land waters,  stating;  that  a  hnrrioane, 
wbich  saddenly  broke  over  Samoa,  had 
totally  destroyed  the  Qsrman  and 
American  Squadrons,  bat  tbat 
Catlitfpf  had  escaped  and  got  out  to  sea ; 
and  be  adds  tbat  she  vas  iininjared  as 
regards  her  engines  and  her  hull,  from 
which  I  infer  that  she  suffered  some 
minor  injuries.  The  Caliieptie  a  ve 
of  the    "  0 "   class,    and  we   have 

Eartioulars  at  all  as  to  bow  she  efiFeoted 
er  escape.  Perhaps  I  may  be  per- 
mitted, aa  repreeeating  the  EDglish 
Board  of  Admiralty,  to  expreea  bore 
pnblioly  our  deep  regret  and  sympathy 
at  the  terrible  calamity  which  has 
befallen  the  Squadrons  of  two  friendly 
Powere. 

Ma.  0.  T.  HOROAN  (Battersea) 
Can  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  give 
the  House  the  names  of  the  officers  of 
the  Calliopt  f 
•Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH:  They  are  in  the 
Niivy  List,  and  can  be  seen  by  any  hon. 
Gentleman  who  goes  into  the  Library. 

THE  STJOAR  BODNTT  CONVEtrriON. 

Ub.  ILT.INGWOBTH  (Bradford,  N. ; 
Can  the  right  hon.  ClwitlemBn  state 
when  the  Bill  dealing  with  the  Sugar 
Convention  wiU  be  laid  before  the 
House? 

*Ms.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  hopethat  the 
Bill  dealing  with  this  snbjeot  will  be 
introduced  next  week. 

Mr.  MUNDBLLA  :  I  have  to  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  will  lay  on  the 
Table  the  full  correspondence,  a  portion 
of  which  has  already  appeared  in  the 
newspapers,  between  him  and  a  firm  of 
wholesale  confectioners  on  the  subject 
of  the  Sunr  Convention  ? 
*Baroit  H.  he  WOBMS  :  Some  of  the 
letters  are  private,  and  therefore  the 
right  hon.  G^entleman  can  hardly  expect 
them  to  be  laid  on  the  Table. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  (Mid  Lothian): 
The  question  is  whether  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  lay  on  the  Table  the  letters 
asked  for,  which  may  be  material  in 
regard  to  the  question  to  which  they 
Sir  C.  Palwur 
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They  are  poblic  do(;ain«its 
belonging  to  a  public  office. 
«Barom  H.  dk  WOBUS  :  My  printo 
answer  to  a  private  letter  from  the  firm 
referred  to  eaonot  be  called  officiaL 
The  other  letters  have  been  published 
by  the  firm. 

Mb.  UUNDELLA  :  I  wiU  move  f<n- 
the  production  of  the  doonments  aa  a 
Setnra,  and  I  trust  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  will  see  the  importance  of 
giving  them. 

THE  ORDER  OF  BDSINESa 

Mb.  OHILDBBS  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I 
wish  to  ask  what  will  be  the  business 
taken  on  Thursday? 
*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  We  hope  on 
Thursday,  first  of  all,  to  take  the  Re- 
port of  the  Naval  Beeolittions,  which 
we  trust  we  will  be  able  to  conclude  in 
Committee  to-day.  After  that  we  pro- 
pose to  take  Supply. 

Mb.  CHILDER8 :  What  will  be  th» 
course  if  the  Resolutions  are  sot  finished 
to-day,  as  to  which  there  is  oonsiderablft 
doubt  7 
•Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH ;  I  cannot  enter- 
tain any  doubt  that  the  Committee  will 
be  able  to  finish  tfao  Resolutions  to- 
night. They  were  introduced  to  th» 
House  on  the  7th  of  March,  they  wero 
considered  farther  on  the  21st  of  March, 
and  now,  on  the  1st  of  April,  a  wholo 
evening  may  be  spent  upon  them ;  and 
as  they  are  only  the  foundation  for  a 
Bill  on  which  discussion  will  probably 
arise,  I  think,  if  I  may  venture  to  say 
so,  it  would  be  somewhat  unreasonable 
tbat  the  discussion  on  the  Committee 
stage  should  be  protracted  beyond  this 
evening. 

8iB  W.  LAW80N :  WiU  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  move  the  Closure  to- 
night, and  BO  stop  the  debate  F 

No  answer  was  givm. 

IRBLAND— AOTIONH  OF  EMEHOENCT 
HEN. 
Ma.  SEXTON:  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  fbr  Ireland  whether  be 
has  any  information  aa  to  the  reported 
burning  of  the  houses. of  evicted  tenants 
at  Clongorey  by  emergency  men,  ac- 
companied by  a  large  force  of  police; 
and  whether,  as  the  execution  of  the 
law  had  been  completed,  the  Govern- 
ment authorized  the  use  of  the  forces  of 
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the  Grown  to  effect  this  deetraotion  of 


property  ? 

Mb.  BALI-OtTH:  The  police  were 
there  Bimply  to  protect  the  penons  in 
charge  of  the  houses  from  which  the 
tenaots  had  been  evicted.  The  hon. 
Member's  versioD  of  the  stor;  is  not 
qaite  aocnrate. 

NEW  MBHBER  SWOEN. 

Oaptain    Hear;    Ferryman    Bowles, 

County  of  Middlesex  (Enfield  DiTiBton). 

GOVBRNUENT    DOCKYARDS— 
DISCHARGIE  OF  WOREUBN. 

Mb.  JOHN  O'OONNOH:  May  I  ask 
the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  why  it  is  that  340  men  were 
discha^^fld  irom  the  Haulbowli&e  Dock- 
yard on  Saturday  ? 

LoBD  Q.  HAMILTON:  I  only  re- 
oeived  notice  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
queetioa  a  few  minutes  ago,  and  there- 
fore have  not  had  time  to  obtain  any 
information  in  regard  to  the  matter  to 
which  it  refers ;  but  I  imagine  that,  if 
there  has  been  any  discharge  of  work- 
men at  Haulbowline,  it  is  beoaiue  the 
works  they  have  been  engaged  upon 
havs  been  completed. 

orderu  of  the  day. 


NAVAL  DEFENCE. 

Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Question  again  proposed, 

"  Tiiai  it  is  expedient  to  suthoTin  [>)  the 
expendituTBof  a  aurn  notBiceediD){£21,S0O,00O, 
for  the  purpoie  of  building,  arming,  equipping, 
■Dd  completing:  tor  eea  TeaeeLi  for  Her  Msjesty  I 
Navy  1  of  Um  eipendltnre  a  lom  not  exoeeduiff 
210,U00,000  to  tn  iMaed  out  of  tlie  Oonsolidsted 
Fund  in  tha  eeven  jeaii  ending  on  the  Slat  day 
<A  Haioh  1896 ;  and  a  aum  not  aioeeding 
411,500,000,  to  be  iianed  out  of  maneya  pro- 
vided b;  Parliament  for  Naval  Hervioei  during 
the  five  Snanoial  yeara  ending  on  the  31it  day 
of  Maroh  1894."— (J!«nt  Qiorge  Ramiltm.: 

Amendment  again  proposed, 

To  leave  out  all  the  wordi  after  tha 
Bttt  word  "That,"  in  order  to  add  the  >otda 
"  having  regard  to  the  statement!  made  dnring 
the  last  8euion  of  Parliament  bjr  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  the  Hecretary  of 
State  for  War,  as  to  the  efficiency  of  the  arm«- 
menta  of  the  Country  for  the  purpoae  of  De- 
fence, and  aeeing  tluit  the  Nation  was  aseored, 
in  the  recent  Speech  from  the  Throne,  that  Her 
Hsjeelv'i  nlabonsvith  Foreign  Powen,  which 
were  of  the  most  peaceful  ohuacter  lart  year 
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in  in  the  wuae  satiataotoiy  condition,  thli 
Committee  deems  it  expediant  to  anthorlM  ths 
ezpenditnre  asked  tor  by  the  Oovemmant,"— 

instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  etand  part 
of  the  Qneation." 

Debat«  resumed. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  rise  to  snggest, 
subject  to  the  pleasure  and  rule  of  the 
House,  that  we  shall  be  adopting  a  more 
regular  course  if  we  can  arrange  ft 
change  in  the  form  of  the  question  as  it 
bas  been  put.  The  oommenoement  of 
the  origin^  Motion  is  on  the  subject  of 
expenditure,  and  the  Amendment  <d  my 
hon.  Friend  also  refers  exalaai?ely  to 
expenditure;  but  tha  original  Motion 
passes  off.  from  the  subject  of  expendi- 
ture to  what  is  a  totally  distinct  ques< 
tion — namely,  the  manner  in  which  the 
expenditure  is  to  be  provided.  I  own  I 
am  aware  >hat  there  is  an  Amendment 
on  the  Paper,  and  that  it  will  follow 
naturally  tnat  all  the  words  of  the 
original  Motion  should  be  left  out  in 
order  that  the  Amendment  of  ay  hon. 
Friend  should  be  inserted  ;  but  I  think 
it  would  be  more  advantageous  and 
more  regular  if  the  Amendment  to  leave 
out  certain  words  could  be  limited  to  the 
first  three  lines  of  the  original  Motion, 
ending  at  the  word  "Navy,"  so  that  the 


refusal  of  that  expenditure,  after  which 
would  oome  the  speoifio  subject  of  the 
second  part  of  the  Besolution  with 
regard  to  the  mods  of  providing  the  ex- 
penditure. Everyone  will  see  that  the 
two  questions  are  entirely  distinct,  and 
I  desire,  if  it  be  the  pleasure  of  th« 
House  to  permit  it  to  be  done,  to  dis- 
entangle those  two  subjects,  and  in  tmler 
to  do  BO  I  suggest  that  the  form  of  the 
question  should  be  altered,  and  that  the 
Amendment  should  only  be  to  leave  out 
the  words  down  to  the  word  "Navy." 
This  can  only  be  done  by  the  general 
permission  of  the  House,  which  might 
approve  of  the  first  part  of  the  Be8(dution 
and  disapprove  of  the  second,  or,  on  the 
other  hand,  might  disapproveof  the  first 
part.  I  am  Sound  to  say  I  think  it 
would  rather  tend  to  expedite  business. 
Of  course  the  Motion  could  be  made  in 
Oommittee  or  on  Beport,  when  a 
separate  disoossion  might  ooour  with  a 
3  Y 


JoyCjOOglC 


13fi9 


NiMil 


(OOHlfONSl 


Dtfmu*. 


1266 


freih  itart.  Bnt  I  oonoeive  that  npoa 
sU  theae  qnoations  th«  oriKiiial  Oom- 
mittee  atage  ia,  aooordin^  to  Farlianieii- 
tai7  usage,  tha  proper,  moat  fitting,  and 
best  time  for  th«  diaonaaioii  of  thsmerite 
of  the  subject.  I,  therefore,  venture  to 
make  this  su^eetiOD. 

*Mb.  W.  H:  smith  :  I  win  not  enter 
into  duonraion  with  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  as  to  the  most  usiutl  ooarae 
to  pursue  withregard  to  BDohBesoIationB, 
hut  my  impression  was  rather  difiFerent 
from  ttiat  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  vas  that  Besolutions  were  accepted  by 
the  House,  and  that  the  serious  disous- 
sions  of  an  important  oharaoter  were 
taken  on  the  Bill  founded  on  the  Besolu- 
tions.  I  have  some  reason  to  complain 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Edinburgh 
only  appeared  on  the  Paper  ou  Saturday 
morning,  although  the  Government 
Kesolution  has  been  on  the  Paper  since 
the  2nd  March.  I  shall  offer  no 
opposition  to  any  coutse  whioh  is 
calculated  to  facilitate  the  prosress  of 
business  and  whioh  will  enaUe  the 
Oommittee  to  come,  this  evening,  to  a 
decision  on  the  Besolutions  as  a  whole. 
But  I  think  it  would  be  unreasonable 
that  a  discussion  of  this  character  should 
be  protracted,  especially  after  we  reoog- 
nisB  the  fact  that  the  Amendment  now 
sooght  to  be  considered  is  one  which 
has  only  been  produoed  three  weeks 
after  the  original  Bwolution  appeared 
on  the  paper. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  me  for  a  pledge  that 
the  diaeussion  willoonclnde  this  evening, 
I  must  ask  him  how  long  the  diaeussion 
which  will  precede  the  consideration  of 
the  Amendment  of  tha  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Edinbur^,  will  occupy?  I  am 
afraid  that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
auiy  could  not  tell  me  that,  and,  there- 
fore, I  would  advise  my  right  hon. 
Friend  to  give  notice  of  his  Amendment 
for  the  report  stage  on  Thursday. 

*Mb.  GHILDEHS  (Edinburgh,  8.) :  I 
will  take  that  course.  But  I  would  re- 
mind the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
that  there  has  only  been  one  debate  on 
the  ^neral  subject  of  the  Besolutioas, 
and  that  did  not  last  a  whole  day.  I 
thought  it  would  be  inoonvenieBt  to  put 
down  an  Amendment  to  the  second  part 
of  the  Besolution  until  aftmr  the  amend- 
ments to  the  general  question  were  on 
the  Paper,  and  about  to  be  considered. 
Mr.  eiMbttnt 


*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  must  point 
out  that  an  interval  of  a  fortnight 
elapsed  between  the  statement  of  sir 
noble  Friend  the  Frst  Lord  of  the  Aa- 
miralty  and  the  first  discussion,  and 
during  the  whole  of  that  fortnight  it  wma 
open  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  pat 
his  Amendment  on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  ILLINGWOBTH  (Bradford. 
W.) :  Many  of  us  on  this  side  of  the 
House  think  the  Amendment  first  to  be 
discussed  is  of  far  more  importance  than 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Edinburgh.  Surely,  when 
a  question  of  policy  of  a  most  dangerous 
character  is  submitted  to  Parliament,  we 
ou^ht  not  to  be  asked  to  pass  the  Beso- 
lution as  a  matter  of  form.  Those  of  ua 
who  have  any  experience  in  this  House 
know  that  when  it  is  declared  expedient 
that  a  certain  sum  of  money  should  be 
expended  by  Parliament  for  a  specific 
purpose,  it  is  always  open  to  debate.  I 
do  not  think  the  House  of  Commons  haa 
ever  been  called  on  in  recent  times  to 
decide     on    a   more    serious   financial 

Suestionthan  thisone.  I  myself  oppose 
oth  the  Bubstaooe  and  the  form  of  the 
Government  Resolution,  and  I  believe 
that  in  so  doing  I  am  in  aooord  with 
many  hon.  Members  sitting  on  these 
Benches.  Therefore  it  will  seem  strange 
to  us  and  to  the  country  if  the  closure 
should  be  attempted  at  a  time  when  we 
are  asked  to  take  into  consideration  an 
important  question  of  policy. 

The  GHAIBMAN:  Order,  order! 
It  is  extremely  inconvient  that  reference 
should  be  made  to  the  closure  as  if  it 
rested  entirely  with  the  leader  of  the 
House.  As  it  appears  not  to  be  the  wish 
of  the  House  that  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Haggerstun  should  be 
withdrawn,  it  is  not  convenient  that 
this  preliminary  discussion  should  be 
prolonged. 

Loao  GHABLES  BEBESFOBD 
(Marylehone,  E.):  I  do  not  see  that 
anything  which  has  transpired  in  this 
conversation  should  prevent  me  going 
on  with  the  debate  which  was  not  eon- 
eluded  when  the  matter  was  last  before 
the  House.  Now,  I  considered  the  re- 
marks made  to  ^e  House  the  other 
night  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hag- 
gerston  to  be  most  important  for  two 
reasons — first,  because  as  I  am  well 
aware  a  large  number  of  people  in  the 
ooontiy — many  of  them  working  men 
— hold  the  hon.  Member's  views ;  and. 
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seoondlj,  beoanu  the  hon.  Member  is  a 
trorkingr  man's  BepreaentatiTe,  and  I 
riioald  like,  if  possiDle,  to  upset  some 
of  luB  argnmentB  in  a  perfectly  argu- 
mentative vay.  I  vas  not  at  all  as- 
tonished that  ttie  hon.  Member  appeared 
to  be  pnzsled  and  mystified  as  to  why 
so  large  an  amount  of  money  was 
necoBsary ;  bnt  I  will  show  him  how  it 
name  abont.  He  said  very  rightly  that 
we  were  always  getting  into  eoares  like 
this,  and  the  OoTemment  of  the  day 

E'omptly  came  forward  and  wanted  to 
y  ont  a  large  sum  of  money,  as  neces- 
sary for  the  safety  of  the  country.  The 
hon.  Member  has  referred  to  eome  of  us 
as  experts,  and  has  oompluned  of  our 
action,  hut  as  a  fact,  what  I  desire  to 
do  is  to  awaken  the  country  to  a  atate- 
ment  of  fact.  I  do  not  want  to  create  a 
scare ;  I  only  want  the  truth  to  be  made 
known.  The  hon.  Member  said  he 
had  a  duty  to  perform  as  a  Member  of 
this  House.  So,  Sir,  have  I.  Now.jSir, 
before  I  sit  down  I  think  I  shall  be  able 
to  show  him  that  he  took  a  very  bad 
date  for  the  purposee  of  his  argument 
when  he  referred  to  the  Naval  Estimate 
of  20  years  ago,  for  in  that  year 
the  country  had  begun  for  a  varie^  of 
reasons  to  reduce  its  Naval  Estimate, 
which  ought  to  he  taken,  from  a  busi- 
ness point  of  view,  as  the  rate  of  insur- 
ance for  the  country.  Twenty  years 
ago  the  nadon's  imports  and  exports 
amounted  to  £334,000,000,  and  the 
Naval  Estimate  was  only  £10,000,000, 
Now,  the  imports  and  exports  have  risen^ 
to  £680,000,000  and  our  Naval  Estimate' 
is  £1,000,000  less.  Twenty  years  ago, 
consequently,  the  rate  of  insurance  we 
were  paying  in  the  shape  of  our  Naval 
Estimate  was  3*41  ;  now  we  are  only 
paying    1  '85.      If    the    hon.    Member 
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olaim^  that  we  should  have  no  Naval 
Estimate  at  all,  then  there  might  be 
some  merit  in  his  ai^ument,  bnt  he  is 
not  justified  in  saying  that  we  are  paying 
too  much  now  as  oompared  with  the  basis 
of  payment  20  years  ago.  We  must 
have  a'  navy  to  protect  our  commerce. 
The  hon.  Member  would  not  say  to  hie 
constituentB  that  the  food  supply,  the 
commerce,  and  the  shores  of  Qreat 
Britain  shall  not  be  defended  at  all; 
and,  if  defence  is  to  be  undertaken  at 
all,  it  should  be  dose  in  a  business-like 
way,  and  not  as  thetwo  Front  Benches 


dictated  mainly  by  Far^  reasons  and 
not  by  the  oompleteness  of  the  defence 
of  the  oonntnr.  If  not,  why  did  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  state  on  a 
previous  oooasion  that  the  country  was 
paving  too  muoh  for  the  Navy  ? 

LoKD  QEOBOB  HAMILTON :  No. 

LoBD  0.  BGBESFOBD:  The  noble 
Lord  expressed  the  hope  that  he  might 
reduce  the  Estimates,  and  stated  that 
the  then  shipbuilding  vote,  if  earned 
out,  would  run  the  8eet  up  to  a  stan- 
dard which  would  be  ample  for  the  de* 
fence  of  the  oountry.  I  do  not  blame 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  taoking 
ibip.  I  told  him  he  would  have  to  do 
t.  My  point  is  that  he  should  not  have 
put  the  rocks  in  his  own  way ;  be  should 
hare  put  the  necessity  for  the  increase 
before  the  country.  But  let  me  con- 
tinue my  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Haggerston.  In  the  last  20  years  the 
tannage  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  has 
risen  from  5,700,000  to  9,13.5,000  tons  ; 
and  if  the  Estimate  of  20  years  ago  was 
sufficient  for  the  commerce  of  that  day 
it  is  not  sufficient  now ;  and  yet  the 
E^imate  of  to-day  is  less  by£l, 000, 000. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  two  prominent 
European  Powers  have  increaaed  their 
Naval  Estimatea  in  the  last  20  years  by 
four  and  a-quarter  stillions  a  year. 
The  popnlation  of  this  oountry  has  in- 
creased 8,000,000  or  9,000,000,  and  the 
imports  have  doubled  during  the  last 
20  years,  and  can  it  be  said  that  if  a 
navy  of  a  certain  strength  was  required 
then,  astrouger  navy  IS  notnov  neces- 
sary? 

*Ms.  CBEUEB :  I  made  no  sueh  ad- 
mission aa  that  which  the  noble  Lord 
aaseite.  I  did  not  say  that  the  Navy 
20  years  ago  was  either  adequate  or  ne- 
cessary. I  said  nothing  upon  the  point, 
and  the  noble  Lord  is  quite  in  error  in 
putting  into  my  mouth  words  Z  did  not 

LORD  0.  BEBESFOBD :  Thra  I  do 
not  see  where  the  hon.  Uember'a  aivu- 
ment  is.  I  understood  him  to  put  lor- 
ward  as  an  aivument,  that  there  was 
an  increase  in  the  Naval  Estimates  now 
over  those  of  20  yeara  ago.  I  am  sorry 
it  I  misunderstood  him. 

*Mb.  OBEMEB:  That  is  true.  I  in- 
stituted a  oomparison  between  the  ordi- 
Naval  Estimates  now,    and  the 


lary 

ordinary   naval 


expenditure   20  years 
;  the  increase  which  has 


have  been  doing.   Why,  thev  must  eon-    ago,  pmnting  oat  the  inoreaae  wh 
fesB  that  they  have  adopted  prisdplea  I  tuen  place  during  this  period. 
S  T  2 
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LOBD  0.  BEBESFOBD:  I  foU  to 

see  the  hon.  Member's  object  in  intro- 
duoiog  it. 

*Mb.  CREHEB  :  I  pointed  out  the 
increase  which  had  taken  place  as  eri- 
denoe  of  the  demands  which  are  continu- 
ally being  made  foe  inoreased  espendi- 
tnre  upon  the  Navy. 

LOKD  0.  BEEE8F0BD:  TbenI  want 
to  know  whether  the  hon.  Uember  is  pre- 
pared to  say  that  our  commeroe,  onr 
shores,  our  trade,  and  our  food  eupply 
is  not  to  be  defended  ? 

*A[b.  CBEUEB:  Yee;  v hen  danger 
ia  proved  to  exist ;  but  not  before.  I 
ask  where  the  danger  is? 

Lobs  0.  6EBESF0BD :  The  danger 
is  in  being  unprepared.  The  ben. 
Gentleman  will  be  the  first  to  agree 
with  me  that  this  country  ought  to  be 

nteoted,  not  in  the  way  it  bos  been 
le,  without  any  definite  plana,  without 
the  experts  being  called  together  and 
deciding  what  shall  be  protected  and 
how,  bat  after  the  experts  hare  made 
out  their  plans  and  given,  their  reasons 
to  the  House  cf  Commons.  I  find  fault 
with  the  Oovemment  because  they  are 
going  to  do  the  right  thing  in  the 
wrong  way.  I  told  the  Oovemment  the 
other  day  that  they  were  going  to  do 
the  right  thing,  though  they  were  going 
to  do  It  in  the  wrong  way.  If  the  hon. 
Member  for  Haggerston,  who  has 
brought  forward  his  views  in  a  very  able 
manner,  had  directed  his  remarks  to  the 
right-about-face  of  the  Gh>Temment  I 
should  not  have  got  up  to  answer  him. 
But,  as  I  understood  bim,  though,  per- 
haps, again  I  am  wrong,  the  hon. 
Hember  directed  his  shafts  against  the 
opinions  of  what  he  deeoribed  as  "  the 
cormorants,"  men  like  myself  who  are 
endeavouring,  to  the  beet  of  their  alMlity, 
to  let  the  country  know  what  is  wanted, 
and  to  give  their  reasons.  I  was  very 
much  BBtoniehed  to  hear  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  hint  that  a  debate  so 
important  as  this  should  be  in  any  way 
curtailed.  Putting  aside  Party  alto- 
gether, the  defence  of  the  Empire  is  the 
most  important  question  that  could  be 
brought  before  the  House,  and  it  is  de- 
sirable that  every  light  should  be 
thrown  upon  iL  The  argument  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hagger- 
ston is  one  held  by  a  great  number  of 
people,  and  it  is  desirable  that  it  should 
be  debated  so  that  people  should  see 
whether  it  ia  right  or  wrong.     I  thei»- 
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fore  hope  it  will  not  be  curtailed.  Now 
with  reference  to  the  remarks  of  the  hm. 
Member  for  Cardiff,  if  they  had  been 
directed  to  vessels  of  the  Admir*tQlM»  I 
should  have  agreed  with  him  entirely. 
The  First  T^rd  of  the  Admiralty  was,  I 
think,  wrong  in  desoribing  them  as  of 
the  .Admiral  class.  He  said  that  the- 
new  ships  were  more  assimilated  to  the- 
Admirat  class  than  to  the  Trafidgmr. 
What  I  imagine  him  to  mean  is  tbat 
they  were  more  assimilated  in  the 
matter  of  auxiliary  armament. 

Lord GEOEGB HAMILTON:  What 
I  said  was  that  the  position  of  the- 
armour  resembled  that  of  the  Admiral 
class,  but  tbat  the  position  of  the  arma- 
ment was  more  of  the  Trafalgar  class. 

LoBD  C.  BEBESFOBD:  I  entiraly 
agree  that  the  ship's  platform  wbos» 
safety  you  have  to  insure  is  not  at  all 
like  that  of  the  Admiral  class.  We  must 
do  our  best  to  make  the  House  under- 
stand this  technical  q^uestion.  Wc  will 
begin  by  the  fact  tbat  a  first-class  ship, 
cruiser,  or  any  fighting  machine  must 
be  a  compromise.  First  of  all,  we  start 
with  the  theory  of  an  armoured  battle- 
ship that  cannot  be  sunk  or'put  out  of 
action  unless  its  armour  is  pierced. 
Secondly,  we  must  put  down  the  weight 
of  the  armour  and  what  we  are  going  to 
put  on  the  ship,  and  then  let  experts 
discuss  and  decide  where  is  the  best 
point  to  put  the  armour  on.  These  are 
paints  which  must  be  talked  over  in 
Committee  at  the  Admiralty.  I  will 
tell  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
(tardiff  that  the  reason  why  I  like  the 
new  ships  is  because  they  are  not  naval 
architects'  ships.  My  idea  of  what  our 
naval  administration  ought  to  be  and  of 
the  mode  in  which  our  naval  arohiteo- 
ture  should  be  conducted  is  tbat  it 
should  be  done  in  a  business-like  way, 
as  in  Qermany.  In  Germany  the  ex- 
perts discuss  for  days  what  ships  are 
necessary,  and  make  out  a  plan  and 
sign  a  memorandum  of  their  views. 
SWt  they  find  out  how  many  ships 
they  want,  and  then  they  lay  down  the 
principles  on  which  the  ships  shall  be 
built.  They  have  opinions  as  to  the 
requinments  from  the  seamen,  the 
engineers,  and  the  artilleiymen.  That 
is  what  we  ought  to  do.  Someone 
ought  to  be  made  responiihle.  Ships 
should  be  designed  in  socordance  with 
the  views  and  to  meet  the  requirementa 
of  the  men  who  have  to  fight  them,  and 
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not  to  meet  the  plaa  of  the  naral 
'  ftrohitact. 

Lord  B.  OHTIBOHIIJj  :  These  are 
Hr.  White'e  Amign. 

Tjosd  0.  BERE8F0BD :  That  is  bo  ; 
tiBt  what  I  want  to  enforce  is  that  in 
Germany  the  dengns  are  first  worhed 
out  by  the  sailors,  and  when  they  have 
decided  on  what  is  necessary,  the  ar- 
■ohiteot  makes  the  plans.  That  is  nerer 
•done  at  onr  Admiralty.  I  beliere  that 
the  new  ships  will  he  good  ships.  Let 
as  take  the  Thundtrer  or  Ajax  class.  I 
think  most  seamen  objected  to  the  Jj'tue 
class  because  all  the  offensive  power  is 
in  the  centre  of  the  ship,  and 
if  a  shell  got  in,  then  the  whole 
battery  would  be  unmasked.  Now, 
Z  am  dealing  with  the  new  design 
—the  IVa/algitr  design  and  the  Admiral 
design — and  I  wish  to  compare  the  new 
ships  with  the  Trafalgar  and  the  Admiral 
olass.  The  length  of  the  new  ship  is 
480  feet,  and  it  is  armoured  for  250  feet. 
The  SVa/atgar  is  345  feet  in  length,  and 
is  armoured  for  230  feet,  while  the 
Admirai,  with  a  length  of  330  feet,  has 
ISO  feet  of  armour.  I  believe  that  the 
Admiral  olass  could  be  snnk  or  put  oat 
«f  action  without  piercing  the  armour, 
■or,  indeed,  without  firing  big  guns  at 
all.  The  new  ship  presents  to  au  enemy 
a  rery  much  smaller  target  than  the 
«iiadel  ships  of  the  Trafalgar  class,  and 
its  ammunition  and  loading  places  are 
eomptetely  covered.  If  the  citadel  be 
pierced  in  the  TVafdtgar  olass — which  is 
perfectly  poaeibte — your  heavy  gun  may 
be  put  out  of  action,  because  there  is  no 
«rmour  at  the  base  of  the  turret. 
Another  advantage  of  the  new  olas^  of 
ships  is  that  they  carry  four  guns,  two 
forward  and  two  aft.  The  armoor  deck 
in  the  new  class  of  vessels  is  8  feet  lower 
than  in  the  Admiral  class.  This,  in  my 
opinion,  is  an  enormous  advantage, 
^e  great  danger  that  besets  the  Ad- 
miral olass  is  that  an  enormous  amount 
of  armament  may  be  brought  to  bear. 
In  the  new  claBS  you  will  nave  a  five- 
inch  armour  plating  which  will  cer- 
tainly burst  any  sheUs  charged  with 
high  explosives  which  we  have  such  a 
horror  of  in  the  old  armoured  ships.  In 
cny  opinion,  the  new  ships  will  be  of  a 
better  build  than  have  yet  been  seen  in 
Any  country,  and  I  think  yon  cannot 
£et  vessels  better  defended,  when  you 
take  into  account  the  tonnage  and  the 
requisite  thickness  of  the  armour.    The 
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guns  are  in  ezoellent  porations  and  are 
excellently  defended.  What  will  hm- 
pen  in  action  we  do  not  know.  We 
may  find  that  a  71b.  shell  may  explode 
the  magazine.  I  am  satisfied,  however, 
that  the  proteotion  of  the  guae  will  l>e 
ample.  The  hen.  Member  opposite  (Sir 
£.  J.  Seed)  cannot  say  that  he  approves 
of  the  auxiliary  armament  of  the 
Trafalgar.  There  was  such  an  outcij 
about  protecting  the  auxiliary  armament 
of  that  ship  that  four  extra  inches  were 
put  on.  I  should  say  that  these  toew 
ships  will  ran  up  to  from  300  to  500 
tons  of  extra  weight,  hut  I  maintain 
that  the  mode  adopted  of  putting 
on  the  armour  is  the  best  that 
could  under  the  circumstances  be  used. 
Another  point  of  advantage  is  that, 
whereas  the  freeboard  in  the  barbette 
class  is  16  feet,  and  in  the  Admiral  class 
10^  feet,  it  is  11}  'e^t  in  the  turret 
class.  Then,  again,  the  barbette  in  the 
new  ships  will  be  23  feet  above  thi 
water,  whereas  in  the  Thifalgar  it  ifc 
only  14  feet  and  in  the  Admiral  '20  feet^ 
What  you  have  to  do  is  to  hit  th^ 
enemy's  ships  as  often  as  you  can,  and 
you  are  not  likely  to  hit  them  if  your 
guns  are  under  water.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  the  new  ships  will  have  a 
speed  of  half  a  knot  more  than  th4 
Admiral  olass,  which  is  a  point  of  greai 
importance.  As  to  the  question  of  dse, 
I  believe  myself  that  we  have  now 
arrived  at  the  maximum  of  siie  with 
due  regard  to  ntili^  and  economy.  X 
do  not  think  it  will  pay  either  in  the 
Mercantile  Marine  or  in  the  Navy  to 
build  larger  vessels  with  the  object  of 
getting  more  speed  out  of  them,  and  I 
do  not  believe  you  will  get  many  ships 
to  go  faster  than  this  new  class,  unlesi 
you  invent  a  new  motive  power.  There 
are  many  reasons  for  believing  that 
these  will  be  good  ships.  The  Govern- 
ment have  acted  wisely  in  trying  to  find 
the  best  type  for  adoption,  and  I  think 
that  if  they  are  ready  to  sit  down  and 
debate  the  subject,  we  are  likely  to  get 
the  best  ships  the  House  of  C^jmmons 
can  vote.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff 
(SirE.  J.  Beed)  said  that  the  Btaiu  and 
the  Bltnheim,  which  are  called  protected 
cruisers,  are  not  protected.  Well,  this' 
is  a  case  of  conpromise.  Ton  must 
sacrifice  either  speed  or  a  certain  amount 
of  armour.  Uy  contention  duricg  the 
short  time  I  was  at  the  Admiralty  was 
that  the  tflait  and  the  Htmthnm  should 
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oot  bfl  arainured,  biit  that  th«v  shcmld 
tnut  to  their  epwd,  and  that,  I  think, 
.VM  the  best  oompromise  that  oould  be 
adopted.  Well,  as  I  have  said  before, 
I  think  the  Qorenimeat  are  doing  right, 
bat  that  they  are  going  about  it  in  the 
wrong  waj.  I  befiere  the  hon.  Qentle- 
Dum  tlie  aril  Lord  of  the  Admixaltj 
(Vr.  ABbmead  Bartlett^  told  his  oon- 
■titnents  not  long  ago  that  the  Britiab 
Fleet  was  able  to  fight  the  combined 
fleet!  of  any  two  Powers. 

Thb  civil  lord  of  ths  ADHI- 
ItAI/TT  (Hr.  AsHxUD-BARTUtrr,  Shef- 
&M,  Eooleeall) :  No. 

Loan  0.  BEBBaFOBD :  Well,  then, 
the  papers  reported  him  wrongly. 

lb.ASHHBAD-BABTLETT:  Isaid 
it  onght  to  be  able. 

LoKD  0.  B£B£SFOBD:  Oh,  than, 
we  agree  entirely.  My  opinion  is  that 
the  country  shonld  be  mode  to  believe 
that  an  expenditure  of  £91,DO0,ODD  is 
neoeasary  now.  I  am  very  glad  that 
the  Qovemment  are  ooming  round  to 
my  view;  but  I  believe  that  if  they 
oame  down  to  the  House  and  said, 
"  HaTing  looked  into  the  question,  we 
find  tbat  snob  and  auob  an  expenditure 
is  neoeasary,  and  our  polior  is  so  and 
•o,"  they  would  bare  met  with  no  oppo- 
sition from  anybody,  except  those 
Qentlemen  below  the  Gangway  opposite 
who  think  we  ought  always  to  be  at 
peaoe.  When  I  oritioized  the  Hinisterisl 
Programme  some  of  my  brother  officers 
came  to  me  and  asked,  "Are  yon  going 
to  throw  the  scheme  orer?  I 
anawered,  "  How  can  I  oppose  a  aeheme 
which  is  practically  my  own?"  I 
oaloulated  what  was  necessary,  in 
addition  to  the  ordinary  ship-building 
votes  of  the  year,  to  defend  all  our 
iatermts  in  the  erent  of  a  war  with 
France  alone.  We  ought  not  to  de- 
part from  this  principle :  that  if  we  go 
to  war  with  any  country  we  shonld  be 
in  a  position  to  sink  every  Teasel  of 
the  enemy,  and  if  you  adopt  that  prin- 
dpie  you  can  take  year  Navy  last  and 
make  out  the  same  plan  of  campaign  as 
I  did.    The  CtoTemment  told  me  tbat 


Friend    (Lord 


Hamilton)    came 


LoBD  Q.  HAMILTON :  I  have  not 
oome  round. 

LoED  0.  BERE8F0ED :  Well,  tbat 
ia  one  of  the  most  satisfactory  state- 
ments I    have  heard,    beoanse  it  will 
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enable  us  to  show  how  my  noble  Friaoid. 
has  oome  round.  Hy  raother  offloer* 
came  to  me  and  told  me  to  aoquiesoe  io 
everything.  Well,  I  am  not  going  to 
aoqaiBBoe  in  eveiything.  I  know  ttiat 
£21,000,000  is  not  half  enough  to  spend 
on  the  Navy,  and  what  the  Govemimnt 
onght  to  dg  is  to  tell  the  people  so.  Kj- 
noble  Friend  (Lord  G.  Hamilton)  ha* 
tried  to  indnoe  the  House  to  believe  that 
his  programme  will  meet  the  full  re- 

Snirements  of  the  oonntry.  I  say  it  will 
o  notfaing  whatever  of  the  sort.  H» 
might  just  as  well  think  we  are  all  going;^ 
to  believe  in  the  historical  oaeociatioDa 
of  this  first  of  April  as  Jhat  w« 
are  going  to  agree  with  him  ia 
that.  It  cannot  nold  wator  at  all. 
My  brother  officers  said  to  me,  "  Half  a 
loaf  is  bettor  than  no  bread.''  I  said, 
"Certainly;  a  quarter  of  a  loaf  is  better 
than  no  bread,  but,  for  goodness  sake, 
let  the  people  know  it  is  a  quarter,  and 
not  a  whole  loaf."  My  noble  Friend 
oould  not  get  his  colleagues  on  the  Board 
of  Admir^ty  to  sign  a  paper  stating  that 
this  scheme  is  sufficient  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  country.  The  aotool 
addition  to  the  amount  to  be  spent  <m 
the  Fleet  will  be  only  £9,635,000.  I 
know  the  (Government  will  get  a  much 
better  class  of  ships,  but  what  they 
on^bt  to  do  is  to  keep  up  the  nnmber  (u 
their  ships,  so  as  to  oe  able  to  meet  a 
combination  of  any  two  Powers  against 
us.  According  to  my  noble  Fnend'a 
(Lord  Q.  Hamilton's)  own  statement, 
at  the  end  of  five  years,  the  waste,  in 
respect  of  obsolete  vessels,  will  alone  be 
67  ships,  and  this  mvgramme  will  only 
give  us  70  ships.  Iteally,  therefore,  he 
is  going  to  add  three  ships  to  the  Fleet, 
looking  at  it  from  that  point  of  view,  1^ 
own  opinion  is  that  if  the  cose  were  put 
before  the  country  in  a  reasonable  sort 
of  way,  the  eleotors  would  be  wiUiug  te 
vote  anything  tbat  might  be  necessary 
for  dieir  defence,  but  people,  natu- 
rally, are  filled  with  doubt,  whea 
tbey  hear  statemente  such  as  are 
constantly  being  mode  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  ia  reference  to  thfr 
strength  of  the  Fleet.  I  maintain  that 
if  we  do  not  insist  upon  making  the 
Government  Departments  fnlly  respon- 
sible, this  sort  of  thing  will  go  on  for 
ever.  We  shall  be  told  one  month  that 
"Britannia  rules  the  waves,"  and  that 
we  are  all  right,  and  the  next  that  we- 
have  to  pay  £21,000,000.      Hy  nobla 


joXiOOgle 


Nmal 


{AnuL  I,  1S8»| 


Friend  the  Uember  for  Paddingtoi 
(Lord  B.  OhiirohiU]  eaid  not  long  ago 
that  the  eotirs  queition  of  the  strength 
of  70UT  Fleet  depended  on  ;oar  polto;. 
I  cannot  agree  with  him,  beoauBe  jour 
policy  ma;  alter  in  a  dog-watch,  or,  if 
you  Uke,  the  polio;  of  another  oountr; 
may  alter  io  a  dog-watch.  You  onght 
to  have  a  Fleet  strong  enough  to  defend 
•U  your  iutereats  and  to  seep  peaoe. 
This  oountry  ought  to  have  and  must 
hare  peace ;  I  aaauie  you  that  those  of 
us  who  have  eameetly  taken  up  this 
point  of  the  strength  of  the  Navy  tliink 
more  of  peace  Uian  even  Oentlemen 
opposite,  because  we  are  acquainted 
with  the  horrors  of  war.  A  strong 
British  fleet  -is  a  more  important 
factor  in  the  question  of  the  main- 
tenanoe  uf  the  peace  of  the  world  than 
many  hon.  Members  think.  The  first 
thing  that  would  be  asked  by  Foreign 
Powen,  if  England  had  a  Fleet  adequate 
to  meet  all  her  requirements,  would  be 
in  any  emergenqr  — "  What  will  Eng- 
land dof"  I  entirely  object  to  my 
noble  Friend 'a  argument  that  the 
atrength  of  your  Fleet  depends  on  your 
policy. 

Loud  B.  OHDBOHILL  (Paddington, 
S.) :  Will  my  noble  Friend  allow  ma 
to  interrupt  him  ?  I  will  put  my  argu- 
ment in  toe  form  of  a  query.  Does  he 
not  think  the  British  Fleet  would  re- 
quire to  be  much  stronger  in  the  Medi- 
terranean if  we  held  Egypt  than  if  we 
left  her  f 

LoKD  G,  BEBE8F0BD :  That  is 
rather  beside  the  question.  I  say  that 
to  keep  the  country  at  peace  should  be 
the  aim  of  every  EngUahman,  that  in 
order  to  do  ao  a  strong  British  Fleet  is 
essential,  and  that  you  will  never  have 
a  strong  British  Fleet  whilst  you  have  a 
system  which  allows  you  to  do  what  you 
are  doing  now,  and  what  you  did  under 
Xjord  Northbrook.  Tou  should  once 
and  for  all  find  oat  what  the  standard 
of  your  fleet  should  be,  andyoushuuld 
keep  it  up  to  that  standard,  and  have, 
as  w  as  you  oan,  a  lerel  estimate  every 

fear.  There  is  one  other  observation 
wish  to  make.  I  do  implore  hoa. 
Gentlemen  to  put  on  one  side  alt  ques- 
tions as  to  whose  fault  it  is.    Let  us 


sure    I  have  not     always    said   kind 
tilings   of  my  former  colleagues,   nor 


have  I  allowed  theu  plans  to  pass  with- 
out criticism.  I  have,  I  know,  on  aub 
oooasion,  said  I  would  rather  wait  ayear 
than  have  this  programme  brought  for- 
ward ;  but  since  then  I  have  seen  how 
things  are  managed  by  foreign  nations. 
I  have  seen  how  good  is  their  oiganixa- 
tion,  how  qniok  and  apt  they  are  to 
get  the  first  advantage,  if  anything 
uiould  unfortunately  ooonr,  of  any  oir- 
oumstance  that  in  these  days  of  steam 
and  speed  would  give  them  an  advan- 
tage in  the  beginning  of  a  campaign. 
They  are  better  prepared  in  matters  of 
detui.  The  two  leading  Naval  Powen 
next  to  ourselves  have  £4,200,000  more 
on  their  annual  Naval  Estimates  than 
they  had  20  years  ago,  and  yet  their 
lives  do  not  depend  upon  their  naval 
strength,  as  our  lives  do.  In  bringing 
my  news  so  constanUy  before  the  Housa 
I  desire  to  support  the  Qovemment.  I 
hope  they  will  oe  allowed  to  get  to  work 
Boonj  for  every  day  we  lose  important 
time.  The  keels  of  the  ships  should  be 
laid  down  as  soon  as  the  money  is  voted. 
We  may  debate  the  system  of  admini*- 
tration,  and  even  the  financial  questioi^ 
afterwards — they  admit  of  debate  and 
argument ;  hut  I  do  not  think  that  the 
question  of  our  defenoe  and  of  keeping 

Saoe  with  our  commerce  does  admit  u 
ebate.  I  believe  we  are  all  togethei- 
upon  that  point ;  and,  therefore,  I 
hope  the  Hoose,  though  it  may  find 
fault  with  the  Qoveinment  for  this  right- 
about-turn, will  assent  in  enabling  them 
to  lay  down  a  number  of  ships.  M; 
argument  is  that  you  will  not  taae  mora 
than  eighteen  months  to  launch  the 
hulls  of  the  vessels,  and  as  soon  as  the 
stocks  are  cleared  other  keels  should  be 
lud  down,  until  we  get  the  ships  up  to 
the  standard. 
*M£.  OAMPBELL  -  BAHNEBIfAN 
(Stirling,  &c.}:  The  Honse  always  listens 
with  interest  and  plsasure  to  the  noble 
Lord,  not  only  on  aooooat  of  his  abili^ 
and  aoqaaintanoe  with  the  matters  wiltt 
which  he  deals,  but  beoanse  of  his  ob- 
vious sincerity  and  earnestness  in  the 
cause  he  advooates.  But  I  am  bound  to 
aa;  that  there  was  at  least  one  part  of 
his  speech  in  which,  if  his  object  was  to 
support  the  policy  of  the  Government^ 
he  did  not  very  much  advance  their 
cause.  I  allude  to  that  part  of  his 
speech  in  which  he  entered  at  great 
length  into  details  of  the  dimrent 
designs  of  ships,  and  carried  on  a  dia- 
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I  with  mj  boo.  Friend  oear  me   moKt  be  a»&re  thai  when  those  n 


■ometbing  dmllar  to  th*t  we  anticipate 
stthelnstitateof  Kaval  Architecteon  a 
•Say  not  far  diatuiti  with  the  reenlt,  I 
think,  of  eatiifyiiig  the  greater  nnmber 
of  the  Oommittee  there  was  reallj  no 
fixed  principle  or  standard  rule  in  regard 
to  shipbnilding ;  that  the  whole  buai- 
•eea  waa  moh  a  i^nagmire  of  diverse 
epinions,  that  it  might  teem  the  leaa 
money  was  embarkm  in  it  the  better. 
Bnt,  approaching  the  programme  of  the 
Qovemment,  the  first  objection  I  hare 
to  make— the  first  oritioimn  I  hare  to 
paaa  on  it — is  connected  with  the  ex- 
treme difficulty  of  ascertaining  what  the 
Knm  of  money  inTolred  really  amounts 
to.  The  noble  Lord,  in  stating  his  pro- 
poeals,  led  off  with,  and  brought  into  the 
Knre-froat  of  hia  statement,  tbe  good 
yound  snm  of  21 J  millions,  and  such  a 
figure  BO  stated  would  aattuidly  be  taken 
■—and  was  oa,  a  matter  of  fact,  at  first 
taken — to  mean  that  there  was  to  be 
an  absolute  and  actual  increaaa  to  this 
extent  over  and  above  the  ordinary 
diipbuilding  expenditure  of  the  country. 
Bnt  in  tbe  nirther  oonree  of  his  speech, 
•od  in  subsequent  explanations  given, 
other  figures  have  been  mentioned  by 
ttte  noble  Lord  and  others,  and  his  latest 
dietnm  is  that  the  whole  sum  involved 
in  the  progracome  is  11^  millions  for 
^ipbnilding,  and  even  this  snm  of  1 1^ 
miUioQs  reste  on  the  supposition  that 
if  there  were  no  such  proposal  as 
the  Chivemment  now  submit,  nothing 
whataver  would  be  done  in  the  Dock- 
yards or  by  contract,  except  the  mere 
replaoement  of  waste  in  the  Navy ; 
ao  that  even  here  wo  do  not  find 
firm  ground  to  stand  upon.  Now,  I  can- 
not but  think  this  was  a  mistake,  and 
as  error  in  taotios  on  the  part  of  the 
aohle  Lord.  I  believe  that  he  would 
more  readily  have  oommended  bis  pro- 
posal to  us  if  he  had  proceeded  in  a 
nreoisely  opposite  way — if  he  had,  in  the 
fiiet  place,  sndeavourad  to  show  us  how 
very  small  an  increment  he  proposed 
over  the  ordinary  rate  of  shipbuilding 
Expenditure,  and  then,  when  be  had 
Hhown  how  small  that  was,  he  had 
paraded  before  us  the  magntfioent  cata- 
logue of  0  ships  which  he  would  be  able 
to  provide  for  the  money.  I  know  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  no  idea  whatever  of 
misleading  the  House  or  anyone  by 
giving  snob  orominenoe  to  the  big 
Sgores  with  wliioh  he  started ;  but  be 
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in  the  for^roond  they  would  sink  Into 
the  public  mind,  and  if  I  look  fov 
motivee  for  adopting  that  oonree  I  think 
I  can  suggest  two.  In  the  first  plaee,  a 
somewhat  unusual  and  not  altogether 
justifiable  oonrse  has  been  fi)lloved  im 
this  matter.  While  the  Houeeof  Oom- 
mons  remained  in  perfect  ignorance  of 
the  intentions  of  the  Qovemment,  the 
noble  Lord  and  some  of  his  ooUeaguee 
were  going  about  discounting  the 
popularity  which  their  soheme  mi^t 
gain  for  them  among  the  classes  in  the 
community  interested  in  naval  expendi- 
ture; and  in  favoured  places,  and  in 
ooD genial  company — at  banquets  ia 
the  Oity  of  London  and  ocoasionallj 
in  the  Provinces,  taking  credit  to 
themselves  tor  the  great  things  thaiy 
were  about  to  do.  It  waa  neoeesary, 
therefore,  to  make  as  much  of  it  m* 
possible.  The  second  motive  was  that 
it  was,  above  allthings,  necessary  to  fill 
the  eye,  and  inflame  the  imagination, 
and  impress  the  ingenious  mind,  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  liember  for  Uarylebone 
(Lord  0.  Beresford)  and  those  officers  of 
the  Service  who  are  of  bis  sohooL 
Whether  they  have  altogetfaer  snooeeded 
in  that  object  I  am  not  very  sure,  be- 
cause, from  what  I  know  of  the  noble 
Lord,  I  think  he  is  far  too  shrewd  not  to 
see  the  real  state  of  the  ease.  But  I 
wish  to  examine  this  large  demand 
which  is  made  upon  us,  and  to  in- 
quire what  is  involved  in  it,  and 
what  jnstifioation  is  put  forward  fOr 
it,  but  before  I  do  so  I  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  consider  what  is  the  origin 
of  the  Qovemment  proposal.  The  noble 
Ijord  (Lord  Q,  Hamilton)  did  not  give 
qtute  an  aoourate  oooount  of  the  origin 
in  his  speech.  The  real  origin  of  ttiia 
new  Naval  IVigramme  is  to  be  found 
in  an  Amendment  moved  about  this 
time  last  year  to  the  Army  Estimates 
asking  for  the  appointment  of  a  Oom- 
mission  to  inquire  into  the  provision 
made  for  the  defence  of  the  Empire.  I 
think  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Marylebone  will  agree  with  me  in  this. 
Tbe  Qovemment  took  it  into  their 
beads  that  they  irere  going  to  be 
beaten  on  a  Division  on  that  Amend- 
ment I  I  do  not  believe  they  would 
have  been,  but,  however,  for  fear  of 
that  result,  they  propoeed  to  meet  the 
desire  of  hon.  Members  in  another  w^, 
and  to  inquire  in  a  way,  aad  to  a  degres 
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of  olosenees  not  hitherto  usual,  into 
the  state  of  the  defenoea  of  the  Empire, 
«nd,  oooordinfflT,  they  appointed  this 
Committee  of  MemherB  of  the  Cabinet 
-of  which  we  have  heard  so  muoh.  The 
noble  Lord  somewhat  unkindly  ignored 
this  incident,  and  ascribed  his  present 
policy  to  a  happy  inspiration  of  the 
UOTemment,  who,  he  told  us,  "  resolved, 
after  a  full  survey  made  of  the  require- 
ments of  the  Navy  and  the  country,  and 
having  ascertained  what  the  deficiencies 
irere,  to  do  our  best  to  make  them  good 
with  all  the  rapidity  which  was  oon- 
flistent  with  good  oonstmotion.  Her 
Uajesty's  Qoveniment  determined  to 
Adopt  ttiat  principle,  and  our  new  ship- 
building programme  is  based  upon 
it"  Well,  if  that  were  a  principle 
spontaneously  adopted  by  Her  liajes^'s 
Oovemment,  it  was  a  rather  sudden 
resolution  on  their  part,  and  not  alto- 
gether consistent  with  their  previoue 
«otion.  For  the  last  few  years  they 
had  been  reduoiiig  the  Naval  Esti- 
mates, to  gain  some  degree  of  temporary 
popularity,  no  doubt,  possibly  in  one 
jwi  to  prevent — shall  I  call  it? — the 
official  suicide  of  a  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  in  the  next  year  to 
avoid  his  criticisms.  They  have  been 
reducing  the  Estimates,  and  assuring 
ns  that  all  was  well  with  the  Navy ;  that 
it  was  abundantly  adequate;  and  depre- 
cating sudden  and  spasmodic  mave- 
menta  in  shipbuilding.  Now,  I  am  not 
going  to  dwell  at  this  moment  on  this 
une  of  argument — on  these  assertions 
and  dedaratione  by  the  naval  authori- 
ties of  the  adequacy  of  our  naval 
strength  —  and  to  found  on  them 
my  main  argument  against  the  Oovem- 
ment policy,  for  I  wish  rather  to 
consider  that  npon  its  merits;  but  they 
afford  an  abundant  supply  of  that  tv 
quoqut  argument  so  freely  made  use  of 
Dom  the  front  Bench  opposite.  I  can 
imagine,  for  instance,  if  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  been  engaged  in 
Opposing  the  Government  policy,  how 
he  would  have  revelled  and  rollicked  in 
the  material  famished  by  so  prolific  a 
mine  of  his  favourite  argument.  But 
while  not  dwelling  upon  them  I  must 
observe  that  the  statements  to  which  I 
refer  were  not  expressions  of  opinion  by 
private  Uembers  which  might  change 
with  changing  times  and  circumstances, 
but  were  the  authoritative  assertions 
made  by  responuble  Uinisters  of  the 
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Orown  to  the  House  of  Commons  npon 
which  they  sought  for  and  obtained  sup- 
port  for  their  naval  policy ;  so  that 
it  was  something  much  more  serious 
than  tbe  mere  expression  of  opinion  of 
private  Members.  But  I  do  not  wish  to 
dwellonthatpartofthesubjeot.  The  First 
Lord  proceeded  in  support  of  the  wisdom 
of  the  course  taken  by  the  Government, 
to  adduce  the  opinion  of  the  Committee 
on  Naval  Estimates,  of  which  I  had  the 
honour  to  be  Chairman  last  year.  He 
said  it  was  a  marvellous  thing  that  this 
body  of  Members,  taken  from  every 
part  of  the  House,  absolutely  agreed 
with  the  view  the  Government  had 
taken.  I  will  read  the  words  the  noble 
Lord  used,  so  aa  to  make  this  dear — 

"The  proposition  to  wliiclk  that  Committa* 
gBTB  s  onanimons  MSaot  was  to  this  effect — 
that  any  oeir  ghip  building  programme  should 
be  based  upon  a  fall  sarre;  and  knowled^  of 
the  whole  requiremeiita  of  the  Naval  Servioe  of 
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This  recommendation  of  the  Committee, 
said  the  noble  Lord, 

"Was  anived  st  aome  montha  after  the 
deciiion  of  the  Qovennnsnt,  and  it  ii  a  carioas 
ooinoideDce  becaon  it  shove  that  so  far  from  thia 
increase  of  naval  expenditare  whioh  we  advo<- 
cats  being  necessaril;  asaodated,  oa  some  tbiak  it 
is,  with  the  traditioon,  trainiDg,  and  pradileo- 
tions  ol  ^e  Tory  Party,  we  have  iudispntable 
ovidence  to  the  contrary,  a  body  of  men  spBOially 
appointed  to  consider  queations  of  naval  expen- 
diture and  temporarily  diuociatod  from  their 
political  piejudioes  have  arrived  at  identloally 
the  same  conolnnena  aa  Her  Hajeaty's  Govern* 

Now,  it  is  only  right  to  say  that  this 
Committee  determined  from  the  first— 
and  dsterminsd  rightly — that  ve  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  ques^ 
tion  of  the  adequacy  or  strength  of  the 
Navy.  We  were  not  appointed  to  go 
into  the  strength  of  the  Navy,  and  had 
we  done  that  we  should  have  required 
to  take  a  very  lai^  amount  of  impor- 
tant evidence.  It  is  quite  true  wa  oould 
exclude  questions  bearing  on  this 
subject  when  we  happened  to  have  a 
distinguished  Admiral  before  us  in  hia 

*"  lial  positioD,  and  Members  of  th« 
Committee   did    ask    such    a    witness 

hether  he  was  satisfied  with  the  o<hi- 
dition  of  our  Fleet,  aud  with  the 
Buffieienoy  of  that  Fleet.  Anyone  wh4 
looks  at  tbe  Beport  of  that  Com- 
mittee will  observe  the  singularly  con-' 
tradiotory  answers  received  on  thir 
point.  But  the  Committee  itself  con- 
sidered that  the  question  of  increased 
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expcnditum.on  the  Fleet  was  Altogether 
beyond  their  functions,  and  they  gave 
noezpreMion  to  any  opinion  on  the  eub- 
ject.  What  they  did  inquire  into  iraa 
the  mode  in  whioh  the  Naval  Elstimates 
were  framed,  and  the  degree  of  in- 
formation, knowledge,  and  profeeaional 
opinion  which  was  at  the  disposal  of 
tnoee  who  decided  upon  them  in  their 
ultimate  shape.  As  result  of  our  inquiry 
into  that  point,  anhon.  Member  whom  I 
we  opposite  moved  an  Amendment  to  the 
Beport  to  the  efFeot  that  every  year  in 
framing  the  Estimates — for  we  were 
then  dealing  with  the  annual  Estimates, 
but  an  expansive  programme  saoh  aa 
^Lis—every  year  in  framins;  the  Esti- 
mates the  Naval  Uembera  of  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  should  be  oalled  upon  to 
state  what,  in  their  view,  the  require- 
menta  of  the  oountry  demanded  in  ship- 
building, and  that  that  should  be 
Sunly  put  before  the  Oovemoient.  and 
at  if  those  views  were  overrnled  then 
the  reason  for  that  coarse  should  be  re- 
•orded.  I  do  not  give  the  words  of  the 
Amendment,  but  that  was  the  efFeot  of  it. 
That  Amendment  was  moved,  but  it  only 
received  the  support  of  three  Members 
of  the  Committee.  But  another  Amend- 
ment was  moved  by  the  hon.  Hember 
tat  Oldham  and  accepted  unanimously, 
to  this  effect — 


of  the  Navy  wWa  be  more  dearly  dofined 
tad  Booentnated  i(  th»  wanta  of  the  oountry 
wen  oaiefnllr  ooovdand,  and  a  programme 
dnwn  up  and  lubmltted  by  the  tint  Loid 
on  behalf  of  the  Boaid  to  the  Cnbinet  before 
any  dedeian  ii  taken  ae  to  the  amount  of  money 
to  be  apent  da.ing  the  year." 

This  was  a  very  reasonable  proposal 
which  the  Committee  accepted,  but  it 
has  nothing  of  the  oharaoter  the  First 
Lord  attributed  to  it.  It  related  solely 
to  the  ordinary  Estimates  of  each  year, 
and  to  their  mode  of  preparatian,  and, 
above  all,  it  cannot  be  quoted  aa  any  ap- 
proval whatever  of  an  increase  in  naval 
expenditure,  or  as  in  any  way  sttpersed- 
ing  the  tendency  which  anyone  may  have, 
ftnd  which  I  have  not,  of  associating  such 
a  polity  with  the  traditions  and  predilec- 
tions  of  the  Tory  Party.  I  thought  it 
necessary  to  explain  this  matter  on  behalf 
of  the  Committee  on  Navy  Estimates  of 
lost  year,  and  now  1st  me  oome  to  the 
actual  proposals  of  the  Qovemment. 
There  are,  undoubtedly,  two  bases  on 
Mr,  CMw^itUBumtnum 


which  we  may  consider  and  dsado  what 
is  the  raquisittt  strength  of  the  Navj^ 
first,  a  comparison  with  other  Powers  : 
and,  seoonAy,  a  review  of  the  dutile* 
which  would  be  imposed  upon  the  Fl«*t 
in  time  of  war.  Those  ore  the  two  erilona. 
which  may  be  applied.  The  first  of 
these  is  a  matter  on  which  we  can  all 
form  a  more  or  less  correct  judgmentr 
and  I  would  say  at  once  that  on  the 
mere  comparison  with  other  nati<uiA 
taken  by  itself  I  csn  find  so  j  ustifioation 
for  any  large  extension  of  our  nsTal 
etrength.  But  let  me,  to  prevent  mis- 
understanding, say  for  myself  that  I 
accept  in  the  fullest  and  most  com- 
plete form  the  doctrine  that  it  is 
necessary  for  this  oountry  to  hold 
the  supremacy  of  the  seas,  and  that, 
further,  I  accept  the  doctrine  that  the 
test  and  standard  of  this  supremacy  ia 
that  our  Fleet  should  be  as  strong 
as  the  combined  strength  of  ai^ 
other  two  Fleets  in  the  world. 
That  sapremaoy  I  bdUeve  to  be  thft 
traditional  possession  of  this  oountn.  I 
believe  it  is  necessan,  on  aooount  of  oar 
insular  position,  and  the  extent  of  our 
Colonial  Empire,  and  I  further  believ* 
that  that  necessity  has  not  been  im- 
paired, but  rather  increased,  by  th» 
development  of  our  trade,  by  the  mul- 
tiplication of  our  intereats  in  all  porta 
of  the  Klobe,  and  by  the  inoreassd 
facility  of  commuoioation  all  over  the 
world.  But,  above  all,  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  we  hold  that  supremacy  of  the 
seas  with  the  oonseat  of,  and  without 
any  injury  or  grievance  to,  neighbouring 
countries.  I  believe  it  causes  no  jealou^ 
among  them.  Take,  for  instance,  the 
nation  with  whom  we  are  more  imme- 
diately oonoeraed — France,  the  nation 
occupying  a  naval  position  next  to  our- 
selves with  a  long  interval  between  the 
second  and  third— what  is  thefeelingin 
France  on  the  subject  ?  Whan  I  was 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  it  was  my 
duty  to  read  the  debates  in  the  French 
Chamber  and  in  the  Bud^  Commiauon 
in  relation  to  naval  affairs ;  it  was  my 
duty,  aud  at  the  same  time  it  was  a 
source  of  satisfaction  and  pleasure  to 
me.  I  will  not  go  so  far  as  to  adopt  the 
imiical  saying  of  the  French  philosopher, 
that  our  greatest  pleasure  consists  in 
oontemplatiag  the  misfortunes  of  other 
people;  but  thia  I  will  say,  that  it 
IS  a  great  solaoe  and  relief  to  us 
to    find   that    other    people    are   not 
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•zempt  bom  the  distrasoes  and  oaU- 
mitim  under  which  we  suffer.  Wh&t 
did  I  find  in  this  ooursa  af  reading  which 
I  atronglf  reoommend  toanyhon.  Uem- 
h«r  afluctod  with  the  idea  that  onr 
Natj  is  conducted  in  a  deplorablj  bad 
nuuner  f  I  found  the  sama  complainta, 
the  same  gmmblings,  the  aame  con- 
demnatiooa  «e  are  ao  accustomed  to 
hear.  The;  oomplained  that  ehipe  took 
too  long  to  boUd.  In  paoaing,  let 
oongratolata  the  noble  Lord ;  the  credit 
ia  due  to  him  and  his  OoIIauruMotbaT- 
ing,  at  all  erents,  wiped  out  Oat  disgrace 
and  source  of  expenditure  from  oar 
administratiDn.  I  am  not  sure  that 
Prance  has  yet  got  over  it  They  com- 
plained of  the  atowoess  in  the  delivery 
of  guns ;  they  quarrelled  orer  the 
deaigns  of  shipa  and  guns ;  but  what  I 
Irish  specially  to  refer  to  is  this—that 
from  flnttolast,  except,  perhaps,  when  an 
occasional  expression  fell  from  soma  hair- 
brained  Canatio  iDJuriona  to  this  oonntiy, 
there  was  not  a  word  used  in  debate  but 
■zprassed  full  acknowledgment  of  the 
&ot  that  the  Bnghsh  naval  power  was 
the  strongeet,  and  ought  to  be  the 
atronjgaat,  in  the  world.  I  remember 
one  important  authority  expressly  de- 
dared  tha^  in  respect  to  the  most 
important  idaasea  of  shipa,<7raaae  could 
not  even  rivaUttr  with  Great  Briton. 
So  fully  do  they  admit  the  anperi- 
uity  of  this  country.  But  now  let 
me  explain  by  a  few  figures  the 
progress  of  shipbuilding  ia  France  in 
leoent  years.  I  may  say,  putting  it 
briefly,  that  about  30  years  ago  France 
disoovered  that  she  had,  in  the  modem 
sense  of  the  word,  no  ironclads  at  all ; 
that  her  ironclads  were  all  of  the  original 
^pe,  wooden  built,  with  iron  on  the 
atdea,  and  vessels  so  constructed  were 
known  to  be  ineffloient  compared  to 
Others,  and  liable  to  be  racked  and  torn 
uonder  by  the  weight  of  armour  on  the 
mdes.  The  French  made  up  their  minds 
that  the^  must  create  a  new  fleet  of 
battle-sbipa.  They,  therefore,  instituted 
a  great  programme  to  be  spread  over 
20  years,  and  it  is  in  the  development  of 
that  programme  that  their  shipbuilding 
•^enditnre  has  been  increased  year  by 
year.  The  execution  haa  not  been,  in 
not,  BO  fast  as  they  expected.  During 
the  years  1663-74  the  average  annual 
•xpenditure  on  new  construction  for 
luuls  and  engines  was  £740,709;  for  the 
next  three  years  it  was  incrMsed  to  aboat 


£1,300,000.  Our  expenditure  averaged 
in  the  aame  years  £2,330,000.  In  the 
years  1878-79-80  there  was  a  veij  serious 
obeok  in  theshipbuUding  in  this  country. 
During  that  period  we  almost  touched 
low  water  mark.  The  Freni^  expen- 
diture still  continued  £1,400,000,  and 
ours  was  oqhr  £1,440,000. 

*Tbk  SEOBBTABY  to  ter  ADMI- 
BALTT  (Ur.  FonwoDD,  Lancashire, 
Ormskirk_}:  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  wrong  in  his  figures.  The  expenditure 
in  England  in  18T7-8  for  new  conatruo- 
tion  was  £2,922,000. 

•M».  OAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I  took  the  figures  from  the  Betura  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  laid  on  the 
Table,  a  Betum  of  Naval  Expenditure 
from  1859  to  1818  inclusive.  The 
amount^  £1,440,000,  was  very  little  more 
than  the  French  expenditure.  During  th» 
folio  wing  three  yearsiS81,1882,and  1883, 
the  French  expenditure  remained  at 
£1,400,000,  whSe  ours  was  £1,800,000. 
Since  the  Northbrook  programme  haa 
been  brought  into  play  the  French  •>• 
penditure  has  risen  to  £  1 ,  700,000  a-year, 
while  the  British  expenditure  has  oeea 
£3,130,000.  Looking  at  the  relative 
expenditure  of  the  two  countries,  there- 
fore, there  is  no  reason  tor  an  extrava- 
gant expenditure  in  this  country:  we 
Eavekept  wella-headofourrival.  With 
regard  to  ships  in  existence  and  ships 
building,  we  have  16  first  class-battle- 
ships of  what  I  will  call  the  most  modem 
type,  ships  which  have  been  launched 
since  1878,  while  the  French  have  IS 
and  the  Bussians  five.  Of  vessels 
launched  before  1876,  some  of  which 
are  among  the  strongest  ships  la  our 
Navy,  such  as  the  Infitx^U,  the  Timi. 
rairt,  and  the  Drwhwtuiht,  we  have  16 ; 
while  the  French  have  only  two  veasela 
of  iron  and  ten  of  wood,  and  the  Bussians 
have  two.  The  two  French  ships,  th» 
fHtdland  and  Btdoubtail*,  are  strong 
vessels;  but  the  tea  wooden  shipa  are 
fast  passing  into  that  picturesque  cate- 
gory which  the  French  style,  "  8aiu 
poUur  lirietLt."  As  to  veasela  on  the 
stocks,  the  comparison  of  this  country  ia 
not  so  good;  and  here  I  blame  the 
Government.  It  has  always  been  thought 
better  to  keep  steadily  advancing  tun 
to  allow  an  interval  when  the  programme 
might  lapse  into  nothing.  Ifuie  Qo- 
verament  had  laid  down  new  shipa  in  the 
last  two  years,  even  at  the  risk  of  in- 
creaaing  ue  Navy  Eattmatee  a  little,  the 
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cnddea  apart  wbioh  v«  are  now  invitsd  I  of  BetQin^  the  details  of  a  Departmsnt— 
to  Banction  would  tiaTO  beeo  avoided,    details  which  should  be  settled  by  those 


it  is  we  hare 
the  stoeke,  while  the  Freaeh"haTe 
two  ships  and  the  Bnssisns  four.  I 
aabmit  to  the  Oomiaittee,  therefore,  that 
on  this  mere  oomparison  of  battle  sbipi 
there  is  no  great  arpament  to  be 
fonnded  in  favour  of  inoreased  expen- 
ditare  on  the  part  of  this  oountry. 
With  regard  to  armed  cruisers,  we  have 
nine  of  the  most  modern  type,  the 
speed  of  seven  ot  them  beingover  1 8  knots, 
and  of  two  16  knots.  Besides  these,  we 
have  nine  ironclads  of  the  old  class  that 
areeasU;  convertible  into  armed  cmiseis. 
Thej  are  ships  with  good  lines,  with 
great  ooal  capacity,  and  modern  engines 
and  boilers  woiUd  no  doubt  give 
them  great  speed.  The  Frenoh  have 
four  armed  cruisers  of  14  knots  speed 
and  the  Ittissians  nine.  France  has 
aleo  two  of  a  high  speed  building. 
Taking  ucarmed  cruisers  over  15  knots, 
because  of  ships  below  that  speed  we 
liave  too  man;  rather  than  too  few,  we 
have  22,  France  11.  and  Russia  one; 
and  of  vessels  between  16  knots  and  17 
knots  we  have  11,  while  France  has  nine 
4Dd  Russia  two.  Then  this  country  also 
possesses  at  her  command  the  merchant 
omisers  of  which  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  has  spoken.  I  aak  the  Com- 
mittee whether  it  is  not  dear  that  there 
is  no  reason  in  this  mere  oomparison  for 
the  large  expenditure  now  proposed? 
But  now  I  proceed  to  part  company  with 
•ome  of  my  friends.  I  admit  that  this 
ailment  is  not  exhaustive.  The  oom- 
parison  with  other  Powers  is  not  enough. 
We  must  take  into  Bcoount,  what  is  often 
neglected,  the  requirements  of  the 
Empire,  and  the  uses  and  duties  of  the 
Navy  in  time  of  war.  No  doubt  it  is  on 
this  oonsideratioa  mainly  that  the 
Ooverament  will  justify  the  policy  for 
which  they  seek  our  approval.  But  the 
pi^of  it  is  that  they  have  given  the  House 
no  i*t9  whatever.  We  do  not  wish  the 
■Ooremment  to  disclose  seorets,  but 
tell  the  Committee  what  the  grounds  are 
upon  which  they  make  their  particular 
demand.  If theOommitteeoftheCabinet 
have  discussed  such  questions  as  the 
design  of  vessels  and  the  height  of 
armour  belts  above  the  water,  I  submit 
that  they  have  done  that  which  it  is 
not  their  duty  to  do.  It  is  not 
the  du^  ot  Cabinet  Ministers  to  leave 
their  ordinary  work    for   the   purpoee 
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nothing     on    who  are  directly  responsible  for  them. 

"        '     '  What  they  were  called  upon  to  do  was  to 

arrive  at  some  conclusion  as  to  the  naval 
strength  which  this  country  requires.  If 
they  have  arrived  at  a  oonofusion  on 
thatmatter,  the  Committee  onght  to  have 
some  particulars  before  voting  the  money 
asked  for.  Apart  &om  the  ooncluuons 
at  which  the  Government  may  have  ar- 
rived, I  am  strongly  of  opinion  that^ 
upon  the  grounds  of  the  extensive  and 
increased  dnties  which  the  Navy 
will  have  to  discharge  in  time  tn 
war,  there  is  a  case  for  proceeding 
steadily  with  that  gradual  strength- 
ening of  the  Navy  which  has  been 
going  on  for  some  years,  withont  pre^ 
oipitanoy  and  without  panic.  On  the 
otlier  hand,  I  have  no  sympathy  with 
demands  based  on  exaggerated  esti- 
mates  of  our  requirements ;  whether 
these  are  put  forward  in  magaeine 
arttolee,  or  in  speeches  at  public  meet* 
ings  or  in  this  House.  And  I  had  oc- 
casion last  summer  to  enter  a  protest 
against  the  insidious  attempt  which  was 
made  in  ooaneotiou  with  the  Naval  Ma- 
nceuvres  to  frighten  the  country  into 
an  expenditure  of  money  on  the  Navy. 
No  doubt  these  manoeuvres  are  most 
useful,  and  I  congratulate  the  noble 
Lord  on  having  instituted  them,  but 
what  I  objected  to  was  is  the  ridiculoua 
movements  in  the  shape  of  raids  round 
the  coast  in  order  to  ftighten  people  out 
of  their  senses.  These  movements  were 
unreal  and  misleading  representationa  of 
what  will  actually  happen  in  time  of 
war;  and  I  protest  against  them, 
inasmuoh  as  they  have  the  appearanoo 
of  giving  the  sanction  of  our  Govern- 
ment and  the  authorities  of  the  British 
Admiralty  to  a  kind  of  warfare  which  I 
believe  is  oondemned  by  international 
law,  by  the  common  feeling  of  men, 
and  by  the  comity  of  nations.  But  we 
shtdl  have  another  opportunity  of  dis' 
oussing  that  question,  and  I  only 
allude  to  it  in  passing.  While  I' 
thus  condemn  all  exaggerated  viewt 
in  this  matter,  I  am  as  anxiona- 
as  anyone  to  see  the  Navy  strong 
enough  to  undertake  with  effloienoy  ana 
BUCOeSB  all  the  duties  which  it  oan 
reasonably  be  expected  to  perform  in 
time  of  war.  If  necessary,  and  I  believe' 
it  is  not  at  the  present  moment  strong- 
enougfa,  by  all  means  let  the  Navy  be 


joXiOOgle 


1«7 


Jfapfl 


{AfBH^l,  18891 


0§fine§. 


137s 


nftdnally  and  nuonablj  inoreaaed. 
But  bow  c&D  we,  devoid  of  profeasioaal 
ftdvioe  and  information,  taj  to  what  ex- 
tent it  ought  to  be  strengthened  ?  Surely 
the  Gopernnieat,  before  the  cIobb  of 
theee  debates,  will  Tonchsafe  to  us  some 
facts  on  which  the  Committee  can 
build  a  judgment.  The  First  Lord  has 
told  us  that  Her  Majesty's  OoTemment 
consider  that  the  scheme  should  be 
"  entire  in  itself,  and  adequate,  not  only 
to  our  immediate,  but  also  to  our  future 
wants."  With  that  view  they  are 
suddenly  to  build  70  Tassels.  Why  70  ? 
Why  not  100,  or  200,  or  only  10? 
What  we  want  to  know  is  upon  what 

Erinciple  Her  Uajesty's  QoTemment 
ave  arrived  at  this  figure  of  70? 
Surely  it  is  not  after  all  only  a 
band-to-mouth  guess.  Can  it  be  that 
the  Government,  having  been  preased  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone  (Lord  0.  Bereaford]  and  others, 
that  noble  Lord  himself  reoommending  a 

Sro^amme  not  eosting  £20,000,01)0, 
eoided  at  least  to  overtrump  him  by 
a  proposal  of  £21,500,000,  and  then 
discovered  that  they  oould  have  70 
■hips  for  the  money?  That  is  the 
old  polio;  of  making  the  strength 
of  the  Navy  depend  on  the  Esti- 
mates instead  of  the  Esttmates  upon 
the  strength  of  the  Navy.  TTntess 
the  Government  afford  the  House 
more  information,  that  is  the  only 
explanation  of  their  policy  that 
will  be  forthcoming.  But  let  ma  direct 
the  attention  of  hon.  Members  to  the 
mal  bearing  of  the  figures  involved. 
As  I  have  already  mentioned,  our 
average  annual  expenditure  upon  new 
oonstruotioa  during  the  past  five 
years  has  been  £3,:20,000.  If  this 
rate  of  expenditure  were  cod  tinned 
for  the  next  five  years  it  would 
amonnt  to  £15,600,000.  But  the  new 
programme,  exclusive  of  armaments, 
only  proposes  an  expenditure  of 
£16,150,000  in  that  time,  besidee 
£1,550,000  necessary  for  tlie  completion 
of  ships  now  building,  making  together 
£17,700,000.  This  is  the  total  expen- 
diture actually  contemplated,  for  I  refuse 
to  take  into  aocount  the  problematical 
sum  of  £3,000,000,  which  is  intended 
according  to  the  First  I  ord,  to  be  utilised 
"  either  in  laying  down  new  vessels 
or  in  reducing  the  Estimates  for  the 
^ears  1B92-93  and  1893-4."  The 
inorease,    therefore,    over   the   e^mn- 


ditnre  irhioh  will  be  inonrred  tf  tho 
Admiralty  merely  pursue  the  old  lines 
in  respect  to  their  building  programme  . 
is  only  £3,100,000,  or  an  iocrease  of 
£420,000  a  year,  and  it  is,  after  all, 
therefore,  merely  for  the  sake  of  this 
small  sum  that  edl  this  pother  is  being 
made.  I  do  not  commit  myself  to  th» 
opinion  that  the  present  rate  of  ship- 
building ought  to  DO  kept  up  at  so  high 
a  £gure,  or,  on  the  other  hand,  that  it 
ought  to  be  reduced,  for  an  opinion  ean 
only  be  formed  upon  a  knowledge  of 
facts,  and  these  the  Government  have' 
not  supplied  the  House  with.  If  the 
Navy  is  in  some  respects  defioient, 
would  not  the  reasonable  course  be  to 
go  on  steadily;  not  reducing  the  Esti- 
mates for  two  years,  and  then  propound- 
ing a  great  and  sensational  programme- 
of  expenditure,  not  omitting  for  one  or 
two  years  to  lay  down  any  battle- 
ships, and  then  laying  down  ten.  If 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  quietly 
and  steadily  continued  the  old  rate  of 
shipbuilding  instead  of  propounding 
this  sensational  scheme  many  advantages- 
would  have  been  secured.  We  should 
have  avoided  all  i\Mft^«r<mnad»,  which 
would  in  itself  be  something  gained. 
We  should  have  avoided  spasmodic  ex- 
penditure, which  is  always  attended 
with  waste  and  extravagance.  W» 
should  have  avoided  the  evila- 
attendant  on  laying  down  too  many 
vessels  of  one  kind  at  once,  the  dis- 
advantages of  which  anyone  can  learn 
by  reading  the  speenhes  of  the  First 
Lord  and  of  the  tjeoretary  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, which  are  eloquent  homiliea  on 
this  subject.  We  should  also  have 
avoided  any  occasion  for  thoee  financial 
irregularities  to  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  £xcheg,uer  appears  to  be  lending 
himself  eo  easily.  I  will  not  enter 
into  this  branch  of  the  subject, 
as  it  will  be  raised  by  another 
Amendment  already  on  the  paper; 
but  I  will  merely  point  out  that 
the  proposals  involve  Uiat  the  defi- 
ciencies of  one  year  may  be  set  off 
against  the  excesses  of  tiie  next,  and 
the  excesses  of  one  year  against  the 
deficiencies  of  the  next— a  proceeding 
totally  at  variance  with  all  established 
rule — and  that  the  expenditure  to  be 
incurred  in  five  years  will  be  spread 
over  seven.  Laatly,  we  should  avoid 
the  most  unconstitutional  oonrss  of 
passing  an  Act  ol  Parliament  eonati- 
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tating  the  other  House  of  the  L^ia- 
Ifttnxe  the  equal  oo-partn«r  with  this 
House  in  determiniDg  the  expenditure 
of  the  Tear.  This  is  not  tne  policy 
vhioh  I  would  have  expected  from  a 
prudent  Administration.  The  poHoy  I 
shoold  hare  recommended  would  hsTO 
been  to  eontiniie,  in  such  degree,  and 
to  such  extent,  and  for  snoh  a  duration 
-of  time  as  might  be  neoeesary,  the 
process  of  gradtially  building  up  the 
strength  of  the  Navy,  until  it  was  fully 
adequate,  in  the  judgment  of  the  re- 
sponsible Gorernment  and  of  Parlia- 
ment, to  the  duties  required  of  it.  This 
Srooess  I  am  not  prepared  abruptly  to 
isoontinne  by  rejecting  the  whole 
of  the  Besolution  now  before  us, 
and  I  deeply  regret  that  Her 
Majesty's  QoVomment,  by  the  con- 
ditions they  have  attached  to  their  pro- 
posals,  by  the  form  in  which  they  are 
put  forward,  and  by  this  neglect  to 
inmiBh  grounds  for  the  precise  extent 
of  this  demand,  hare  made  it  difficult  for 
na  to  snpport  it,  even  for  those  of  us 
who  yield  to  them  not  one  whit  in  our 
desire  to  maintain  the  position  and 
power  of  the  British  Nary. 

•Mr.  FORWOOD:  1  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  may  be 
divided  into  several  chapters,  some 
of  which  are  favourable  to  the  plans  of 
the  Government,  and  some  of  which  are 
not.  In  the  end,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man appeared  to  be  somewhat  in  doubt 
as  to  which  side  of  the  fence  he  should 
oome  down  upon. 

•Me.  OAMPBELL-BANNEHMAN  : 
No ;  I  distinctly  said  I  could  not  inter- 
rupt a  process,  which  I  thought  was  a 
right  one,  by  flatly  rejecting  the  pro 
pmola  of  the  Government.  I  only 
regretted  that  the  Government  had 
made  it  so  difficult  for  ns  to  support 
them. 

*Mb.  FORWOOD:  Mr.  Courtney,  I 
shall  have  to  claim  the  indulgence  of 
the  Committee  while  I  lay  some  figures 
before  it,  not  for  the  purpose  of  any  tu 
qm^nt  argument,  but  in  support  of  the 
pohcy  of  Her  Majesfy's  Government. 
Bome  ohargee  of  inconsistency  have 
been  brought  against  me,  and  I  will  as 
rapidly  as  possible  deal  with  that  branch 
of  the  subject  which  oonoems  myself 
personally.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Haggarston  baa  very  courteously  re- 
ferred to  certain  speeches  I  have  mode 
with  r^ard  to  the  oomparative  strength 
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of  the  British  Navy.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Paddington  has  also 
referred  to  those  speeches,  though  in 
not  quite  so  courteous  tones.  [Jjom  R. 
Ohnrohill  dissented.]  The  hon.  Member 
for  Hoggereton  has  quite  oorreotiy 
quoted  me,  but  be  has  omitted  to  notice 
that  a  few  days  after  the  delivery  of  one 
of  the  speeches  referred  to,  I  made 
another  speech  in  which  I  pointed  ont 
that  on  the  former  occasionlnad  merely 
quoted  figures  from  an  official  statement 
showing  the  number  of  different  classes 
of  vessels  possessed  by  England  com- 
pared with  those  posaessed  by  other 
Powers,  adding  that  "  I  left  the  moral 
to  be  drawn  by  others,"  as  no  more 
difficult  argument  could  be  entered  upon 
than  to  attempt  to  compare  the  strength 
of  different  shipB  of  war — that  it  is  one 
upon  which  naval  men  differ,  and  that 
I,  as  a  civilian,  would  not  attempt  to 
deal  with  it. 

*Me.  CREMER  (Shoreditoh,  Hagger- 
ston) :  The  words  of  the  hon.  Member, 
which  Iqnoted,  were  "thattheNavy  of 
England  is  more  than  equal  to  the  two 
greatest  navies  of  Earope — those  of 
France  and  Russia." 

*Mii.  FORWOOD :  The  hon.  Member 
quoted  me  accurately  enough,  but  be 
did  not  quote  a  subsequent  par^^ph 
in  myremarkswherelstated  my  opinion 
was  based  upon  a  comparison  of  the  nu- 
merical strength  of  the  respective  navies. 
An  opinion  on  such  a  subject  may  be 
liable  to  be  changed  as  events  occur.  I 
claim,  on  behalf  of  the  present  Board  of 
Admiralty,  that  they  have  taken  the  best 
means  of  ascert^mng  what  is  the  oom- 
parative efficiency  of  the  Navy.  The 
naval  mancBuvres  afforded  the  first  and 
the  best  means  of  ascertaining  what  ves* 
sels  of  war  could  do ;  and  after  going  to 
the  expense  of  those  manceuvres,  it 
would  be  obstinate  folly  to  ignore 
the  experience  eo  gained  for  the  sake 
of  maintaining  a  former  opinion.  The 
naval  manceuvres  developed  for  the 
first  time  tbeprobable  value  of  vessek  of 
war  in  relation  to  the  blockade  of  an 
enemy's  port.  It  was  from  the  experi- 
ence thus  gained  and  upon  the  advice  of  a 
competent  Committee  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  lessons  to  be  learnt  from  the 
manoeuvres  as  well  as  from  consultation  ^ 
with  an  able  body  of  oolleagaes,  *' 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  ^^^^th 
mirolty  determined  itf 
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dranglit,  but  that  the  ships  should  b« 
taken  out  to  sea,  and  their  speed  ssoer- 


Hb.  UUVF  (BanSahire) :  Haj  I  aak 
vhat  is  the  reoommendatioD  of  the 
Committee  whioh  the  hon.  Gentleman  is 
Tef errinff  to  P 
*Ma.  TOHWOOD :  The  paragraph  in 
ths  Baport  of.  the  Navy  Estimates  Oom- 
mittee  is — 

"Th&t  the  reeponubility  of  the  Boud  of 
Admirslty  sod  m  the  OoTemment  would  be 
more  abMl]'  defined  and  execnted  it  the  wantt 
of  the  ooantry  were  oarehilly  oonsidered,  and  a 
raogTamme  diawn  ap  and  ■Dbmitted  by  the 
Fiitt  Lord  on  behalf  (^  the  BoBid  to  the  Cabinet 
before  a  decision  was  taken  as  to  the  amount  of 
'  money  to  be  spent  in  the  year." 
It  was  in  response  to  that  part^praph  of 
the  report  that  the  First  Lord  railed  for 
information,  and  obtained  it  in  the 
most  complete  manner  possible,  as  to 
what  would  be  the  wants  of  the  Navy 
under  the  present  conditions  of  nav^ 
warfare,  as  these  ware  dereloped  by  the 
naval  manceuvres.  On  that  information, 
and  on  tbe  recommendations  of  his 
advisers,  he  has  framed  the  programme 
which  has  now  been  snbmittea  to  the 
House.  The  basis  of  that  programme 
is  that  our  naval  strength  should  be 
equal  to  that  of  any  two  Continental 
nations.  The  noble  Lord  behind  me 
(Lord  0.  Beresford)  says  that  he 
approves  of  what  the  Admiralty  have 
done,  but  that  they  have  gone  the  wrung 
way  about  it — that  they  never  called 
around  their  table  the  sailors,  the  oon- 
fltruotors,  and  the  artillerymen. 

LoBD  C.  fi£BESFORD:  I  did  not 
say  they  never  did  so,  but  I  want  to 
know  whether,  in  this  case,  they  did 
■o? 
*Mk.  FORWOOD  :  Then  I  oau  assure 
my  noble  Friend  that  the  sailors,  oon- 
Btructors,  and  artillerymen  have  been 
engaged  duriog  the  past  six  months  in 
considanag  the  details  of  the  various 
ships  that  should  be  included  in  the 
Programme,  and  I  do  not  think  that  a 
more  business-like,  or  complete  arrange- 
ment could  have  heea  made  to  ensure 
a  good  and  efficient  ship.  It  has  been 
the  endeavour  of  the  Admiralty  to  gain 
experience,  and  to  prevent  a  recurrence 
of  past  mistakes.  One  of  the  most  im- 
portant matters  in  regard  to  a  vessel  is 
displaoement ;  and  care  has  been  taken 
toTeave  a  sufficient  margin,  sotbat  when 
a  vessel  goes  to  sea  she  should  float  at 
the  draught  for  which  she  was  designed. 
Further,  it  was  determined  that  the 
trials  of  shipe  should  not  be  merely 
measured   mAs   trials    with    a    forced 


taken  out  to  sea,  and  their  speed  asoer- 
taingd  by  runs  of  considerable  duration 
at  sea.  I  hope  that  I  have  now  cleared 
up  the  points  raised  by  my  noble  Friend 
as  to  the  designs  of  these  ships.  Bat 
we  went  further  than  that.  The  First 
Lord  has  already  explained  that  he  was 
not  content  to  have  the  opinions 
of  the  oonstructors,  and  ot  the 
members  of  the  Naval  Board,  bat 
that  he  submitted  the  designs  of  the 
ships  proposed  to  be  built  to  an  inds- 
pendent  committee  of  admirals  not  con* 
nected  with  the  Admiralty.  They  were 
perfectly  informed  on  all  points,  so  that 
their  views  mi^ht  have  greater  weight, 
and  their  opimons  were  unanimously  in 
favour  of  the  craft  proposed  to  be  built. 
I  am  not  going  into  the  question  of 
design  further  than  this :  l^e  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  E.  Keed)  when 
discussing  the  question  of  design,  pro- 
posed a  higher  wall  of  iron  between  the 
redoubts ;  but  he  did  not  say  that  the 
thousand  tons  of  additional  weight  to  be 
carried  must  be  taken  off  some  other 
>art  already  protected  or  some  alteration 
•e   made    in    the    dimensions    of   the 

hip 

*8m  E.  EEED  (Cardiff) :  The  hon. 
Member  is  forgetful.  I  did  not  advocate 
any  alteration  in  the  design  of  the  NUt 
and  TVafalgar.  I  only  advocated  that 
they  should  not  have  a  thousand  tons  leag 
armour  than  they  already  carried. 
•Mb.  FOKWOOD  :  At  any  rate,  it  ia 
clear  that  the  hon.  Member  has  not 
carefully  read  the  papers  circulated  wiUi 
reference  to  the  designs,  or  he  would 
find  that  the  armament  of  the  new  ships 
will  require  something  tike  SOO  tons 
additional  displacement  for  the  ad- 
ditional auxiliary  armament  and  rounds 
of  ammunition  to  be  carried.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cardiff,  in  his  speech, 
endeavoured  to  belittle  the  proposals 
ot  the  Government.  ["No,  no."j 
With  that  object,  he  compared  the  ex- 
penditure for  the  coming  five  years 
with  the  expenditure  for  five  previous 
-'ears.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
las  just  Bpoken  has  dealt  with  the 
question  of  expenditure  on  somewhat 
me  same  lines,  and  he  has  stated  that, 
with  only  the  average  expenditure  of 
the  past  fire  years  we  oould  have 
eomplotsd  what  we  now  propose  to 
do.  Now,  I  am  bound  to  say 
that    sinoe   my    noble    Friend    made 
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his  statement  in  this  Houae,  and  a  ments,  and  £ 
more  oomplets  and  lucid  statement 
oonld  not  have  been  made,  an  endeavour 
appears  to  have  heen  made  to  obscure 
and  confuse  the  public  mind  vjth  regard 
to  the  flgrures.  If  there  was  a  fault  in 
the  statement  of  my  noble  Frieod  it  was 
that.  In  his  anxiet;  todraw  a  fair  and 
nn exaggerated  piotnre  of  the  scheme, 
the  noble  Lord  understated  rather  than 
exaggerated  the  the  prog^cnme  which 
be  laid  before  the  House.  Let  me  re- 
capitulate the  figures  quoted  by  my  noble 
Friend.  Hesaid  thatwithinthenext  five 
years  he  would  finish  the  Tessels  now  in 
oonrse  of  oonstruction  and  in  progress 
of  completion  at  a  cost  of  £1,500,000; 
&Mt  be  would  bnild  and  complete 
in  the  dockyards  in  the  course  of  the 
next  four  years,  certain  new  Tessels 
vhioh  he  enumerated,  at  a  cost  of 
£8,650,000  for  hulls  .and  engines, 
and  that  be  would  provide  guns  for 
those  vessels  at  a  cost  of  £2,850,000. 
Then  there  would  be  a  certain  number 
of  vessels  built  by  contract  at  a  cost  of 
£10,000,000,  and  my  noble  Friend 
finished  by  stating,  as  any  man  of  com- 
mon sense  would  have  stated,  that  it  was 
necessary  to  leave  a  sum  of  mousy  in 
band  available  for  the  commencement  of 
new  work  in  our  Dockyards.  No  one 
dreamt  that  we  were  going  to  cease 
work  in  the  Dockyards  when  the  Ship- 
building Programme  was  complete. 
Whether  the  House  will  pass  the  Navy 
Estimates  in  years  to  come,  by  ap- 
|m>priating  the  surplus  ot  £3,0D0,00Qto 
new  construction,  or  use  it  for  the  re- 
duction of  the  Estimates,  I  cannot  eay 
bat  we  at  any  rate  are  entitled  to  regard 
it  as  a  provision  we  have  made  for  work 
to  be  carried  on  in  the  Dockyards.  The 
hon.  Member  will  see  that  the  total  ex- 
penditure proposed  by  my  noble  EViend 
thnsamDuntsto£26,0O0,000.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiff  dissents,  and  has  en- 
deavoured to  show  that  when  it  was 
oompared  with  our  Naval  expenditure 
of  the  past  five  years,  the  increase  for 
the  next  five  years  was  only  £3,900,000, 
leaving  a  deficit  of  £5,200,000  unao- 
oountsd  for. 

LoHD  B.  OHDEOHILL  ^addington, 
<&.):  The  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  spoke 
of  ships,  not  of  armaments. 
•Mb.  FOEWOOD  :  Yes,  on  ships,  not 
armaments.  The  hon.  Member  divided 
the  expenditure  on  the  new  programme 
into  two  parts — £5,960,000  for  arma_ 
Mr.  FfrwQti. 
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1,150,000  for  bolls  and 


This  was  rather  a  curious  mode  of 
9sing  the  cost  of  a  war  vessel,  for 
guns  and  ammunition  do  not  fall  ^m 
the  clouds.  We  propose  to  order  tho 
9 ,  to  pay  for  them  as  we  go  on.  Soma 
suobidea  may  have  been  entertained  by 
the  Qovammentto  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber belonged;  but,  as  matter  of  fact 
people,  we  are  now  going  to  provide  guns 
and  to  pay  tor  them.  The  hon.  Member 
further  went  on  to  compare  the  ex- 
penditure we  propose  to  incur  with  the 
expenditure  of  the  last  five  years,  and 
be  tried  to  make  us  believe  that  the  ex- 
penditure on  the  last  five  years  averaged 
£3,900,000. 

*Sia  E.  HEED:  On  ships. 

*Mk.  FORWOOD  :  Yes,  on  ships. 
Now,  I  think  that  quotation  of  figures  i» 
pretty  much  on  a  par  with  the  erroneous 
statements  which  have  been  going  the 
round  of  the  Press  during  the  last  threo 
months- 

*8nt  E.  BEED:  I  took  the  figures 
from  a  Betum  laid  before  the  House  a 
few  weeks  ago  on  the  motion  of  th» 
noble  Lord  opposite — a  Parliamentary 
Beturn. 

•Mr.  FOHWOOD  :  I  am  abouttoquot* 
from  a  Parliamentary  Betum — Appen- 
dix 0,  Navy  Expense  Accounts,  1 887-8 — 
and  if  the  hon.  Member  will  turn  to  that 
Account,  and  refer  to  the  expenditure  in 
the  years  1883-4, 1884-5,  1885-6, 1886-7, 
and  1887-fl,  he  will  find  that  the  total 
for  those  five  years  up  to  the  31st  of 
March,  1888 — the  last  year  for  which 
the  Betumsare  complete  is  £14,225,000. 

*SiB  E.  BEED :  I  am  sorry  to  interrupt 
the  hon.  Member.  I  did  not  take  that 
Betum,  but  I  took  the  cost  of  oonstmc- 
tion  last  year  from  the  Navy  Estimates 
now  before  us. 

•5fE.  FOBWOOD:  Then  the  com- 
parison of  the  hon.  Member  is  wrong 
and  misleading,  because  it  gives  the 
expenditure  with  the  incidental  or 
establisbmeilt  charges.  £14,225,000 
was  expended  dnricg  five  years  I  have 
mentioned  in  new  construction,  irre- 
spective of  indirect  charges,  or  an 
average  of  £2,845,000  per  annum, 
nearly  £600,000  less  per  annum  than 
the  figures  the  hon.  Member  gave 
as  his  basis  for  oomparieon.  A  com- 
parison between  what  we  now  propose 
and     the     past     five    years    would,     I 
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amionred  vessela,  yrith  3  protected^ 
Qennaii7  will  iLsve  40  armonred  TOMeli 
and  10  protected,  and  Italy  will  have  19 
armoured  Teasels  and  17  protected.  I 
do  not  gire  the  nnmbers  of  the  smaller 
olasa  of  veesels.  That  represents  the 
standard  of  the  Navy  at  present  pro- 
posed by  the  lights  now  before  us,  by 
the  experience  of  the  mantBUTres,  and 
by  the  opinions  of  officers  most  com- 
petent to  advise  the  Admiralty.  We 
consider  that  when  we  propose  an  ez- 
penditare  we  should  avoid  the  faults 
which  have  been  oommitted  in  the  past. 
One  great  fault  of  Naval  Administration 
has  been  that  we  have  had  vast  paper 
Fleets,  hut  sufficient  money  never  taken 
to  rapidly  complete  the  vessels.  I  will 
take  the  last  period,  in  1885-6,  whoa 
LordNonhbrook'e  scheme  was  proposed, 
the  liability  then  undertaken  for  nev 
canetruotioninvoIved£9,000,OOOBterline 
to.  complete  the  ehips  building  and 
those   to   be   built.      The    House    will 


believe,  oondnalvely  prov?  the  financial 
Boandness  of  the  Boheme  which  we  have 
laid  before  the  House.  Within  the  five 
years  ending  the  Slst  of  Uarch  next, 
Lord  Northhrook's  additional  pro- 
fframme  would  have  been  commenced 
and  finished,  including  the  purchase  of 
a  number  of  torpedo  and  other  crafl 
wd  for  out  of  the  Totes  of  Oredit. 
We  do  not  wish  to  depend  on  Yotss 
of  Credit,  but  to  make  on 
oial  arrangements  olear  and  distinct 
before  we  enter  into  shipbuilding  en- 
gagements. The  abnormal  expenditure 
of  the  past  five  years  represents 
£4,S50,000,  which,  deducted  from  the 
total  outlay  of  £15,000,000  during  the 
period,  leaves  the  normal  expendi- 
ture of  the  five  years  at  £2,160,000 
per  annum.  As  our  ordinary  expendi- 
ture is  to  be  fixed  at  £2,650,000, 
we  are  proposing  to  expend  an  addition 
of  £500,000  per  annum  to  that  of 
the  past  five  years.  We  believe  that 
£3,650,000  is  an  amount  of  money  that 
would  maintain  the  Navy  at  the  stan- 
dard at  which  we  desire  to  place  it.  If 
our  calculations  are  correct,  when  the 
vessels  we  propose  to  bnild  are  com- 
pleted, the  wastage  of  the  Fleet  will 
amount  to  £2,650,000  per  annum,  and 
if  the  future  House  of  Uommoas  desire 
to  matntMn  the  Navy  at  that  standard 
of  strength,  it  will  be  necessary  to  expend 
the  sum  of  £2,650,000,  or  we  should 
have  the  Navy  falling  back,  and  the 
former  scares  repeated  with  further 
spasmodic  schemes  for  shipbuilding, 
altogether  unsatisfactory  in  the  interests 
of  the  country.  At  this  point  it  may 
be  convenient  that  I  should  refer  to 
the  return  which  has  been  prepared  at 
the  instance  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Paddington. 

Lobs  R.  CHUBOHILL:  Has  that 
return  been  laid  on  the  Table  7 

•Mk.  FOEWOOD;  Tes;  but  not 
printed.  This  is  a  proof  which  came 
in  to-day  for  correction,  hut  it  is  con- 
venient to  refer  to  it  in  print  rather 
than  in  manuscript.  I  desire  to  give 
hon.  Members  an  idea  of  what  would 
be  the  standard  at  which  the  Navy  will 
be  placed  by  our  proposal.  In  1894  the 
proposed  standard  for  England's  Fleet 
IS  77  aimoored  vessels  and  86  protected 
reeeels.  It  is  estimated  that  at  the  same 
data  France  will  have  of  vessels  ready, 
building,  or  projected,  48  armoured  and 
14    protected;     Bussia    will    have    27 
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Boarcely  oredit  me  when  I  say  that  to 
meet  that  £9,000,000  only  £800,000 
was  added  to  the  normal  shipbuilding 
Vote  tor  the  year,  which  was  £2,150,000. 
Of  course  there  were  Votes  of  Oredit 
taken,  and  they  came  to  their  aid  in  the 
course  of  the  year.  But  the  present 
Oovemment  desire  to  lay  down  a  proper 
financial  programme  at  the  outset,  and 
not  to  d^nd  on  fortuitous  Votes  of 
Oredit.  But  the  short  supply  of  funds 
did  not  stop  at  shipbuilding.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Oardin  has  eliminated  guna 
from  his  figures,  but  the  question  of 
guns  has  a  most  important  bearing  as 
regards  the  readiness  and  the  efficiency 
of  ships  for  service.  In  1885-6,  as  I 
have  said,  £ll,OOU,000  sterling  was 
required  to  commence  and  complete  the 
ships  included  in  the  programme.  And 
what  was  the  amount  of  money  that 
was  taken  for  the  guns  ?  The  total 
amount  for  g;uns  and  warlike  stores, 
which  were  then  provided  by  the  Army 
Vote,  was  only  £1,000,000  sterling. 
As  it  takes  al}out  half  a  million  an- 
nually for  the  ordinary  normal  equip- 
ment and  service  of  the  Fleet,  practi- 
cally only  £500,000  was  taken  on  ac- 
count of  guna  and  munitions  for  that 
vost  amount  of  shipbuilding.  Oom- 
paring  with  that  the  proposed  pro- 
vision for  the  same  purpose,  in  -  the 
coming  year  the  present  Admiralty 
take  £1,000,000  in  their  Ordnance 
Tote  for  guns,  &o.,  with  a  shipbuild_ 
3  Z 
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ing  liability  of  £7,600,000,  as  aninat 
£600,000  oo  a  sbipbuildiDg^  liability  of 
£9,000,000.  In  the  fosTf  ears  ending  ia 
It86  the  Ordnance  Vote  for  the  Arm; 
only  amooDtod  to  a  total  of  £9,000,000, 
or  an  average  of  £750,000  per  an- 
num, exdndisg  Votes  of  Credit.  D6- 
dnoting  the  annual  requirements,  the 
amount  available  for  arming  nev  ehips 
was  therefore  only  £1,000,000.  Aa 
eleren  millions  iii  value  of  new  ships 
bad  been  laid  down  in  that  period,  re- 

3niring  £3,600.000  for  armament,  the 
efiiiiency  of  financial  provision  is  at 
once  apparent.  I  think  there  can 
be  very  little  doubt  that  muoh  of 
onr  trouble  has  arisen  from  this  want 
of  prescience  in  the  past.  We  are  de- 
termined, if  poasihle,  to  prevent  this 
in  the  future.  We  know,  to  our  own 
cost,  what  a  disturbanoe  there  is  in  the 
year's  finance  by  not  making  a  proper 
provision,  and  not  laying  down  an 
adequate  programme.  Let  us  take  the 
most  recent  of  all— Lord  Northbrook's 
programme.  It  was  estimated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  who  was 
then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that 
£800,000  would  be  required  for  three 
years,  £60,000  in  the  fourth  year, 
and  £600,000  in  the  fifth  year.  The 
right  hon.  G«ntleman  was  wrong  to  the 
extent  of  something  like  £1,100,000, 
and  that  proved  an  additional  bur- 
den upon  those  who  next  came  into 
Offloe,  and  disturbed  seriously  the  ar- 
rangements of  the  Admiralty,  There 
is  one  more  point  which  I  wish  to 
emphasize.  I  desire  to  put  before  the 
Committee  the  valne,  in  an  economical 
point  of  view,  of  determining  a  pro- 
gramme, and  carrying  it  out  some  few 
J  ears  in  advance.  The  cost  of  our  ships 
as  been  vastly  increased  by  reason  of 
there  being  no  predetermined  arrange- 
ment aa  to  the  amount  of  money  to  be 
flpent  from  year  to  year.  The  proportion 
of  expenditure  devoted  to  new  construc- 
tion in  the  last  20  years  is  as  follows,  if 
the  whole  estimates  are  taken :  In  the 
first  five  years,  only  12  per  cent  of  the 
whole  estimates  went  for  new  construction 
in  ships;  in  the  nextfiveyeaie  thepropor- 
tJoQ  was  17  per  cent ;  in  the  following 
five  years  it  was  15  per  cent;  and  in 
the  fast  five  years,  I  am  glad  to  say,  24 
per  cent  of  the  total  estimate 
went  into  ships.  I  have  taken  out 
the  cost  of  six  cruisers  and  six 
armoured  vessels  built  during  the  period 
Mr.  Ancwi 


when  the  smallsst  percentage  went  into 
new  ships,  and  have  oomoared  it  with  die 
cost  of  armoured  vessels  and  craiBsn 
when  24  per  cent  of  the  total  estimate 
went  into  ships.  Ifindtbatsixarmoored 
vessels  and  serea  cruisers  built  in  the 
lowest  period  were  estimated  to  cost 
£:2,260,000,  and  the  actual  cost  waa 
£3,000,000,  or  an  increase  of  30  p» 
cent.  In  the  last  fire  years  nine 
armoured  vessels  and  six  cruisers,  cost- 
ing over  £6,000,000  have  been  built 
within  £15,000  of  the  estimate  laid 
before  the  House.  These  figures  point 
to  the  necessity  and  importance,  from  aa 
economical  and  administrative  point  of 
view,  of  laying  down  a  progranmie  and 
taking  measures  that  shall  be  adhered 
to,  and  that  no  spasmodic  efforts  and 
changes  shall  be  made  to  alter  the  pro* 
gramme.  I  need  not  dwell  now  upon 
the  Constitutional  question.  I  am  too 
youDg  a  Member  of  the  House  to  dwell 
on  what  is  involved  in  placing  this  ex- 

Knditure  in  a  Bill ;  but,  as  far  as  I 
ve  been  able  to  judge  of  the  practice 
of  the  House,  it  is  a  common  and  every- 
day occurrence  for  the  House  to  make 
contracts,  such  as  mail  contracts,  and  to 
enter  into  engagements  with  individuak 
for  a  term  of  years  (or  which  the  pay- 
ment is  to  be  met  by  money  to  be 
annually  voted  by  Parbameot.  I  see  no 
difference  between  that  course  and  the 
portion  of  the  programme  to  be  built 
in  the  dockyards  in  Uie  one  Bill  with  the 
contract  portion,  and  that  this  fixed  snm 
of  money  should  be  annually  voted 
by  Parliament  as  it  annually  votes 
money  for  other  services.  I  apologize 
to  the  Committee  for  having  detuned  it 
so  long  a  time,  but  I  have  endeavoured 
to  place  before  it  as  the  reasons  which 
I  believe  make  the  proposals  to  be  the 
most  economical  which  could  be  sub- 
mitted by  the  Admiralty. 

•Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green}:  I 
shall  certainly  not  follow  the  hon. 
Qentleman  who  has  just  addressed  the 
House  with  his  statement,  but  I  shall 
approach  this  subject  entinly  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  taxpayer,  and  in  doing 
so  I  can  assure  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  (Lord  Charles  Beresford)  and 
other  Members  of  this  House  connected 
with  the  Navy  that  I  have  no  wish  what- 
ever to  depreciate  the  great  services  of 
the  Navy,  or  to  cripple  itjn  any  way  for 
funds  whenever  these  funds  are  neces- 
sary.   But  I  have  endeavoured  to  asoer- 
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tela  (or  myMlf  with  regard  to  the  con- 
dition of  OUT  Navy,  bom  the  reports 
of  inqoiries  vhioh  hare  tak«i  plaoe  dor- 
tog  some  eocdderable  time  put,  what 
is  the  actual  condition  of  that  Ser^ce.  I 
bare  listened  to  all  the  speeohes  whioh 
faare  been  made  on  this  saojeot  since  this 
debate  first  oommenced,  including  the 
■peeoh  of  the  noble  Lord  who  introdnoed 
iti  and  I  do  not  understand  yet  the  oon- 
dition  of  the  Nbt;,  and  I  do  not  think 
very  mnoh  light  has  been  thrown  apon 
the  condition  of  the  Navy  by  the  ad- 
dresses which  hare  been  delivered. 
"Who  shall  dedde  when  doctors  dis-' 
agree  ?  "  Oertaliily,  so  far  aa  the  con- 
dition of  the  Nary  is  concerned,  we  find 
men  who  are  supposed  to  be  experts 
differing  very  widely  indeed  as  to  the 
Botnal  oondition  of  the  Navy.  I  hope  I 
shall  not  weary  the  House  if  I  recall  the 
Committee  again  to  aome  statements  made 
by  those  who  are  supposed  to  be  respon- 
sible for  the  Navy — those,  st  any  rate, 
who  are  responsible  to  this  House  for 

S'ving,  and  who  ought  to  give,  something 
te  oconrate  information.  It  is  not  very 
long  ago  that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty made  a  speech  in  which  he  re- 
viewed the  condition  of  the  Navy,  and 
compared  it  with  the  navies  of  Foreign 
Powers.  He  boasted  at  that  time,  and 
pointed  out  to  an  admiring  audience, 
that  our  Navy  was  eqnal  to  the  navies 
of  the  three  greatest  European  Powers. 
Lobs  G.  HAMILTON:  I  beg  the 
hon.  Qentleman's  pardon.  I  said  noth- 
ing of  the  kind.  What  be  means  is 
that  I  said  we  had  in  oommission  as 
many   ships     as    any    three    Foreign 

Powers.      

*]Uk.  HOWELL:  I  accept  the  hon. 
Lord's  words,  but  let  the  House  judge 
for  itself.  The  noble  Lord  in  the 
autumn  of  1886,  speaking  at  the  Quild- 
holl,  said"  the  number  of  Her  Ilajesty's 
ships  whioh  at  the  present  moment  were 
in  oommisaion,  botn  armoured  and  nn- 
armoured,  exceeded  the  combined  force 
of  threeof  the  greatest  naval  European 
Powers."  Anil  I  very  well  remember 
that  the  boa.  Member  for  Woolwich 
said  on  that  occasion,  if  such  be  the  con- 


dition of  the  Navv,  it  is  certainly  not 
due  to  the  noble  Lord,  for  he  has  only 
just  taken  offioe;  bat,  Mr.  Courtney, 
since  then  we  have  been  spending  a 
Ten  considerable  amount  of  money, 
and  the  noble  Lord  and  bis  oolleagues 
have     been     pushing    forward     this 


programme  of  Lord  Northbrook's, 
that  baa  been  referred  to  again 
and  again.  A  very  oonsid  arable 
amount  of  money  has  been  spent  in 
recent  times,  which  certainly  ought  to 
haveplaoed  the  Navy  in  something  like 
an  efficient  oondition,  if  it  is  ever  to  De  so. 
The  amounts  spent  since  that  time  have 
been  £13,250,000  in  the  following  year, 
£18,000,000  in  the  next  year,  and  nearly 
£14,000,000  in  the  current  year.  But 
the  noble  Lord  demnrred  to  my  interpre- 
tation of  the  speech  at  the  Qaildboll,  as 
though  he  did  not  mean  it.  But  the 
noble  Lord  did  someUiing  more.  He 
came  down  to  tbe  House  and  said 
practically,  the  Navy  is  in  such  a  splen- 
did oondition  that  we  are  able  to  reduce 
the  Naval  Vote  this  year,  and  the  Naval 
Vote  was  reduoed,  and  a  number  of  men 
were  struck  off. 
LoBD  a.  HAMILTON :  No. 

'Mb.    HOWELL:    What!    does  the 
noble  Lord  say  "No"?     Was  there 
not  a  reduction  made  ? 
LoBD  G.  HAMILTON :  No. 

*Mb.  HOWELL :  Well,  all  I  can  say  is 
that  we  were  promised  a  reduction,  and 
if  tbe  Supplementary  Votes  exceeded  it, 
that  is  quite  another  matter.  Certainly, 
the  number  of  men  was  reduced  by  the 
noble  Lord.  The  noble  Lord  does  not 
say  "  No  "  to  that.  The  number  of  mm 
was  reduced  by  100. 
LoBD  Q.  HAMILTON:  No. 

«Mb.  HOWELL:  Well,  alll  oan  say 
is,  Mr.  Courtney,  that  those  who  are 
responsible  for  the  Betums  and  Papers 
published  by  the  authority  of  thia 
House  have  not  given  us  honour- 
able and  faithful  Ketums,  for  the  Be- 
tums show  an  actual  reduction  of  100 
men.  I  shall  have  an  opportunity,  per- 
haps, in  later  stages  of  this  discussion 
to  refer  to  the  matter  again,  and  I  will 
ask  some  hon.  Members  who  are  going 
to  take  part  in  it  to  refer  to  the  Navy 
Estimates,  in  which  they  will  find  that 
the  actual  reduction  was  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord,  and  that  tbe  number 
of  men  was  reduced  to  the  number  I 
have  stated.  But,  Mr.  Courtney,  I 
have  a  right  to  go  back  eom»- 
what  farther  with  regard  to  thia 
question.  Figures  have  been  referred 
to  going  back  over  a  number  of  years, 
leaving  out  altogether  the  expendi- 
ture on  the  Navy,  speaking  generally, 
and  including  stores  and  men.  Let  ns 
see  what  has  neen  spent  on  shipbuilding 
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alone,  as  this  is  a.  shipbuilding  Tota.  I 
think  I  am  Mirect  in  saying  that  the 
life  of  a  ship  is  from  20  to  22  years ; 
that  is,  Buppvfling  sDe  has  not  ^ot  on  a 
lotdc  or  sunk  in  a  quicksand.  Uy  bon. 
Friend  near  me  eajs  in  20  years  she  is 
obsolote,  and  it  does  seem  as  thoagh 
ships  of  war  became  obsolete  very 
qniokly  indeed.  There  ia  at  the  present 
time  many  hon.  Members  in  this  House 
who  are  supposed  tobeexperte,  these  dis- 

Snte  as  to  the  Talue  of  certain  Teasels  laid 
own  within  a  very  short  period  of  time. 
That  ia  a  question  for  those  experts  to 
settle  among  themselves.  But,  so  far  as 
the  Members  of  this  House  ore  con- 
earned,  I  take  it  that  it  is  our  duty  to 
withhold  this  Vote  until  the  experts 
have  settled  what  kind  of  a  ship  of  war 
is  to  be  built,  and  what  that  ship  of 


■pent  up  to  the  date  when  the  inquiry 
was  instituted  was,  for  shipbuildiog 
alone,  £33,364,000,  in  18  years.  Now, 
taking  the  life  of  a  ship  of  war  at  20 
years,  that  amount  ought  to  have  given 
us  a  magnificent  Fleet,  more  than  equal 
to  that  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
■aid  we  were  equal  to  in  1866.  Beyond 
this  we  spent  £16,000,000  in  repairing 
those  ships  during  those  18  years.  It 
would  thus  seem  that  the  oost  of 
repairing  oomes  to  nearly  half  the 
total  cost  of  our  shiphuiltUng,  and  if 
this  be  not  a  sad  instanoe  of  waste, 
mismanagement,  and  mis-spent  money, 
I  do  not  know  what  would  be. 
The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  wanted 
to  eliminate  the  incidental  Dockyard 
charges,  but  I  say  that  they  are  a  part 
of  the  shipbnilmng  programme,  and 
that  if  you  eliminate  them  you  cannot 
m^e  the  necessary  comparisons.  These 
inddental  charges  amount  to  over  nine 
and  a  quarter  millions;  oonsequently 
there  was  more  than  £58,500,000  spent 
in  18  years,  while  the  ordinary  life  of  a 
war-ship  is  said  to  be  equal  to  21  or  22 
years.  This  is  altogether  exolusivo  of 
naval  stores,  which  would  moke  the  oost 
enormously  greater.  But  thsn  comes 
the  expenditure  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and  his  able  colleagues,  who  are  going 
to  set  eveiything  right  in  regard  to 
the  Navy,  and  this  has  added  a  large 
sum  to  the  total  cost,  so  that  in  the 
aggregate,  up  to  the  present  time,  we 
have  spent  in  twenty  years  sevens-one 
millions  of  money,  aud  yet  we  are  told 


by  experts  in  the  House  that  we  hare 
not  a  Fleet  equal  to  what  is  neoet- 
eaiy  to  compete  with  the  Fleets 
of  two  of  the  largest  European 
Xaval  Powers.  If  it  be  true  that 
we  have  not  a  Fleet  sofflciant  for  this 
purpose,  then,  I  say,  wa  ought  to  have, 
and  that  if  the  money  of  ttiis  constiy 
had  been  well  spent  we  ought  to  have 
had  a  Fleet  equal  to  those,  not  only  ot 
two  or  three  of  the  great  European  Naval 
Powers,  but  eqnal  to  the  oombined 
Fleets  of  tbe  whole  world.  If  we  have 
not  such  a  Fleet,  whose  fault  is  it  f  It 
is  not  the  fault  of  this  House,  because 
the  money  has  been  voted.  This  House 
has  never  withheld  the  money  for  th* 
building  or  manning  of  our  ships  when- 
ever it  has  been  required,  and  if  we 
have  not  such  a  Fleet  as  I  have  indi- 
cated someone  is  oertainly  at  fault. 
Those  who  have  paid  any  attention  to 
the  management  of  tbe  Navy  know 
tfaere  is  a  large  amount  of  blame  which 
ought  to  be  laid  somewhere ;  and,  as  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  not  disposed  to 
permit  this  point  to  be  lost  sight  of  in 
academical  discussions  between  experts 
on  this  and  on  the  other  side  of  tbe 
House.  It  is  all  very  well  for  Gentle- 
men who  have  been  in  office  on  this  or 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  to  bandy 
words  aud  figures  as  to  the  right  of  this 
andthe  wrongs  of  that;  but,  as  far  as  wa 
who  sit  on  these  Benches  are  concerned, 
what  we  want  to  do  is  to  fix  on  the 
ri);ht  shoulders  the  responsibility  of 
permitting  our  Fleet  to  drift  into  the 
sad  and  dire  oondition  ia  whioh  it  is 
now  supposed  to  be.  I  am  not  laying 
the  blame  on  that  side  of  the  House  any 
more  than  on  this ;  it  m.atterB  not  to  me 
who  is  to  blame,  but  I  eay  we  have  a 
right  to  know  who  it  is  we  ^ould  blame, 
^len  the  noble  Lord  and  others  op- 
posite  speak  of  the  splendid  condition 
of  our  Navy,  it  shows  that  they  hare 
not  made  themselves  thorouglUy  ac- 
quainted with  the  facts  in  connection 
with  tbe  Department  they  administer. 
I  may  say  I  have  just  had  placed  in  my 
hands  a  copy  of  the  words  used  by  the 
noble    Lord,    to    which   I  referred 
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short  time    ago. 
noble  Lord  said — 

"  The  Navy  Estimste*  ofthujrwriliow  a  ra- 
dactioD  of  £800,000.  I  itkted  in  the  Uemo- 
landam  to  which  I  ■wax  referring  that  I  was 
••tiified  that  for  jean  to  oome  there  would  be 
*  rteadr  tedaolioii  of  ezpanditare." 
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and  ao  on.  I  do  not  think  it  neoflMury 
to  can;  this  fmihar,  beoanae  the  matter 
ii  witlun  tlie  knowledge  of  Hembera 
ot  the  Hooee,  and  I  do  not  wiali  to  jwo- 
long  the  debate ;  but  if  the  noble  Lord 


the;  oan  be  piodneed  at  his  demand. 
With  regard  to  thie  quection  of  xespon- 
4ibUit;  for  the  condition  of  tho'Nayy,  I 
may  aay  that  I  hare  paid  oonaiderabia 
attentioa  to  the  variouB  inquiries  in- 
atitnted  during  the  last  few  Tears,  and  I 
have  hoped,  and  hoped,  and  hoped  on, 
that  sooner  or  later  I  ehonld  find — I 
tnut  sooner  rather  than  later — that  we 
«hal],  at  teaat,  be  able  to  fiz  something 
like  responsibility  on  someone  wim 
n^^ard  to  the  condition  of  the  Nav;  and 
tiie  expenditure  in  carrying  out  our 
shipbuilding  programme.  On  carefallj 
reading  the^eportsof  the  Departmenttd 
Oommitteee  of^  1885  and  1886— Oom- 
ndttees  not  TeT;  likely  to  leport  strongly 
«gainetthe  Departments  with  which  they 
were  oonneeted  —  I  found  that  they 
nrerted  to  the  Keports  of  older  Com- 
mittees, and  endorsed  what  those  Oom- 
mitteee had  said  with  respect  to  the  utter 
•beenoe  of  control  on  the  part  of  the 
Admiralty  in  regard  to  our  DookrardB.  It 
<seems  to  me  that  the  noble  Lord  has  not 
read  these  Beports,  although,  in  a  memo- 
randum on  some  of  them,  the  reference 
to  one  Committee  was  extended,  and 
Another  Committee  was  appointed  to 
«arry  on  the  inquiir  in  oonsequenoe  of 
the  Bad  state  of  affairs  that  had  been 
brought  to  light.  I  followed  the  in- 
quiries instituted  by  those  Committeee, 
in  order  that  I  might  find  that  the  re- 
sponsibili^  and  conto>l  were  absolutely 
fixed ;  but  I  found  nothing  of  the  kind, 
and  I  have  met  with  nothing  in  the 
later  authoritatiTe  statements  ia  this 
House  to  assure  me  that  the  responsi- 
bility has  really  been  fixed.  It  is 
possible  the  noble  Lord  may  say  that 
some  of  the  things  recommended  by 
those  Committees  have  been  agreed  to  ; 
bat  I  want  evidenoe  of  the  fact  before  I 
believe  it.  The  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miral^ laughs,  but  I  have  not,  as  a 
Srivate  Member,  the  OTtportunity  of 
nowing  except  from  Blue  Books  and 
Betums  how  these  things  have  been 
-dealt  with.  My  complaint  is  with  re- 
gard to  the  management  of  the  Admi- 
zalty  in  the  administration  of  the 
Dockyards,      X,    for    one,    should  be 
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willing  practically  to  assent  to  what  is 
now  proposed  if  I  oould  be  sure  tha 
money  would  be  wsH  spent,  and  aohiere 
the  object  for  which  it  is  asked — not 
that  I  think  the  way  in  which  the  monn 
is  to  be  dealt  with  is  right,  because  it  u 
proposed  that  a  large  sum  is  to  be  paid 
over  to  a  Qovemment  which  may  be  ont 
of  office  long  years  before  its  programma 
oan  be  fiunlled.  I  will  now  refiar 
to  a  matter  to  which  I  have  befon 
called  attention,  and  which  I  find  is 
oarefnlly  evaded  by  the  First  Lord  sf 
the  Admiralty.  I  have  spoken  of  the 
want  of  reapondbtlity,  as  well  as  of 
oontrol,  and  I  want  to  know  who  it  is 
that  is  absolutely  responsible  for  a  com- 
pleted ship  of  war  ?  Perhaps  hon.  ICem- 
bers  who  laugh  will  be  good  enough  to 
listen  to  what  I  have  to  say.  I  adk 
who  is  responsible  for  the  oompletad 
ship  of  war — for  the  war  machine  sr 
fighting  machine  she  should  be  when 
fully  built  and  equipped,  and  witl^  all 
her  armaments  upon  her  ?  As  far  as  I 
am  able  to  gather — and  I  have  not  tha 
means  of  getting  at  the  pigeoa-holes  of 
the  Admiralty — the  Chief  Conatruotor 
of  the  Navy  says  he  is  not  responsible. 
Who,  then,  is  ?  The  noble  Lord  opp<^ 
site  appeared  to  be  unaware  of  wliat  X 
referred  to  when  I  first  brought  tha 
matter  before  the  House.  I  will  call 
his  attention  to  Question  7,957  in  tha 
Beport  of  the  Select  Committee  on  tha 
Navy  Estimates,  published  last  Augnst 
The  hon.  Geatieman  the  Uember  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Hasbnry)  asked  the  Chief 
Constructor  of  the  Navy — 

"  Do  yon  ooonder  Tonnelf  m  befai^  reqwD- 
ribls  for  tha  battls-wortbioeM  of  a  ihtp  u  veil 
Ml  for  its  ■es^worthicees  r— Ur.  Whits  (OUst 
Coaitnictor  of  theNa*j)  ;  No;  certainly  not. 

■■  Qnestion  7,SS8—'rbs  hon.  Mdmhar  for 
Pieatim :  Who  sre  the  people  reapoarible  IM 
the  battle-woiainsM  of  •  dtip  !>— Ur.  White : 
I  Bboold  laj  the  membeis  M  the  Board  ot 
Admiialty,  who  ordered  the  ship.' ' 

I  have  been  reading  some  further 
Questions  and  Answers,  and  I  find  that 
the  Naval  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  did 
not  admit  that  they  were  either  sever- 
ally or  jointiyreafwusible  for  the  battle* 
worthiness  of  a  ship.  I  want  to  know, 
are  we  to  have  ships  built  and  engine* 
put  on  board  of  double  the  power  re- 
quired, and  armour  fixed  upon  them 
much  heavier  than  was  ever  intended, 
together  with  heavier  armaments  tiian 
they  ong^t  to  carry,  so  that  ^e  ships 
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dwplaj  «  natural  denra  to  go  to  the 
bottom  irhen  they  are  takeo  oat  to  sea, 
and  is  no  one  to  be  held  responsible  f  I 
waat  to  knOT,  Hr.  Coortner,  who  ie 
teaponidble  for  snidi  a  state  of  things  7 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
•aid  he  could  see  no  mention  of 
&»  matter  in  the  Beport;  but  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  friends  took  very 
aood  care  that  it  should  not  appear  in 
uie  Beport,  for  he  and  half-  a-doEen  of  hia 
ocAi^a^aM,  most  of  whom  were,  or  had 
been  in  tiie  past  oonnected  with  the 
Admiralty,  voted  against  its  inclosion 
io  the  Beport.  Wall,  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Elast  MarTlebone  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Uember  for 
Preston  voted  in  the  minority.  Why,  I 
ask,  was  it  not  referred  to  in  the  Beport? 
It  was  that  the  Admiralty  might  escape 
abeolnte  responaihility  for  their  conduct 
in  oouneotion  with  the  building  of  Bhips 
rf  war,  and  equipping  and  manning 
them,  and  sending  them  oat  as  fighting 
maohines ;  and  until  we  hare  some  kind 
of  aatisfactory  answer  to  this  question, 
I  say  the  House  is  in  duty  bound  to 
withhold  its  hand,  and  not  to  Tote  this 
twenty-one  millions  to  be  expended  on 
the  Navy  in  the  oonstmotion  of  ships 
which  when  built  either  go  to  the  bottom 
of  the  sea,  or  are  rendered  obsolete  in 
the  oonrse  of  a  few  years.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Oardiff  has  called 
attention  to  some  of  these  matters,  but 
I  most  say  that,  in  his  case,  the  roaring 
lion  of  the  jFImm  was  like  a  sucking 
dore  when  he  discussed  this  mattor,  and 
I  was  very  sorry  indeed  to  see  that  with 
him  the  subject  narrowed  down  into 
the  discussion  of  a  mere  technical  ques- 
tion as  to  what  was  to  be  done,  sup- 
posing the  money  should  be  voted.  I, 
on  the  contrary,  hope  that  the  money 
will  not  be  voted,  and,  so  far  as  I  am 
oonoemed,  I  shall  take  every  opportu- 
nity I  can  to  prevant  its  bein^  voted, 
and  whenever  aToto  in  conneotion  with 
it  is  put  in  this  House  I  shall  record 
my  voto  against  it.  A  lot  of  this  money 
ia  to  be  q>ent  in  purchamng  ships  to  be 
bnilt  by  oontraot,  and  I  wish  it  were 
poasible  for  the  noble  Lord  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  for  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  or  for 
tome  other  responsible  person,  to 
give  the  House  some  information  with 
regard  to  the  manner  iu  which  these 
oontraots  will  be  entered  into.  The 
Beports,  to  which  I  have  before  refened. 


show  that  there  has  been  a  ^reat  deal 
of  looseness  in  conneotion  with  Nav7 
oontraots  and  in  oonnectioa  with  the 
building  of  veesels.  The  Select  Oom- 
mittee  which  investigated  the  system  of 
purchase  and  oontract  in  the  Navf 
found  that  alternative  tenders  war* 
accepted  ;  that  alternative  desigii* 
were  presented ;  and  that,  in  manj- 
instances,  triple  engines'  were  put 
in  the  plaoe  of  other  engine* 
tendered  for.  Now,  Sir,  let  me  aak 
buBiDeBS  men  in  this  House — and  not 
hon.  Qentlemen  who  are  mere  fighting 
men  oonneoted  with  the  Navy — let  m» 
ask  bneinese  men  who  know  what  con- 
tracts are,  whether,  under  ordinary  oir- 
cumstanoea,  if  alternative  tenders  oam* 
before  them,  they  would  accept  them,  f 
For  myself,  I  have  aufDcisnt  knoiriedg* 
to  say  that  I  look  with  considerable  sus- 
picion upon  any  such  tenders,  because, 
whenever  on  alternative  deeign  or  tender 
is  put  before  a  Committee,  it  enables  th* 
friends  of  the  contractor  to  plead  for  that 
contractor  getting  the  work,  and  to  urge 
upon  the  Oommittee  the  advantages  ot 
the  alternative  tender.  If  men  at  th» 
Admiral^  are  capable  of  making 
designs  for  ships,  what  need  is  there  for 
tiieBe  alternative  designs  F  The  foot  is, 
when  the  deeign  leaves  the  Ohief  Con- 
structor's office,  it  ought  to  be  complete 
iu  every  part,  and  mere  should  be  no 
neoessity  whatever  for  thoee  altaratioos 
in  design  which  so  enormously  ran  up 
the  cost.  It  is  evident  the  Admiralty,  in 
oouneotion  with  these  matters,  do  not 
know  what  they  want ;  they  neither 
know  the  form  ot  the  ship,  what  it  will 
oarr^,  nor  soaroely  anything  else  in  con- 
nection with  it,  and  when  the  ship  it 
laid  down  the  Admiralty  alter  it  from 
time  to  time  accordingly  as  things 
may  strike  them.  This  they  ctul 
designing  and  oonstructing  fur  th«i 
Navy.  Ho  wonder,  then,  that  we  have 
ships,  if  I  may  speak  in  a  figura- 
tive sense,  of  neither  classic,  Oothiu,. 
or  any  other  kind  of  dengo.  Under 
ordinary  dranmstances,  I  am  boond  to 
say,  I  think  we  shall  be  better  served 
by  contractors — by  good  contracting 
firms — than  if  we  have  the  ships  built  in 
Her  Majesty's  Dockyards.  The  Dock- 
yards, at  any  rate,  might  do  the  naval 
repairs;  but,  so  far  aa  one  can  jud^ 
they  are notthebeetfittedforoonatruoting^ 
ships  fbr  the  Navy,  and,  therefore,  I  d^ 
not   ol^eot  to  a  large  portion  of  the 
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money  b«ingapentin  contracta,  provldad 
alwayi  that  the  designs  are  oomplete,  that 
the  tenders  are  oomplete,  and  that  the 
contracts  are  made  for  the  kind  of  ship 
whieh  is  absolatelj  reqaired  fa;  the  Ad- 
miralty. I  hope,  Hr.  Ooortney,  that 
something  out;  be  done  to  reform  the 
present  system  of  managing  the  Dock- 
yards, for  the  Select  Oommittee  had 
oertain  matters  before  it  which  oertaialy 
gave  rise  to  the  impression  that  there 
was  need  of,  and  room  for,  reform.  In- 
deed, some  hon.  Members  have  asked  me 
whe^er  I  hare  not  thought  that  there 
bare  been  frauds  to  a  oonsiderabU  extent 
in  oonnection  vith  this  management. 
So  &r  as  I  am  oonoemed,  I  can  point  to 
nothing  that  would  support  any  such 
oonolusion,  but  I  am  bound  to  sa;  that, 
if  frands  have  not  taken  place  in  conneo- 
tion  with  the  Admiralty  and  Navy,  and 
especiallyin  oonnection  with  the  manage- 
ment of  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards,  then 
that  the  officers  having  command  of  the 
jards  must  be  perfect  paragons  of  perfec- 
tion. Andfortuis  simple  reason,  Sir,  that 
•very  opportunity  has  been  placed  in 
their  way  to  commit  &aud  on  a  whole- 
sale Boale.  I  say  that  advisedly,  and 
tbe  noble  Lord  may,  if  he  can,  disprove 
it.  I  may  point  to  one  matter — namely, 
the  passing  into  stores  of  goods 
supplied  by  contractors  without  beinc 
properly  viewed,  without  being  passec 
by    men  competent   to  jndge  of  their 

Suality  and  value,  and  even  passing  into 
le  stores  without  going  through  the 
storekeeper's  account  except  incidentally 
after  the  stores  have  been  removed  to 
the  place  where  they  are  to  be 
oonsumed.  If  this  does  not  point  the 
way  for  fraud,  it,  at  any  rate,  does  give 
an  opportunity  to  the  oontraotots  to  tip 
the  men  who  pass  in  the  goods. 
I  do  not  Bay  that  the  contractors  have 
tipped  the  men,  or  that  the  men  have 
accepted  tips  from  the  contractor,  but  I 
do  say  that  to  leave  matters  in  this  state 
is  to  give  an  t^portunity  for  corruption 
such  as  shouu  not  prevail.  Then  with 
regard  to  the  manner  in  which  the  stores 
have  been  dealt  with.  Here,  again, 
there  have  been  ample  opportuuitiea  for 
oorruption,  unless  the  omoers  were  like 
0»sars  wife,  not  only  absolutely  above 
soBpioion,  but  absolutely  above  corrup- 
tion. There  seems  to  have  been  no 
system  by  which  a  proper  check  can  be 
kept  in  regard  to  the  stores  in  the  Dock- 
yards, and  I  look  upon  this  matter  as 


somewhat  serious,  especially  whea  w* 
remember  that  our  first  line  of  defeno* 
is,  and  possibly  at  some  time  our  only 
lineof  defence  may  be,  oar  gallant  Navy. 
We  have  a  right,  therefore,  to  see  that 
the  stores  passed  in  for  the  use  of  the 
Navy,  for  the  construction  of  ships,  and 
for  the  armament  of  ships,  are  of  first- 
rate  quality,  and  such  as  have  been 
contracted  for.  There  is  another  point 
which  I  hmie  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty wiU  give  some  attentiun  to.  A. 
plan  has  grown  up  Iq  the  Dockyards  of 
making  paymsnts  for  time  which  was 
not  worked,  in  order  to  pay  men  foe 
overtime  said  to  be  worked,  or,  to  putit 
in  plain  language,  paying  dummies  for 
time  not  worked,  in  order  to  have  a  fund 
at  command  out  of  which  to  pay  mea 
working  overtime.  If  such  a  system 
has  been  allowed  to  prevail,  the  offloert 
connected  with  Her  Majesty's  Navj 
must  be  pinks  of  perfection  indeed  if 
it  gives  nse  to  no  fraud.  Again,  th* 
Auditor  General  points  out  that  a  systan 
has  grown  up  of  charging  to  one  Tote 
expenditure  incurred  under  another 
Vote ;  and  I  venture  to  say  that  if-  this 
system  is  allowed  to  go  on,  we  never 
shall  have  a  Fleet  strong  enough  to 
satisfy  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
East  Marylebone,  or  any  other  man. 
who  wishM  to  see  the  Fleet  really  in  A 
condition  fit  for  war,  should  war  un- 
fortunately come.  Then,  agaia,  there 
has  been  a  practice  of  paying  for 
goods  on  the  supposition  that  they  will 
be  delivered  at  some  future  time.  I 
suppose  this  happens  sometimes  when 
Her  Majesty's  Government  find  that 
they  have  money  left  in  their  hands 
towards  the  cltMe  of  the  financial  year, 
and  do  not  know  exactly  what  to  do 
with  it,  and  so  they  pay  their  oontractors 
in  advance.  Finwy,  Sir,  there  is  the 
general  question  of  the  absolute  absence 
of  supervision  and  control  on  the  part 
of  the  Admiralty.  I  ask  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  East  Marylebone,  who 
has,  by  his  speech  to-night,  practically 
endorsed  the  programme  of  the  Govern- 
ment, whether  he  means  to  stand  to  his 
guns,  and  whether  he  means  to  demand 
that  we  shall  have  absolute  supervision 
and  control,  financially  and  otherwise* 
with  regard  to  public  expenditure,  be- 
fore we  vote  this  sum  whieh  is  now 
asked  f or  ?  I  hope  that  the  noble  Lord, 
as  w^  as  his  nobU  Friend  the  Hembw 
for  South  Faddingtoo,  will  not  be  found 
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to  be  among  thoM  "who  would,  but 
dare  not."  Now  is  the  time;  now  n 
a  &TOurabIe  opportunity;  because  I 
beliere  that  hon.  Members  on  this  side 
•f  the  House  would  be  prepared  to  vote 
•nj  reasonable  sum  for  strengthening 
the  Navy,  if  they  were  absolutely  sore 
that  the  money  would  be  well  spent. 
We  might  forget  for  once  our  Forty 
poIitioB,  and  deal  with  this  question 
nom  a  national  standpoint,  but  we  can- 
not do  it  unless  hon.  Members  opposite, 
who  hare  oondemned  the  mismanape- 
ment,  and  want  of  control  in  oonneobon 
wlUi  the  Navy  generally,  will  stand  by 
hb  and  fight  out  this  question.  The 
Boble  Lord,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
nirol^  at  the  oommenoement  of  his 
Vrilliaat  career  in  connection  with  the 
Admiralty,  boasted  that  the  Navy  of 
England  was  in  splendid  oondition. 
Binoe  he  has  been  in  office,  we  have 
qtent  a  lor^  sum  of  money  in  strength- 
flning  the  Navy,  and  hon.  Members  have 
•hown  in  this  debate  that,  though  the 
Navy  was  strong  in  I8B6,  and  ttiongh 
we  have  since  spent  considerable  sums, 
vet  experts  have  dnoe  shown  that  the 
Navy  is  in  a  sad  oondition :  so  sad, 
indeed,  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
lor  £ast  Marylebone  says  that  instead 
•f  twenty-one  millions,  we  ought  to  spend 
lorly-two  millions  on  iL  Yes,  Mr. 
Courtney,  and  very  likely  we  onght  to 
■pend  twice  forty-two  millions  to  put  it 
into  a  state  sufficient  to  satisfy  some  hon. 
and  gallant  Qentlemen  in  this  House, 
eapeoially  if  the  old  methods  of  adminis- 
tration are  to  be  pursued.  I  am  aa 
anxious  as  any  man  that  our  Navy  shall 
be  efficient  and  well-equipped — that  our 
■hips  shall  be  well  buUt.  and  well  armed 
— but  I  want  It  to  be  done  with  due  eoo- 
nomy  and  with  duecare  for  the  taxpayers' 
money.  If  the  House  will  grant  me  one 
or  two  minutes  longer,  I  will  refer  to 
the  very  latest  Return  which  came  into  my 
bands,  namely,  the  Betum  showing  how 
the  Navy  is  to  be  etrengtbensd  under 
the  new  Naval  programme.  The 
aoble  Lord,  as  I  have  already  pointed 
out,  proposed  to  effect  under  his  ordin- 
ary Estimates  a  reduction  of  100  men. 

.  Lord  GEOBQE  HAMILTON  :  No  ; 
that  is  not  so,  the  number  of  boys  is  to 
be  reduced,  hnt  the  number  of  men  is  to 
be  largely  increased. 

«Mb.  HOWELL :  Nothing  is  said  in  the 
Betam  about  the  boys ;  hut  I  wish  now 
to  point  out  in  what  manner  the  noble 
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Lord  propoBss  to  increase  the  strength 
of  the  NavT.  He  proposes  to  add  3,000 
men.  and  how  is  that  total  of  3,000 
made  up?  I  find  under  the  head 
"  Officers  "  we  are  to  have  an  inoreaM 
of  3,193;  under  the  head  "  Ooastgnard," 
we  are  to  have  an  increase  of  200  pet^ 
officers  and  seamen,  and  under  the  Aoaa 
"  Marines,"  we  are  to  have  on  inoreaae 
of  two  oommissioned  officers,  6?  Staff- 
officers  and  sergeants,  and  180  bnglen 
and  masioians.  Thus  we  are  to  hare 
180  buglers  and  maaicions  to  play  ■ 
tune  wmle  3,193  officers  dance,  and  860 
men  of  the  rank  and  file  ore  to  bring  1^l 
the  rear.  This  is  the  way  in  which  the 
Navy  is  to  be  strengthened.  Of  oourae 
I  may  not  have  read  the  figures  accu- 
rately, but  that  i>  how  they  appearto  me 
□n  the  Return,  and  as  I  gather  it,  the  ia- 
oreose  of  3,000  men  only  provides  for 
860  actual  working  men  of  the  rank  and 
Hie  class.  I  leave  this  matter,  as  indeed, 
I  am  compelled  to  leave  many  othen, 
to  be  settled  by  the  experts,  but  in  con- 
olusion,  I  oan  only  express  the  hope 
that  the  Committee  will  insist,  before  it 
sanctions  any  further  expenditure  on 
the  Navy,  that  the  money  shall  only  be 
spent  for  the  benefit  of  tiie  Service  for 
which  it  is  asked. 

•OoKitAKDEB  BETHELL  (York,  E.R.; 
Holderaess) :  In  following  the  hon. 
Member  I  must  say  that,  although  I 
am  somewhat  indifferent  to  the  general 
charges  which  he  has  brought  against 
the  Admiralty,  I  should  have  been  gjad 
to  hear  detailed  charges  which  could  have 
been  answered  by  my  noble  Friend  the 
Head  of  the  Admiralty.  Nearly  all  the 
hon.  Members  who  have  spoken  have 
been  unable  to  resist  the  fascination  of 
dealing  with  figures ;  yet,  strange  to 
say,  in  no  single  case  have  they  a^«ed, 
and  I  am  almost  disposed  to  assert  that 
they  have  not  approached  the  truth 
either.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  profoundly 
indifferent  to  all  these  finanoial  investi- 
gations. I  oare  not  in  the  least  whether 
the  £21,600,000,  which  I  trust  will  be 
voted  before  long,  would  have  been 
mads  up  in  the  course  of  the  ordina^ 
Estimates  or  not;  the  fact  I  grasp  U 
that  if  the  House  sanctions  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  there  is  toler- 
able certainty  that  within  four  or  five 
years  the  Naval  programme  of  my 
noble  Friend  will  be  completed.  What 
security  should  we  have  that  this  in- 
crease in  the  Navy  which  is  so  essential   - 
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iroold  be  oanied  ont  in  the  ordinary 
KTavsl  proposals  mado  from  year  to 
year?  Sir,  while  I  am  disposed  to 
agree  with  my  noble  Friend  the  Member 
for  If  aiylebone  when  he  eays  ho  wiehee 
the  inereaae  had  been  (greater  than  it 
ia,  yet  I  am  content  wi^  and  am  gl&d 
to  aooept,  what  is  offered  to  ns.  I  think 
it  is  a  great  advantaae  to  ns  to  hare  the 
programme  oleazly  dsGned,  and  bo  far 
ma  is  posaible  to  have  an  aotnal  and 
absolute  undertaking  that  it  shall  be 
oomideted  at  the  end  of  four  or  fire 
vean;  and  therefore,  Ur.  Courtney, 
I  do  not  see  that  these  farther 
inTestagations  aie  neoeesaiy.  With 
xegard  to  the  strength  of  the  Fleet, 
DO  exact  oomparison  can  he  drawn 
between  our  Navy  and  those  of  foreign 
nations,  beoauee  there  ia  no  oom- 
moa.  basis  to  whioh  they  can  be  referred. 
In  my  judgment,  howerer,  the  strength 
of  our  Fleet  is  not  up  to  ^e  strength  It 
ought  to  be,  either  in  relation  to  the 
fleets  of  Foreign  Powers  or  in  relation 
to  the  duties  it  may  be  called  upon  to 
perform.  It  is  oonoeded,  I  beliere,  by 
most  neoplo  in  England,  and  was 
epeoialiy  conceded  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Uember  for  Stirling 
(Ur.  Oampbell-Bannerman),  that  we 
must,  owing  to  our  unique  position, 
have  command  at  any  rate  of  the  home 
seas.  If  that  be  so,  it  follows  that  the 
morementa  of  our  Fleets  are  not  de- 

S indent  upon  the  wants  of  our  home 
ovemment  or  upon  our  own  Tolition, 
bnt  are  dependent  upon  the  movements 
of  the  enemies^  fleets.  In  the  erent  of 
war  we  should  be  compelled  constantly 
to  watch  the  fieet  of  the  enemy.  If  that 
be  conceded,  who  will  deny  that  we 
eughttohave  a  Fleet  superior  in  strenglh 
to  the  fleets  of  Foreign  Powers.  That 
whioh  is  true  of  the  home  seas  is  also 
trae  of  the  Indian  seas  and  ctfaer  seas. 
Thoee  who  are  familiar  with  the  naval 
history  of  the  last  century  will  recollect 
that  alike  in  the  home  seas  aud  in  the 
East  and  West  Indies  the  same  necessity 
eonstantly  existed  to  watch  the  fleets  of 
Foreiffu  Powers.  It  ia  sometimes  aaid 
that  the  many  changes  of  the  last  30  cr 
40  years  have  prejudiced  our  naval 
■nperioritv,  that  ia  to  say,  that  steam,  for 
example,  has  placed  ns  in  a  lees  satisfao- 
tery  position  with  reference  to  Foreign 
Poveis  than  weformerlyheld.  I  think 
that  is  a  mistake.  I  also  think  it  is  a  mis- 
take to  say  that  less  skill,  less  knowledge. 
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I  less  ezperienoe,  are  required  to  eom- 
'  mand  one  of  Her  Uajeety's  ships  at 
present  than  need  to  be  the  casa 
ionnerly ;  further,  I  say  they  are  mis- 
taken who  contend  that  the  peonliar 
oharaoteriatio  of  our  sailora  and  sea- 
men's skill  whioh  did  so  much  to 
secure  the  auceossoo  of  the  old  wars,  have 
now  disappeared.  In  this  respect  I 
view  the  future  without  any  apprehen- 
sion. I  truat  that  our  officers,  and  I  be> 
lieve  that  our  seamen  will  have  as  large 
a  field  for  their  peculiar  abilities  in  the 
future  as  they  have  had  in  the  past.  I 
purpose  now  to  deal  with  the  more  pro- 
fessional matters  alluded  to  by  &9  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  E.  J.  Beed). 
I  think  it  must  he  evident  that  when  a 
person  of  such  great  reputation  as  a 
naval  constmotor  as  my  hon.  Friend 
attacks  with  his  characteristic  vi^ur 
the  proposab  of  the  Government,  it  is 
not  improper  that  aome  one  on  this  aide 
should  reply  to  him.  My  hon.  Friend 
has  always  taken  a  strong  line  agwnot 
those  veesela  which  are  known  aa  the 
^iniriif  olaas.  He  now  saya  that  the 
vessels  of  the  nev  type  are  no  more  safe 
than  the  veesela  of  the  Admirul  daas. 
•Sir  E.  J.  HEED  (Cardiff) :  No,  I  did 
not  Bay  that.  I  am  quite  prepared  to 
admit  that  the  special  features  of  the 
Admiral  class,  so  far  as  the  proteotioii 
of  the  ship  ia  concerned,  were  some- 
what mitigated  in  favour  of  those  new 

'ComfAMDxs  BBTHB:LL  :  I  certainly 
understood  that  my  hon.  Friend  con- 
sidered that  the  new  vessels  would  suffer 
under  the  same  grave  charges  as  the 
vessels  of  the  Admiral  type.  I  am  very 
gladindeedif  tbatianotthe  oase.  Wel^ 
the  gravamen  of  the  charge  made  against 
the  Admiral  type  of  ships  was  that  if 
their  nnarmoured  ends  were  shot  away 
thej  would  be  placed  in  a  position  of  un- 
stable equilibrium  or  approaching  un- 
stable equilibrium 

*8m  E.  J.  BEED:  And  that  the? 
would  sink. 

*CoMiiAiniXR  BETHELL :  And  (^ 
course  they  would  aink.  Now,  I  am 
not  in  a  position  to  say  whether  that 
would  be  true  or  not,  but  thst  has 
nothing  whstever  to  do  with  the  present 
argument.  Bnt  the  vesaels  of  the  new 
type  are,  by  the  admission  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  safe,  in  so  far  as  the  building  is 
ooaoemed,  from  being  placed  in  a  poai- 
tioQ  appmaohing  to  unstable  equilibrium 
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b7  the  fact  of  their  nnumonred  %nAt 
beind  sliot  avay ;  he  has  admitted  that 
the  Trafalgar  type,  so  f ar  aa  stability  is 
Ooncerned,  are  safe,  and  the  new  veiBels 
vill  have  the  same  amaunt  of  un- 
■rmoored  ends  as  the  Trafaigar  type. 
Thnsthe  most  grave  defect  in  the  Admiral 
type  elearlydoee  not  exist  in  the  new  type. 
But  now  note  the  charge  brought  avainet 
die  new  ressels.  They  are  oorerea  with 
armonr  only  five  inches  thick,  and  my 
hon.  Friend  eontends  that  if  they  become 
inclined  a  matter  of  four,  five,  or  six 
degrees  the  five  inch  armour  would 
be  much  more  readily  perforated  than 
the  stouter  armour  placed  on  the  sides 
of  the  Trafalgar.  No  doubt  the  Trafalgar 
^pe  has  a  great  advantage  over  the 
new  type  in  this  respeot  that  we  must  see 
whether  there  are  not  oompensating 
advantages.  Hy  hon.  Frisnd  is  obliged 
to  assume  that  the  vessels  are  heehng 
Qver,  hut  when  that  happens  with  the 
Thtfalgar,  as  well  as  to  the  new  type  of 
ship,  the  opposite  side  is  exposed  to  any 
ohanee  projectile  of  the  enemy  ;  but  re- 
member that  this  advantage  to  which 
both  vessels  are  exposed  modifies  the 
disparity  which  exists  between  them, 
BO  far  as  the  danger  due  to  thinner 
armour  is  eonoemed.  Let  me  itlas- 
trate  it  in  this  way.  Let  the  Com- 
mittee   take    the    numbers    six    and 


to  eaoh  of  them  as  representiiig  the 
common  danger  to  both,  the  ratio  of  16 
to  14  is  much  modified  oompared  with 
that  of  six  to  four.  Then  my  hon.  Friend 
is  obliged  to  assume  that  the  vessel  is 
heeled  over  a  certain  number  of  degrees. 
Uy  hon.  Friend  is  a  great  advocate  of 
what  we  call  belted  cruisers.  Now, 
belted  cruisers,  of  course,  like  battle- 
ships, areoxposed  to  the  danger  of  being 
so  wounded  that  they  may  be  heeled 
over.  Ify  hon.  Friead  has  pointed  out 
in  a  recent  speech  that  the  special  ad- 
vantage of  belted  cruisers  is  that  they 
are  praotically  safe  at  the  water  line, 
bat  are  liable  to  be  wouuded  above  the 
belt,  although  it  is  possible  to  repair 
that.  Xhe  same  argument  precisely 
applies  to  the  vessels  which  my  hon. 
Fnend  opposes ;  there  is  absolutely  no 
difference,  and  I  do  think  that,  so  far  as 
Stabililyisooncerned,thenew  type  of  ship 
will  be,  so  far  as  we  can  say,  less  safe  than 
the  Trafalgar.  The  new  vessels  would,  I 
believe,  be  absolutely  safe  in  the  matter 
r  BtthM 


at  stability.  I  do  not  say,  for  a  moment, 
I  am  altogether  in  harmony  with  the  com- 

faratively  minor  details  of  those  vessels, 
agree  that  it  would  be  much  better  if 
the  belt  be  carried  round  the  bow*, 
and  I  am  not  snre  that  it  would  not 
be  advantageous  to  strengthen  the  bow* 
in  some  way  against  quick  firing-gans. 
These,  however,  are  minor  details. 
Among  the  advantages  of  the  nev 
vessels  is  the  fast  that  tbey  draw 
approximately  a  foot  less  of  water  than 
the  R'afalgar,  and  also  the  fact  tbat- 
the  guns  are  placed  at  a  good  height 
from  the  water.  Then,  again,  there  is 
this  singular  advantage  in  the  new 
vessels  not  possessed  by  the  eariiar 
types.  The  heavy  guns  are  not  nov 
placed  close  together,  but  are  drawn 
nearer  to  eaoh  end  of  the  vessel,  the- 
result  being  that  you  are  able  to  oarry  a 
powerful  auxiliary  oentral  battery,  wluoh 
IS  an  immense  advantage  in  mode^ 
warships.  Then  there  is  the  inoreaM- 
of  speed.  I  am  not  prepared  to  aaj 
whettier  these  ships  wiD  oany  more  or 
lees  than  the  given  weight ;  hut,  taking 
the  figures  as  g^ven  to  us,  I  do- 
undoubtedly  see  certain  advantages  in. 
them  which  are  ni^  possessed  by  th« 
JVafaigar  type,  Uy  hon.  Friend  seems 
to^ink  that  in  this  matter  the  issue  is 
between  himself  and  all  other  natioiiB 
on  the  one  side,  and  the  British 
Admiral^  on  the  other.  To  my  mind, 
the  issue  is  between  the  Admiralty  and 
all  other  nations  on  the  one  aide,  and 
my  hon.  Friend  on  the  other.  Of 
course,  it  is  an  immense  advantage  if 
you  can  afford  the  weight  to  dispose 
your  armour  in  the  way  my  hon.  Fnend 
suggests,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  there 
b  considerable  waste  of  defenoes  when 
the  special  method  he  advocates  ia 
pursued.  I  should  just  like  to  say  a  few 
words  respecting  the  speech  of  my  noUe 
Friend  the  Member  for  Uarylebone 
(Lord  0.  Beresford).  It  is  undoubtedly 
admitted  by  my  hon.  Friends  in  tliis 
House  that  one  of  the  most  important 
duties  of  our  Navy  is  to  protect  our 
commerce.  UynobleFriendseveral times 
insisted  upon  the  fact  of  our  interests 
having  so  much  increased  beyond  what 
they  were  a  few  years  ago,  and  therefore 
he  insisted  upon  increased  proteetion. 
The  hon.  Member  fur  Haggerston  (Ur. 
Cremer),  in  his  speech  the  other  day, 
alluded  to  the  opinion  expressed  by  two 
large  shipowners  la  the  House,  that  it 


ui^.i.cjo^CjOogle 


1305 


N0WU 


DtUnet. 


ISOff 


voa  quit*  unneoessaiy  for  ns  to  inereaae 
our  Nav;  for  the  purpoM  of  proteotiiig 
oar  oommerce.  With  the  riews  of  one 
of  these  hon.  Hembera,  the  hon.  Uem< 
ber  for  Wert  HuU(Mr.  0.  H.  Wilson), 
I  am  more  or  less  well  aoqaainted ;  bat 
aa  to  the  other  hon.  Uember,  I  have  no 
knowledg^e,  but  I  make  this  alluBion  to 
inquire  wh^  it  is  theee  two  hon.  Gentle- 
meo  are  ioolined  to  think  it  ie  useless  to 
expend  money  in  order  to  afford  proteo- 
tion  to  our  oommeroe,  and  I  would 
obserre  we  on  this  side  of  the  House 
are  somewhat  responsible  for  this,  for 
we  are  very  apt  to  apply  a  wron^  mea- 
■ure  to  the  extent  of  our  oommeroe. 
The  uoble  Lord  the  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone  not  inireqaentlj  places  before  the 
House  the  extent  of  our  oommeroe 
measured  by  toooage  or  money  value, 
but  in  mf  humble  opinion  you  might 
almost  as  well  attempt  to  measure,  say, 
duration  by  the  yard  measure,  or  ex- 
panaian  by  the  hands  of  the  clock.  It 
u  not  the  amount  of  tonnage,  or  the 
▼Blue  that  should  be  the  gauge  of 
oui  oommerce,  but  the  number  of 
oar  mercantile  ships.  I  submit 
to  the  Oommittoe,  as  an  axiom 
which,  I  believe,  will  be  generally 
accepted,  that  ever;  vessel  duly  qualified 
to  sail  under  the  British  flag,  whether 
that  vessel  be  large  or  small,  is  entitled 
to  the  protection  of  the  Navy,  whether 
it  be  one  of  the  great  Atlantic  liners  or 
annall  coasting  ooUierpainiully  pursuing 
her  path — each  of  these  has  an  equal 
right  to  the  protection  of  the  Navy.  If 
you  admit  that,  it  flows  from  that  admis- 
aioii,  and  is  a  oorollary  to  it  that  the 
only  measure  of  our  commerce  is  the 
number  of  ships  modified  perhaps  by  the 
number  of  voyages ;  but,  at  all  events, 
the  meaanre  is  not  tonnage  or  money 
value.  The  tonnage  of  our  oommerce 
has  enormously  increased,  hut  so  has 
the  tonn^e  of  each  vessel,  and  the 
number  of  ships  carrying  our  ooihmerce 
has  very  little  increasea,  or  indeed,  if 
ire  can  rely  on  statistics,  I  am  disposed 
to  think  the  number  may  be  absolutely 
less  than  the  number  40  years  ago. 
There  is  a  little  difficulty  about  Ute 
figures,  because  it  is  not  always  ex- 
phtined  whether  all  the  small  coasting 
vessels  are  included  or  not,  but,  roughly 
speaking,  the  number  of  vessels  is  about 
the  some  now  as  in  the  former  period  to 
which  the  noble  liord  (Lord  0.  Beres- 
lord)  alluded. 


Loan  OHAELES  BEEESFOHD:  I 
am  sure  my  hon.  and  gallant  IPriend 
does  not  wish  to  misrepresent  me.  It  is 
quite  true  what  he  says  as  to  the  ton- 
nage of  ships  engaged  in  oommeroe,  but 
heratherstrengthens  my  case,  for  though 
the  number  of  ships  may  not  have  in- 
creased much  below  them  in  the  old 
time,  owing  to  the  introduction  of  steam 
the  number  of  voyages  has  enormonily 
increased.  

•OoMMAimKa  BETHELL:  Tes;  tb« 
gauge  should  be  oompaunded  of  the 
numoer  nf  ships  and  the  number  of 
voyages.  It  u  rather  a  pnzaling' 
problem,  but  the  conclusion  I  arrive  at 
is  that  the  number  of  voyagee  may 
practically  be  eliminated  from  our  con- 
sideration.  I  am  delighted  to  And  that 
in  my  oritioisms  I  have  really 
strengthened  my  noble  Friend's  argu- 
ment ;  it  is  always  a  pleasure  to  me  to 
find  myself  in  harmony  with  him.  But 
I  was  going  to  say,  lest  it  shuuld  be 
urged  that  I  am  unreasonable  in  advo- 
cating an  increase  of  the  Fleet,  that  m^ 
reply  is,  first  of  all,  that  even  thoogh  it 
be  true  that  the  number  of  our  shipa 
has  not  increased,  yet  it  is  also  true  that 
the  means  of  protecting  them  has  de- 
creased of  late  years,  and  many  more 
routes  are  now  open,  many  more  in- 
terests are  hound  np  la  the  trade.  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  one  of  the  reasons 
that  animated  the  hon.  Hember  for 
West  Hull  when  he  said  it  was  no  ua» 
trying  to  protect  onr  oommerce,  so  great 
ie  its  extent,  that  he  was  somewhat 
misled  by  the  calculations  sometimes 
placed  before  the  House. 

'Ha.  C&EHEB :  I  am  sure  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  would  not 
wilfully  misquote  me.  I  did  not  state 
that  the  hon.  Members  for  Hull  and 
Jarrow  said  our  Navy  was  in- 
capable of  protecting  our  oommeroial 
marine,  but  that  it  required  no  protec- 
tion— ^it  was  not  in  danger. 

*CoicHAiniBK  BETHELL:  I  do  not 
think  there  is  a  material  difference,  or 
in  the  view  of  the  hon.  Hember  for 
West  Hull  at  any  rate. 

*Hb.  CBEMEB:  Yes;  there  is  a  very 
oonsiderable  difference.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  states  thst  I  attributed 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Hull  the 
statement  that  the  Navy  is  inadequate, 
and  not  strong  enough  to  protect  our 
commercial  marine;  but  what  the  hon. 


commercial  marine;  out  wuai  uia  uwu. 
Member  for  Hull  did  say  was,  not  that 
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the  NftTj  was  too  weak,  but  that  ths 
mmtaetiaal  marine  nqtured  no  proteo- 
tion — it  vaa  not  in  dangwr. 

*OoHHAin>EB  BETHMJj :  I  am  qoite 
oontent  to  withdraw  altogether  leference 
to  the  statement  ma^  by  the  hon. 
Member;  but  quite  apart  from  the 
atatement  the  hon.  Uember  for 
Hag^jorston  quoted,  and  bo  far  aa  the 
opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Qull  is  concerned,  I  should  be  disposed 
to  maintain  what  I  have  said.  Just 
aoother  word  on  the  subjeot.  I  find  it 
not  unfreqnently  stated  in  oonnoction 
with  this  same  subject — this  diffioultv  of 
protecting  our  oommeroe — that  it  will  be 
greatly  increased  in  future  wars  by  the 
iBot  that  it  will  be  impossible  at  any 
time  to  use  oonroys  for  purposes  of  pro- 
tection. I  will  not  argue  that 
point;  I  simply  allude  to  it  because 
it  fslU  into  my  argument;  bat  I 
maintain  absolutely  there  is  no 
reason  whaterer,  so  far  as  I  can  see, 
why  our  oommeroe  in  the  future  should 
not  be  protected  much  in  the  same  way 
as  it  was  protected  in  the  past.  It  is 
my  firm  belief  that  we  are  a  little  dis- 
posed to  multiply  difficulties,  and  that 
our  Fleet  will  be  equal  to  affording  that 
proteotioB  to  commeroe  which,  though 
some  Gentlemen  may  say  it  is  unseeded, 
owing  to  the  ezoellenoe  of  our  Mercan- 
tile Fleet — yet,  I  am  disposed  to  say, 
will  be  demanded  in  the  future,  because 
I  find,  turning  over  the  history  of  the 
wars  of  a  century  and  a- half,  I  find,  tioae 
after  time  and  year  after  year,  the 
British  merchant  and  the  British  ship- 
owner pitifully  complaining  to  the  Ad- 
miralty and  tlie  OoTerament  of  the  day 
of  the  want  of  that  protection  they  so 
aamestly  implored. 

*SiB  0.  U.  PALMES  (Dnrham,  Jar- 
low) :  I  must  say  that  the  amount 
sropoeed  to  be  expended  by  the 
Admiralty— £21,000,000— took  me  by 
anrprise,  as  it  did  the  country,  and  J 
fear  made  a  deep  and  serious  im- 
pression abroad ;  but  as  it  has  been 
explained  that  the  £31,000,000  is 
not  to  be  in  addition  to  the  amount 
annually  voted  by  Parliament  for  ship- 
building purposes,  I  venture  to  say  that 
what  has  now  been  put  forward  as  the 
pro^amme  of  the  GoTomment  is  a 
rndndous  and  ver^  moderate  demand. 

When  I  aayitis  a  judicious  programme, 
I  venture  to  express  the  befief  that 
anoh  is  the  change  which  is  taking  place 


in  the  type  of  our  ships,  thai  this 
increased  ezpenditore  will  oontinne  is 
future.  We  must  remember  that  w« 
are  now  dealing  with  a  different  stats 
of  things  to  that  which  formerly  pre- 
vailed. Onr  wooden  ships  have  paaaed 
away ;  these  oould  have  beeu  laid  away 
in  the  Medway  and  Portsmouth,  and 
refitted  when  required,  whereas  onr 
obsolete  ironclads  cannot  with  advantage 
be  brought  into  active  service.  It  ham 
been  said  that  this  scare  has  been  got 
up  under  the  plea  of  national  defence^ 
and  if  that  were  so,  these  inmclada 
oriffinally  built,  such  as  the  Wtaritr 
ana  Blael  PrinM,  should  be  assigned 
to  the  coast  defences  as,  &om  th«r 
want  of  mancevriug  power  and  in- 
adequate protection,  they  are  quite  un- 
fitted for  active  service.  We  must  all 
agree  that  our  Navy  is  the  first  and  real 
defence,  and,  therefore,  it  is  of  the 
highest  importance  that  we  should 
bmld  ships  of  such  a  class  as  always  to 
be  in  advance  of  those  of  other  nations 
— ships  which  will  have  the  highest 
speed,  be  of  great  power,  and  cany 
heavy  guns.  We  should  require  saoh 
ships  to  be  all  over  the  world,  in  conse- 
quence of  our  greatly  extended  com- 
merce, the  growing  importance  of  our 
Ooloaies,  and  especially  beoanse  of 
&e  great  increase  of  our  Mercantile 
Marine.  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  tan- 
nage of  the  Meroantile  Marine  hae  be- 
come so  enormous  that  soaroely  any 
Navyconldprotectit;  and  the  old  system 
of  convoys  will,  in  any  future  war,  be 
discarded.  I  veutare  also  to  think 
that  our  food  supply  is  not  in  the 
slightest  danger,  considering  the  enor- 
mous extent  of  our  Mercantile  Marine. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  if  there  happened 
to  be  a  war  with  Qreat  Powers,  and 
there  should  be  a  blockade  of  the  porta, 
if  a  omiser  were  to  escape  out  of  thees 
ports  it  might  damage  a  number  of  our 
merchant  ships,  but  ^ese  cruisers  would 
be  very  soon  accounted  for,  inasmnch  as 
they  oould  not  keep  at  sea  more  than  a 
certain  number  of  days  nntil  they  would 
have  to  put  into  port  for  the  purpose  (tf 
coaling,  so  that  they  would  soon  be 
traced.  So  far,  therefore,  as  regards 
protection  of  our  Mercantile  Marine 
bringing  food  to  thie  country,  nu  inoreass 
of  our  naval  power  would  avail  muok. 
The  vessels  we  ought  to  build  should  be 
those  which  can  keep  at  sea  with  a  lane 
radius  of  action,  with  great  eapatuty  for 
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ooal,  and  poasaaamg  great  speed.  I  think 
at  no  distant  date  armonr-pUted  Teoaels 
will  be  discarded,  and  fatnre  warfare  will 
be  conducted  by  ewift  cruisers  capable 
of  rapid  manoeuTrea,  but  at  the  same  time 
built  with  such  water-tiKht  partitions 
that,  if  they  oome  under  the  ram, 
they  vill  not  sink.  I  sinoerely  hope 
that  tMs  increase  of  the  Tote  will 
not  induce  the  QoTernment  to  increase 
the  Dookjards,  either  as  regards  the 
nnmber  of  the  men  or  the  amount 
of  machinery.  I  was  a  Member  of 
«  Oommittee  which  had  to  deal  with 
questions  relating  to  the  Dockyards: 
utd  the  Beport  of  the  Oommittee 
tends  to  show  that  to  the  Dock- 
yards ought  to  he  assigned,  in  the  first 
place,  alt  the  repairs  and  refits  of  ships, 
and  that  they  shonld  be  constantly 
employed  up  to  a  certain  level.  The 
workmen  should  not  be  subject  to  dis- 
charge from  time  to  time,  as  the  Dock- 
yards Bkre  situated  in  parts  of  the  country 
where  discharged  workmen  cannot  find 
immediate  employment.  I  agree  with 
tius  Beport;  and  I  think  mat  ships 
oan  nevei^be  built  iu  Dockyards  at  the 
same  cost  as  in  private  yuda.  On  an 
investigation  of  these  matters,  I  have 
found  a  great  difficulty  in  separating 
the  cost  of  the  construction  of  ships  in 
the  Dockyards  from  what  are  called  the 
national  charges,  and,  from  the  mode  in 
which  the  men  are  employed,  there  is 
not  that  amount  of  work  done  that  we 
find  in  private  yards.  At  the  same 
time,  I  may  congratulate  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Admiralty  upon  a  marked 
and  very  important  improvement  in  the 
Dockyard  administration.  Since  they 
laid  down  the  rule  that  those  who  de- 
rign  the  ships  shall  have  the  designs 
and  plans  perfected  before  the  work  of 
ooastruoting  the  ships  is  oommenced, 
and  not  altered  until  these  plans  have 
been  completed,  they  have  succeeded 
in  building  ships  in  a  much  shorter 
time  and  at  a  much  smaller  cost ;  and 
th^  have  no  doubt  whatever  that  in 
future  they  will  find  that  they  will  be 
able  to  turn  out  a  very  much  larger 
amount  of  tonnage  in  the  Dockyards 
and  elaewhere  for  the  same  amount  of 
money.  The  noble  Lord  (George 
Hamilton),  in  his  programme,  has  oast 
some  reflection  an  the  shipbuilders  of  this 
country,  who,  he  hinted,  may  combine. 
I  wilt  appeal  to  the  noble  Lord  whether 
it  was  really  worthy  of  him  to  make  | 


the  observation,  because  he  must  know 
tliat  from  the  commencement  private 
shipbuilders  in  this  country  have  taught 
the  Admiralty  to  build  iron  ships,  and 
have  been  most  loyal  in  serving  the 
Admiralty  in  every  possible  way.  I 
can  assure  the  Admiralty  that  there  ia 
not  the  slightest  chance  of  any  such 
combination  of  shipbuilders  to  interfere 
with  their  tenders.  In  supporting  thft 
Government  on  this  inorease  of  ship- 
building, I  venture  to  hope  that  they 
will  not  build  too  many  snips  of  one 
class,  beoanse  we  have  not  yet  arrived 
at  finality  in  shipbuilding.  Tear  by 
year  we  are  improving  the  type  and 
construction  of  the  vessels  as  well  as 
of  Hanne  englnee;  and  we  must  as- 
suredly be  in  advance  of  any  other 
nation  in  Naval  matters.  But  if  we 
lay  down  too  many  ships  of  the  same 
type  at  the  one  time,  they  will  in  a 
few  years  become  obsolete.  One  can- 
not but  regret  that  this  programme  tor  in- 
creasing the  Navy  did  not  occur  a  couple 
of  years  ago,  because  at  that  time  it 
would  have  been  a  great  boon  to  t]t» 
nation.  We  should  at  that  time  have 
had  private  shipbuilders  anxious  for  the 
work,  and  articans  and  workmen  glad 
to  be  employed,  whereas  at  the  present 
moment  all  the  large  constructors  have 
their  works  filled  up  for  more  than  a 
year;  and  I  venture  to  say  also  that 
there  is  not  an  artizan  or  workman  in 
this  country  who  is  willing  and  able  to 
work  who  has  not  fbnnd  employment. 
Therefore,  this  programme  is  put  before 
the  county  at  a  most  inopportune  time, 
and  I  believe  Qie  Government  will  not 
get  the  amount  of  tonnage  built  which 
they  anticipate.  Forthe  reasons  I  have 
given,  I  quite  agree  with  what  the  Go- 
vernment are  now  proposing,  and,  for 
my  part,  whatever  may  occur,  they  shall 
have  my  support. 

*Mb.  J.  U.  UAOL£AN  (Oldham): 
Speaking  as  a  Member  of  last  years 
Committee  on  the  Navy  Estimates,  I 
must  say  that  there  has  been  great 
exaggeration  in  the  charges  that 
have  been  made  against  the  Admiralty. 
It  is  certain  that  in  the  administration 
of  the  Admiralty  you  could  not  have  the 
same  cdmplioity  of  management,  the 
same  unity  of  control,  that  you  have  in  a 
private  firm,  on  account  of  the  semi- 
military  character  of  the  administration. 
But  the  members  of  the  Oommittee 
were  very  favourably  impressed  witiL 
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the  ohanges  that  have  been  made  in  the 
adminiitntion  of  the  Admiraltf  in 
leoent  jean.  As  regards  that  important 
matter,  the  Tictualling  of  the  Nbtj,  two 
leading  sMpowaera  oa  the  Oommlttee 
said  the;  would  be  glad  if  they  oould 
ztrovide  their  own  ships  as  oheaplj  with 
lood  of  suoh  excellent  qaalitj  as  that 
which  is  supplied  to  the  Navj.  9o  far 
ms  the  general  administration  of  the 
Admiralty  is  oonoemed,  the  evidence 
ffiven  before  the  Committee  showed 
that  the  Board  of  Admiralty  has  of  late 
effected  certain  excellent  reforms,  and 
that  ships  can  now  be  tamed  oat  of  the 
<}oTemment  dockyards  almost  as  cheaply 
BDd  expeditiously  as  oat  of  priyate 
TBrds.  But  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
llember  for  Haggerston  has  raised  a 
totally  different  question — namely,  the 
desirability  of  increased  expenditure 
upon  the  Nary.  We  shall  not  really 
be  in  a  position  to  discuss  the  consti- 
tational  aspect  of  the  question  until  we 
have  the  Badget  before  us,  beoause  until 
then  we  cannot  get  at  the  way  in  which 
the  Goremment  propose  to  raise  the  ten 
millions,  which  is  to  be  spread  over  seven 
yeatfi;  bat  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Kfem- 
Der  for  Haggerston  has  raised  the 
whole  qneBtion  of  oar  Naval  policy, 
and  has  qasstioned  the  expediency  of 
-devoting  any  more  money  to  increasing 
the  strength  of  onr  Navy.  No  more 
important  question  could  be  brought 
forward,  and  this  debate  has  had  the 
useful  result  of  showing  that  very  few 
members  of  Parliament  are  ready  to 
take  on  themselves  the  responsibility  of 
lesietiug  the  demands  of  the  Qovem- 
meat  for  large  sums  of  money  to  give 
the  country  an  efQcient  Navy.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
ior  the  Stirling  Burghs  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Baonerman),  speaking  on  behalf  of  the 
Leaders  of  the  Opposition,  accepted 
the  oentral  principle  of  this  scheme 
— that  the  British  Navy  ought  to 
■be  equal  in  strength  to  those  of 
any  two  other  nations  that  could  be  \ 
named.  Here,  then,  is  an  agreement 
between  the  two  Front  Benches,  which 
-seems  to  me  to  ensure  a  oontinoity  of 
our  naval  policy  for  many  years  to  oome. 
But  I  must  oonfess  that  I  have  been 
somewhat  disappointed  with  the  speeches 
of  the  First  Lord  and  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  this  evening.  I  had  ex- 
pected a  dearer  and  fuller  ezplaaation 
of  the  reasons  which  inducftd  them  to 
J6-.  J.  M.  MaeUan 


bring  forward  thmr  schema.  We  all 
bear  in  mind  the  evidence  of  Sir  A. 
Hood,  who,  as  First  Naval  Lord,  gave 
evidence  last  year  that  he  thought  tha 
Navy  in  veiy  good  condition  indeed,  and 
that  he  should  be  satisfied  if  be  could 
get  six  more  fast  craisers  by  the  end  of 
1890.  Bat  now  this  modest  demand 
has  been  altogether  altered.  The  six 
cruisers  have  gone  up  at  one  bound  to 
sixty,  to  say  nothing  of  the  additional 
ten  or  eleven  ironclads.  The  reoent 
change,  indeed,  in  the  policy  of  the 
Admiralty  is  as  remarkable  as  the 
change  of  front  made  by  Lord 
Northbrook  a  few  years  ago.  The 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralhr  to-nig:ht 
has  stated  that  the  Naval  Hancsuvres 
taught  a  lesson  which  induced  the 
Admiralty  to  change  its  policy  on  this 
subject;  but  what  did  the  First  Lord 
himself  say?  He  said  his  policy  has 
always  been  uniform  ;  that  he  had  laid 
down  certain  principles  of  procedure 
some  months  before  the  Navy  Oommittee 
adopted  that  Amendment  which  asserted 
that  a  certain  action  should  be  tak^i  to 
determine  what  measures  were  really 
necessary  to  put  the  Navy  in  an 
efficient  state ;  and  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  then  said  our  Navy  was 
equal  in  strength  to  the  Navies  of 
France  and  Busaia  combined.  This 
was  sud  some  time  before  the  Naval 
Man<Bavres,  so  that  he  must  have  been 
driven  by  the  Naval  Uantenvres  to  come 
to  the  same  oonolusion  as  that  which  he 
had  previously  adopted.  What,  then, 
I  ask,  are  the  real  grounds  for  these 

Soposals  of  the  Government?  Hon. 
embers  are  practiooUy  all  agreed  that 
the  Navy  must  be  maintained  at  an  ade- 
quate strength,  not  only  to  defend  theee 
shores,  but  also  to  protect  the  great 
highways  of  our  commerce  and  ensure 
that  supplies  of  food  are  regularly 
brought  into  our  porta  in  time  of  war; 
but  the  question  is,  is  its  present 
strength  adequate  ?  And  as  to  that 
Her  Maj  esty's  Government  have  afforded 
the  Committee  no  substantial  fa^tsupon 
which  to  base  a  conclusion.  I  have 
picked  out  a  few  figures  with  regard  to 
the  French  Navy  which  bear  on  this 
question,  and  I  have  chosen  Fninoe,  for 
it  is  generally  admitted  that  &om  the 
navies  of  any  other  country  we  have 
little  or  nothing  to  fbar.  I  do  not  plaee 
any  reliance  on  the  rumonra  as  to  the 
probability  of  General  Boolangw  ^ok> 
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iag  ft  quarrel  with  tbis  country  if  lie 
-were  to  oome  to  power  in  France  ;  bat, 
irrespeotive  of  any  oonaideralioiis  of 
-that  Bind,  we  oug;ht  to  be  able  to  hold 
our  vwn.  Now,  from  a  Paper  read  by 
Lord  Brassey  at  the  Uandon  House  a 
>ihort  time  ago,  it  appeared  that  during 
-the  paet  eight  years  we  have  annually 
spent  on  new  construotion  £2,620,000, 
while  France  has  only  sp»nt£l,620,000; 
and  these  figures,  I  think,  show  that,  so 
far  as  regards  kaeping  up  our  relative 
atrength  to  France,  we  hare  done  all  that 
is  required.  Again,  the  capitalized  value 
of  the  BritJsh  Navy  is  estimated  at 
£44,aOO,000,  while  that  of  France  is  set 
down  at  £20,000,000,  showing  the  value 
of  our  Fleet  to  be  twice  and  a-quarter 
as  great  as  that  of  the  French,  and  I 
think  it  can  safely  be  said  that  we  get  as 
much  value  for  our  money  as  they  do. 
Now,  before  this  debate  closes,  I  think 
that  the  Ch>vemment  should  give  ua 
some  more  distinct  statements  as  to  the 
causes  which  have  induced  them  to 
make  proposals  for  this  greatly  in- 
creased expenditure.  Btill,  whatever 
we  may  do  m  that  respect,  I  am  afraid 
we  shall  never  succeed  in  pleasing  the 
Admirals,  who  continue  to  urge  that  we 
are  only  doing  a  small  portion  of  that 
which  the  country  wants.  I  am  sure, 
speaking  for  myself  as  a  civilian  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament,  and  not  at  all  as  a 
supporter  of  the  Qovemment  in  this 
matter,  that  I  resent  very  keenly  the 
tone  which  some  military  and  naval 
Gentlemen  have  thought  fit  to  aesnme  in 
speaking  of  the  action  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  Onenoble Lord, inahigh  posi- 
tion in  the  Army,  has  thought  it  oecom- 
ing  to  speak  of  the  "curse  of  Party 
Government "  as  if,  whatever  the  curse 
of  Party  Govemmieiit  may  be,  it  is  half  so 
bad  as  the  onrse  of  Military  (govern- 
ment, to  which  this  country  has  never 
been  exposed,  at  all  events  since  the 
death  of  Oliver  Cromwell.  Then  we  are 
told  about  the  strong  public  opinion 
which  was  aroused  in  this  country  on  the 
subject  of  the  defencelessness  of  the 
nation  and  the  weakness  of  the  Go- 
vernment. Well,  how  has  that  public 
opinion  been  aroused  f  By  what  I  think 
I  may,  without  oCFenoe,  call  a  Syndicate 
of  Admirals,  who  have  gone  abont  pro- 
moting a  panic ;  and  whenever  anybody 
is  seen  to  be  engaged  in  defence  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  then  you  see 
columns  upon  oolumnaof  the  Tinut  filled 


by  them,  and  they  will  hold  a  public 
meeting  to  denounce  any  unfortunate 
Member  of  Parliament  who  has  ven- 
tnred  to  think  he  has  a  right  to  say  a 
word  about  this  expenditure.  Admirals 
are  very  fond  of  telling  us  that  we 
had  a  much  stronger  Navy  in  the  old 
days ;  and  I  read  oonstantly  in  the 
papers  letters  from  Admiral  Hornby 
and  Admiral  Symonds,  who  tell  ns  how, 
in  1BI2  and  1813,  we  had  a  Navy  which 
was  foar  or  five  times  as  large  as  all  the 
navies  of  the  other  nations  of  the  world 
pnt  together.  How  did  that  come  about? 
At  that  time  we  were  at  war  with 
all  the  world ;  and  it  was  not  that  vra 
had  built  the  ships  ourselves,  but  that 
we  had  burnt,  sunk,  or  captured  the 
vessels  of  other  countries — we  had,  in 
fact,  effaced  the  Navies  of  Francs,  Spain, 
Denmark,  Holland,  and  all  the  other 
marititne  countries,  until  they  had  no 
vessels  at  all.  If  you  read  James's 
Naval  History  you  will  there  find  tabu- 
lated statements  for  each  year  of  the 
great  war,  showing  how  scores  of  ships 
were  either  destroyed  or  captured  and 
added  to  the  British  Navy.  An  hon. 
Member  (CommanderBethell)  spoke  of  it 
being  the  duty  of  onr  Navy  to  wat^di 
the  fleets  of  an  enemy  ;  but  they  would 
have  to  do  a  good  deal  more  than  watch 
them  in  time  of  war ;  they  would  have 
to  go  in  search  of  the  enemy  wherever 
he  oould  be  found,  and  to  bum,  sink, 
or  capture  every  one  of  his  ships. 
And  if  we  go  on  doing  that  for  the 
next  20  years,  I  venture  to  think,  as  in 
161S,  we  shall  have  a  Navy  as  large 
as  the  combined  fleets  of  other  Powers. 
We  are  constantly  told  that  the  arma- 
ments of  Continental  nations  render  it 
necessary  that  we  should  inoreaBe  our 
forces.  But  setting  apart  that  question 
for  the  time,  we  have  not  any  serious 
difficulties  with  any  Continental  nation. 
When  we  are  told  to  beware  of  France, 
we  must  remember  that  it  is  not 
France  of  the  First  Napoleon  nor  of  the 
Third  Napoleon  we  have  to  deal  with, 
but  a  mutilated  France  bowed  down  by 
taxation,  and  scarcely  able  to  find  from 
her  resources  suffloieut  money  to  fortify 
her  inland  frontier  against  Geimany. 
There  is  no  Continental  nation  which 
would  dare  to  mako  war  against  Eng- 
land without  having  the  risk  of  another 
equally  powerful  Continental  State 
against  it  as  our  ally.  In  former  wars 
in  which  we  were  engaged  upon  the 
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Oontinent  we  very  pioperlj  fought 
to  maiatoin  the  balance  of  power— to 
prevent  one  Continental  State  from 
Boqoiring  Buoh  undisputed  supremaoj 
oyer  the  rest  that  her  strength  must  be 
a  menace  to  the  libertiee  of  England. 
Our  forafathera  succeeded  in  maintain- 
ing that  balance  of  power  very 
BuccesatuUy,  so  gaining  for  us  the 
supremaoj  of  tbe  sea.  But  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  the  Continental  Powers 
maintain  the  balance  of  power  among 
themselres.  These  armaments  we  hear 
so  much  talked  aboat  are  maintained  bj 
tbe  different  nations  for  the  purpose  of 

E  eventing  either  France,  Oermanj,  or 
assia  &om  acquiring  anj  undisputed 
Bupeiiority  upon  the  Oontinent. 
diough  I  do  not  think  we  ought 
reckon  upon  what  our  allies  can  do  tor 
US  when  we  go  to  war,  jet  I  bear  this 
fact  in  mind,  that  we  have  never 
gone  to  war  in  Europe  withoat  alli 
and  that  in  any  future  war  we 
shall  have  to  a  certainty  allies  far 
more  powerful  than  we  used  to  have 
when  we  were  fighting  France  or  Spain. 
I  am  afraid,  Mr.  Courtney,  I  have  been 
too  discursive.  I  should  like  to  say  that 
there  is  no  one  who  is  more  keenly 
aozioUB  than  myself  to  maintain  tbe 
greatness  of  the  British  Empire^  and 
to  assert  onr  superiority  in  every  part 
of  the  ocean ;  but  I  think  that  we  are 
BOmetimes  too  apt  in  these  days  to  lose 
the  confidence  which  belongs  to  a  truly 
Imperial  people.  We  are  apt  to  dis- 
parage ourselves  a  great  deal  too  much 
— to  think  too  much  of  our  responsibility 
and  too  little  of  our  power  and  resources. 
The  noble  and  gallant  Lord  (Beres- 
tord]  is  always  telling  us  of  the  very 
small  amount  of  insurance  that  we  pay 
for  the  great  commerce  that  we  carry  on. 
I>oes  he  think  that  it  is  only  our  Navy 
that  we  maintain  for  tbe  defence  of  that 
commerce?  Our  Army  also  is  useful 
for  such  a  purpose,  as  we  can  send 
troops  for  the  protection  of  any 
threatened  point.  Suppose  that  we 
take  the  commerce  of  the  whole  British 
Empire,  not  of  the  United  Kingdom 
alone.  The  commerce  of  the  TJnited 
Kingdom  maybe  taken  at  £650,000, 000, 
and  I  believe  that  statisticians  put  the 
commerce  of  the  whole  Empire  at  one 
thousand  millions.  But  that  is  a  mis- 
calculation ;  for  a  great  deal  of  the 
commerce  is  taken  twioe  over,  three- 
fourths  of  the  Indian  commerce,  for 
Mr.  J.  M.  MaekMt 


instance,  being  really  reckoned  in  that 
of  the  nnit«d  Kingdom.  Therefore,  tha 
whole  commerce  of  the  Sknpire  ia  really 
not  more  than  £700,000,000.  Now  we 
spend  annually  in  the  United  Kingdcm 
£31,000,000  on  the  Army  and  Navy, 
and  more  than  £20,000,000  ia  India 
upon  our  defences;  and  if  we  calcu- 
late what  is  spent  in  our  Cotooiea  and 
Dependencies,  we  shall  find  something 
like  £55,000,000  a  year  ia  spent  on  the 
armaments  of  the  British  Empire;  and 
thus  you  get  an  insurance  of  something 
like  8  per  cent  on  the  whole  commeiw 
of  the  Empire.  That  is  a  great  deal  of 
money  to  spend,  and  we  are  constantly 
increasing  the  amount  ia  various  ways. 
When  we  talk  of  how  little  is  done  for 
the  Navy,  surely  hon.  Uembers  hare 
forgotten  that  only  lent  year  we 
voted  H  millions  of  money  very 
nearly,  to  constitute  the  Aostralian 
squadron,  and  to  provide  the  funds  for 
fortifying  our  coaling  stations  and  com- 
mercial ports  throughout  the  world. 
All  that  is  strengthening  the  Navy, 
because  it  is  freeing  our  shipe  for 
operations  on  the  high  seas  instead  of 
tying  them  down  to  the  defence  of  coal- 
ing stations  which  used  to  be  unfortified. 
Many  millions  of  money  have  been  spent 
in  that  way  in  recent  years,  not  only  in 
this  coontry  but  in  India  and  the  Colo- 
nies. I  must  say  that  I  do  not  think  that 
the  results  of  all  this  expenditure  are  so 
poor  and  miserable  as  it  is  the  habit  of 
people  to  say.  I  do  not  believe  myself 
in  tnc  utter  defenoelcBBness of  theBritisb 
Empire.  I  do  not  believe  in  the  possi- 
bility of  such  a  stoppage  of  our  food 
supply  as  many  people  are  always  talk- 
ing about.  All  the  fleets  of  the  world 
could  not  blockade  our  coasts,  even  snp- 
poGingwebadnoFleettodefendthem.  It 
would  be  utterly  impoHsible  to  make  an 
effective  blockade  of  our  coasts.  Could 
they  seize  our  Colonies  ?  No  European 
State  would  be  mad  enough  to  send  an 
expedition  to  seize  Australia.  What 
would  be  the  fate  of  such  an  expedition  t 
Depend  upon  it,  this  Empire  was  never 
more  strongly,  or  better  defended,  than 
at  the  present  moment.  I  will  not  speak 
against  the  proposals  of  the  Qovcrnment. 
I  shall  be  glad  to  see  a  steady  and  con- 
tinuous standard  of  naval  strength  main- 
tained ;  but  I  do  say  that  it  is  a  pity 
that  any  startling  or  sudden  changes 
should  be  made,  for  I  believe  that 
there  is  no  nation  in  the  world,  and  no 
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combination  of  States,  that  would 
not  think  twice  or  thrice  before  they 
attempted  to  quarrel  with  this  country. 

8iB  W.  LAWSON  (Cockermonth) :  I 
congratulate  the  hon.  Oeatleman  who 
has  juflt  sat  doWD,  I  congratulate  the 
House,  and  I  congratulate  the  country, 
a>>oTe  all,  I  congratulate  the  Tory  Party 
on  the  rattling  Kadical  speech  which  we 
have  just  heud  from  their  side  of  the 
Hoaee.  I  heard  it  with  the  greatest 
pleasure,  and  I  only  hope  before  the 
eTening  is  concluded  that  we  shall  hare 
as  good  a  Badical  speeuh  frum  the  front 
Uppoaition  Bench.  The  first  thing  I 
have  to  observe  is  that  it  is  rather 
strange  that  these  proposals  should  have 
been  delayed  so  long.  If  we  are  reallj 
in  this  immieent  danger  which  the  Ad-  , 
mirals,  and  QeneraU,  and  Captains  on  ^ 
the  other  side  tell  us  we  are  in,  surely 
the  Qoveroment  ought  to  hare  brought 
this  matter  before  ua  a  little  sooner,  that 
we  might  sleep  safely  iu  our  beds.  To 
have  delayed  so  long  makes  me  doubt 
whether  there  is  rt^ally  the  neoesaity 
which  the  OoBemment  assume  in  this 
matter.  I  am  not  going  into  the  Con- 
stitutional question  ;  I  shall  leave  that 
to  the  wise  men  of  tins  House.  I  do 
not  exactly  know  what  is  Constitutional 
and  what  is  unconstitutional.  I  have 
.very  vague  ideas  on  the  matter.  I  have 
this  idea — that  it  ia  unconstitutional  for 
an  old  Parliament,  elected  tvo  or  three 
years  ago,  to  go  into  a  new  question  of 
vital  importance  without  taking  the 
oouDtry  into  its  confidence.  But  what  I 
want  to  do  is  to  prove  two  things. 
First,  that  there  is  no  necessity  for  this 
great  and  dreadful  expenditure  which 
we  are  called  upon  to  vote ;  secondly, 
it  it  be  found  to  be  necessary,  the  pre- 
sent officials  at  the  Admiralty  are  not 
the  reliable  parties  into  whose  hands 
the  mouey  should  go.  To  prove  these 
two  assertions  it  will  be  necessaiy  that 
I  should  make  some  quotations.  I  shall 
first  begin  by  quoting  the  Queen's 
Dpeeoh,  read  on  the  2l8t  February,  and 
which  nobody  can  contradict.  I 
have  quoted  it  before,  but  it  cannot 
be  quoted  too  often.  Now,  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  there  is  a  state- 
ment to  the  efitect  that  during  the 
brief  period  which  has  elapsed  unce  the 
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nothing  has  been  done  since,  it  appean 
to  me  tiiat  the  Oovemment  are  making 
military  preparations  against  Her  Ma- 
jesty's own  statement,  which  really  is  an 
act  of  high  treason.  Cerimnly  the 
speech  goes  on  to  aay  that  the  increasing 
expenditure  on  warlike  preparations 
which  has  been  incurred  by  other  Euro- 
pean  nations  has  rendered  necessary  an 
increase  in  the  precautions  which  have 
hitherto  been  taken  for  the  safety  of  onr 
own  shores,  but  then  the  Speech  adds 
that  these  Powers  are  uniformly  friendly 
to  this  country  at  present.  What,  then, 
is  there  to  j  ustify  this  last  scare  7  I  say 
this  vague  talk  is  utterly  unworthy  of 
the  Government.  What  is  there,  then, 
to  justify  this  increase  of  expenditureP 
If  the  whole  of  Europe,  with  ite 
28,000,00U  of  armed  men,  were  going  to 
fight  against  us,  no  doubt  the  case  would 
be  altered.  Then  the  greatest  fire- 
eBt<>rs  in  the  House  would  admit  that 
our  case  was  hopeless.  But  against 
whom  are  these  preparations  made? 
Why  do  not  the  Government  ooadeeoend 
to  particulars  ?  Why  do  they  not  tell 
us  against  whom  they  are  arming  ?  Is 
it  France  ?  Why,  France  has  enough 
to  do  to  look  after  Germany,  and  we 
have  recently  put  an  a^ont  on  Franoa 
by  refusing  to  send  emissaries  to  the 
great  Exhibition  because  it  was  the 
anniversary  of  the  great  Bevolution, 
BO  little  do  we  oare  for  France.  Is  it 
Germany  ?  Why,  Qermaoy  is  oar 
greatest  ally.  She  is  busily  engaged 
in  watching  France,  and  with  her  as  our 
ally  we  are  fighting  somebody  or  other 
in  Africa.  Is  it  Bussia — that  countar 
which  is  honeycombed  with  Nihil- 
ists, that  is  to  attack  us?  Surely, 
we  cannot  suppose  that  Bueeia  is 
going  to  attack  us.  Is  it  Italy  f 
Why,  to  Italy  we  have  been  the  only 
Grm  and  consistent  friend  througbont 
her  history.  Is  it  Spain  ?  It  certainly 
cannot  be  Spain,  although  she  has, 
since  the  scare  began  in  this  country, 
increased  her  navy  under  the  imaginary 
fear,  I  suppose,  that  we  are  going  to 
attack  her  and  that  we  have  some  mis- 
chief in  our  minds.  What  is  the  ase  of 
asking  all  this,  however  7  I  know  per- 
fectly well  that  no  one  will  give  me 
these  porticulais.  And  why?  Ton 
vould  if  you  could,  but  you  cannot. 
Then  there  is  that  other  grand  aiga- 
nent  that  it  is  to  protect  our  food  snp- 
)ly.  Why,  the  ola  policy  of  the  Tory 
3  A 


Part;  vbs  to  prevent  tbe  people  fttnn 
having  food.  1  have  often  been  obaived 


with  fTiDgr  ^  ^^^  ^"  P0°>^  ^^^  °'  ^^ 
beer.  The  Fresident  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  i»  engaged  in  trying  to  rob  the 
poor  man  of  his  aagar.  Then  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Bxohequer  haa  told 
the  ooQtitr;  that  we  maat  keep  np  the 
flow  of  onr  oommerce.  The  truth,  how- 
ever, is  that  this  expenditure  is  directed, 
not  to  keeping  np  the  flow  of  our  oom- 
meroe,  but  the  flow  of  promotion;  it  is  di- 
rected to  keeping  up  the  aappl;  of  loaves 
and  fishes  for  the  oonnorantB  of  whom 
the  noble  Lord  spoke  the  other  day.  It 
means  outdoor  relief  for  the  aristocracy 
and  oontraota  for  great  shipbuilders,  so 
that  young  men  on  the  Treaaury  Bench, 
when  an  election  is  pending,  ma;  go 
down  and  offer  them  as  bribes.  We  all 
represent  the  people,  or  are  supposed 
to  do  80.  But  the  seven  or  oight  direct 
Sepresentatives  of  the  working  men, 
who  all  sit  on  the  Liberal  Benches,  vote 
against  this  expenditure.  Why  are  there 
not  Oonservative  working  men  Members? 
As  I  say,  I  believe  everyone  of  the  work- 
ing Ken  representatives  will  vote  to- 
night against  this  expenditure.  Are 
they  not  as  anxious  to  secure  the  food 
supplies  of  the  people  as  you  are  ?  But 
that  was  not  all  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exoheqaer  said.  Out  he  oame  with 
the  old  and  plausible  platitudes  and 
seducing  sophistries  always  used  on 
these  occasions.  He  told  us,  "If  yon 
want  peace,  you  must  be  prepared  for 
war."  I  do  not  believe  in  that,  and  I 
know  of  no  aphorism  which  has  caused 
80  much  mischief  and  misery  as  this.  It 
haa  led  Statesmen  to  confusion,  and 
countries  to  their  overthrow.  "If  you 
wish  for  peace,  prepare  for  war!" 
Why,  Sir,  yon  might  just  as  well  say 
that  if  you  want  to  keep  yourself  dry, 

i'ump  into  the  water ,  if  you  want  to 
:eep  yonrself  clean,  take  lodgings  with 
a  chimney  sweep ;  if  yon  want  to  be 
^uiet  and  live  undisturbed,  take  a  bed 
Aver  a  factory  ;  and  if  yon  want  to  keep 
sober,  take  lodgings  in  a  public-house. 
All  the  great  Hilitai^  Powers  on  the 
Continent  have,  tor  the  last  generation 
or  two,  been  preparing  for  war.  France, 
Prussia,  Ansma,  and  Qermany,  have  all 
been  keeping  up  great  armies,  and  what 
has  been  the  result?  Why,  every  few 
years  we  have  had  a  great  war.  Tou 
know  well  enough  that  this  is  not  the 
way  to  preserve  peace.  The  other  day 
Sir  W.  ZmrtM. 
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an  Irish  Member  asked  a  quettion — tlia 
Irish  Ifembers  are  always  asking  qaea- 
tiouB — as  to  whether  arms  and  ammuni- 
tion were  being  landed  on  the  Wert 
Coast  of  Aftica  by  an  English  con- 
signer, and  it  was  Uien  pointed  oat  that 
thte  practice  was  one  calculated  to  lead 
the  savages  to  fight.  Indeed,  it  put  me 
in  memory  of  a  sayingby  anold  African 
Chief,  that  he  went  to  war  with  another 


tribe  because  he  had  had  a  barrel  of  s 
powder  given  him,  and  heooold  do  not£ing 
else  with  it.  So  much  for  the  necessitj 
of  the  case;  so  much  for  the  'U'go- 
menta  we  have  heard  in  favour  of  this 
expenditure.  Now,  I  go  farther,  and  Z 
say  that  we  have  been  altogether  mis- 
led by  the  officials  of  the  Admiralty. 
Do  the  Government  suppose  that  all  the 
European  nations  are  marauders  and 
robbers?  But  let  us  for  a  moment  take 
it  that  the  food  supply  of  the  people  is 
in  danger,  and  that  the  nations  who  have 
hitherto  supplied  us  have  suddenly  taken 
it  into  their  heads  that  it  would  be  better 
to  spend  their  money  in  killing  as  than 
to  gain  it  by  sending  food  to  us.  Let  us 
suppose  that  to  be  true.  Does  it  afford 
any  reason  why  this  particular  plan  of 
the  Qovemment  should  be  carried  into 
effect?  I  find  that  we  have  already 
spent  on  the  Navy  during  the  last  five 
years  some  sixty  millions  of  pounds; 
and,  surely,  if  the  statements  we  have 
heard  made  by  Hembera  of  the  Qovem* 
ment  connected  with  the  Admiralty  in 
regard  to  the  Navy  are  true,  they  oaa- 
not  be  looked  upon  as  efficient  in  the 
performance  of  their  duty,  and,  there- 
fore, they  ought  not  to  be  trusted  with 
the  expenditure  of  this  money.  The 
Secretaiy  to  the  Admiralty  explained 
very  candidly  and  very  frankly  in  bia 
speech  that  opinions  may  ohaneo  m 
events  arise.  I  dare  say  they  do  so 
change ;  but  let  us  see  what  are  the 
opinions  expressed  now,  and  compare 
them  with  those  expressed  by  Admiral^ 
officials  a  few  years  ago.  Take  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  himself.  In  the 
early  part  of  1BB7  over  and  over  again 
the  noble  Lord  said  that  our  Navy  was 
never  so  strong  in  time  of  peace  aa  it 
was  at  that  time.  Early  in  the  year  he 
drew  up  a  memorandum  on  our  naval 
affairs,  and  said  we  had  brought  up  our 
naval  strength  to  its  proper  level  as  far 
as  cruisers  ward  ooncemed.  And  later, 
in  Haroh,  1887,  at  a  meeting  of  the 
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Institute  of  NstsI  Enginsen,  lie  uid, 
"  Our  Navy  is  relfttiv»ly  stronger  to-da; 
than  it  haa  been  for  man;  years  past. 
Then,  again,  on  iiaj  2nd  he  was  in  his 
element  at  a  dinner  of  the  Boyal  Aca- 
demy, when  all  the  blood  and  oulturo  of 
the  BerrioeB  were  assembled  —  an 
assembly  of  Jingoism  in  txuUU — a  few 
days  in  advance  of  the  ^r«at  Jnbilee 
Naval  Beview.  Wliat  did  the  noble 
liotd  then  say  ?  He  said  that  the  Fleet 
which  would  then  be  displayed  was  the 
etrongest  which  any  Sovereign  had  ever 
reviewedintimeof peace.  Whathaahap- 
pened  to  that  Fleet?  He  has  had  charge 
of  it.  Has  it  gone  to  the  bottom  with  the 
/Sultan  f  Then,  again,  in  July  of  the 
same  year,  the  noble  Lord  recalled  the 
words  of  his  memorandum  that  the 
policy  of  the  Government  would  be  one 
of  "  steady  reduction  of  expenditure, 
and  increase  of  effloienoy,  and  on 
March  13th  he  added  that  he  was  well 
within  the  mark  when  he  said  that  oar 
Navy  was  30  or  10  per  cent  stronger 
than  that  of  any  other  Xaval  Power.  Xow, 
when  the  noble  Lord  said  that,  he  was 
either  right  or  wrong.  If  he  was  right, 
then  this  new  expenditure  was  a  most 
wioked  thing ;  but  if  he  was  wrong,  and 
if  the  Fleet  required  all  this  renovation, 
while  the  noble  Lord  was  declaring  it  to 
be  perfect  and  the  best  ever  seen,  then 
the  noble  Lord  and  the  naval  advisers 
are  not  fit  to  be  entrusted  with  the 
care  of  the  Fleet,  or  of  the  money  which 
the  Committee  is  called  upon  to  vote. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Memberfor  Hary- 
lebone  is  a  great  authority  on  these 
subjects,  and  he  always  speaks  with 
b«nkneee.  On  January  2S,  1 888,  *-' 
said — 

"  If  any  menantile  ooncem  wers^  ti 
msiugsd  u  t^  Axmf  sod  Navy  are  it  would 
be  bankrapt  in  two  yean." 
Yet  the  Navy  is  managed  in  exactly 
ttie  same  way  now.  Then  on  March  1 2, 
1888,  the  noble  and  gallant  Member 
said — 

"I  have  not  uked  for  extiavuant  oatlay. 
All  I  have  Mked  for  u  that  Um  Adniulilntiai 
of  the  Admiialty  ihonld  be  oondoeted  im  bnii- 
nes*  prindplee." 

And  nothing  has  yet  been  done  to  in- 
ititote  those  principles.  Then,  on 
January  4,  1889,  the  noble  Lord 
said — 

"I  ibaQ  oppose  any  inoresse  of  the  Navy 
imleM  the  pe^le  srs  taken  into  confldaaoe  sad 
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told  why  the  Govemmeut  ■ 
tUs  money." 
The  Gkivenunent  have  not  g^ven  the  in- 
formation. On  March  2,  the  noble  Lwd 
said  in  the  House  that — 

"  He  vat  wnTT  to  my  that  the  Fint  Lord 
had  not  broaaftt  forwsrd  any  dear  snd  deSnite 
lessoiu  for  what  waa  propotad  by  the  Govern- 
Therefore,  on  every  ground  of  common 
sense,  common  JQstice,  and  fair  play,  I 
call  upon  the  noble  Lord  to  votei^ainst 
the  proposals.  I  think  I  have  proved 
to  the  satisfaction  of  all  sensible  men 
that  no  reason  has  been  given  for  this 
expenditure.  I  have  proved  that  the 
Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Bench  who  re- 
present the  Admiralty  are  not  to  be 
trusted,  and  that  they  make  statements 
not  from  a  desire  to  mislead,  but  in 
absolute  ignorance  of  the  subject.  The 
propoaition  before  the  Committee  is  one 
intended  to  perpetuate  international 
hatred  and  bad  feeling.  It  is  a  simple 
game  of  brag ;  and  what  statesmanship 
is  there  in  it?  Mr.  Disraeli,  the 
greatest  Leader  the  Tory  Party  ever 
had,  or  I  think  ever  will  have,  said  la 
Julyof  1»61— 

""What  i«  the  ose  of  diplomaoy  f  What  ii 
the  use  of  Glovenmient  f  What  u  the  oae  of 
cordial  onderBtandingB  if  snoh  things  can  go 
onP" 

And  yet,  30  years  after  those  words 
have  been  spoken,  we  are  going 
on  in  the  same  militaty  spirit. 
I  wish  I  oould  persuade  right  non. 
Gentlemen  on  the  front  Opposition 
Bench  to  vote  against  these  proposals. 
Do  they  think  it  is  a  good  thing  to  go 
before  great  caucuses  at  Birmingham 
and  elsewhere  and  oordiallv  support 
Besolutions  calling  for  a  reduction  of 
expeuditure,  and  then,  when  the  first 
proposition  is  made  for  increasing  ex- 
penditure, to  go  over  whcdesale  and  vote 
with  the  enemy  ?  I  do  not  set  myself  up 
as  representing  the  great  body  of  people 
in  the  oouutry.  Fwish  I  oould  be  sure 
that  I  was  ro^iking  for  the  great  body 
of  the  workmg  men,  for  then  I  Aould 
know  that  the  end  of  this  hateful  system 
is  not  far  off.  I  read  in  the  Timtt  of 
to-day;— 

"  Ur.  Cnmei  and  Mr.  Howell  have  apposed 
Lord  (i.  Hamilton's  Beaolntion,  with  Amend- 
nenU,  which,  we  ahoold  hope,  the  great  body 
of  working  men  id  the  United  Kingdom  would 
reject  with  indignant  oontsmpt." 
r  Churt,}  I  do  not  oompltin  of  bon.  MflBl* 
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bon  opposite  oheeriog  tb  at :  Uie  working 
olssaen  mar  reieot  it  with  indignant 
oontampt ;  but  I  Mboald  be  a  coward 
and  a  teattor  if,  to  win  the  apptanee  of 
the  working  men,  I  were  to  betraj  their 
real  iotereet.  The  working  men  have 
the  power  in  their  own  handii, 
and  I  am  diBappointed  with  them, 
for  they  fill  the  Houeewith  generals, 
colonels,  and  admirals.  And  when  the 
troops  return  to  England  after  stealing 
some  ooantrjf,  the  working  men  shout 
and  halloo  in  the  streets.  I  do  not  think 
that  it  will  be  always  so.  Mr.  Oobden 
long  agu  said,  "The  time  is  not  yet, 
though  it  will  oome,  when  people  will  be 
able  to  bear  the  blessings  of  proBperitj 
and  liberty  with  peace."  The  Cbanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  said  that  those  were 
Quixotic  and  Utopian  views.  These  ere 
two  tavouHte  expressions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  Mr.  Buskin  has 
aoid  that  they  are  the  two  pet  words  of 
the  Deril.  Nothing  is,  or  can  be, 
Utopian  that  is  right.  No  other  plan 
but  that  of  force  has  been  tried ;  then 
let  the  QoTsmmeut  ask  the  other 
nations  groaning  under  the  weight  of 
military  systems  if  tbey  will  not  meet 
and  sensibly  and  calmly  discuss  the 
reduction  of  their  mighty  armaments. 
Until  such  an  attempt  has  been  made 
iheBepresentatiTesofthe  people  will  not 
be  justified  in  allowing  an  increase  of 
the  burdens  of  taxation  by  supporting 
a  scheme  for  which  no  reasons  have  been 

S'ven,  and  which  munt  have  the  e£Fect  of 
Qning  the  embers  c^  intematiooal 
hostility,  and  which  will  delay  theooming 
of  that  day  for  which  you  apeak  and 
pray,  which  none  of  yon  believe  in,  but 
which  will  oome  in  spite  of  you  all,  when 
men  shall  beat  their  swords  into  plough- 
shares and  their  spears  into  pruning 
hooks,  and  atndy  war  no  more. 

*LoRD  Geobqs  HAMILTON:  The 
'  effect  of  the  hon.  Baronet's  speech  was 
a  little  marred  by  the  fact  that  we  have 
often  beard  it  before. 

Bin  W.  LAWSON:  And  you  will 
hear  it  again. 

*Lau>  Q.  HAMILTON :  Ever  since  I 
have  been  in  the  House,  the  hon. 
Baronet  has  opposed  every  proposal 
for  inoreasing  the  strength  of  the  Army 
or  Navy,  and  therefore  the  hon.  Saronet 
w^  tot  tnxA  in  aaylAg  thsb  one  of  his 
reasons  for  opporing  the  present  pTO- 
poMoI' was  that  he  had  no  confidence  in  the 
•xiating  Admiralty  Administration.  The 
Sir  W.  Latewn. 


bon.  Baronet  is  of  opinion  ik&t  there  i» 
great  folly  in  the  saying  that  "  If  jou. 
wish  for  peace  you  should  be  prepared 
for  war."  Now.  Bir,  the  only  serioii» 
war  in  which  this  country  has  bean  izl- 
vnlved  of  late  years  was  the  CMmeaa 
War,  and  if  then  the  conntnr's  amna- 
ments  had  been  stronger,  and  if  more- 
decision  bad  been  shown  in  their  move- 
ments, Great  Britain  would  ne  ver  have 
become  involved  in  that  war.  It  waa 
the  false  impression  created  in  the  minil 
of  a  Foreign  Minister  as  to  the  power 
of  this  country  and  the  resolution  of 
the  then  Government  which  was  liko 
cause  of  that  lamentable  war.  Th» 
hon.  Baronet  in  common  with  other 
speakers  assumes  that  there  is  on 
irreconcilable  inconsistency  between  the 
proposal  now  made  and  my  past  ntter- 
anoes  as  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 
I  am  fiattersd  by  the  mioroscopio  atten- 
tion which  hon.  Gentlemso  opposite  have 
paid  to  my  speeohes ;  but  they  bav» 
only  rpad  sentences  without  their  con- 
text, and  havQ  therefore  pnt  into  niy- 
mouth  statements  which  I  have  never 
made.  What  I  have  said  iu  the  past  I 
repeat.  I  have  asserted  that  in  my 
beliaf  Qreat  Britain's  fighting  power  ia 
undoubtedly  superior  to  that  of  any 
other  nation.  I  asserted  two  years  ago, 
and  I  repsat  that  assertion  now,  that  for 
a  number  of  years  there  can  be  an  in- 
crease of  efficiency  and  a  decrease  of 
expenditure.  And  I  further  asserted 
that  not  only  I,  but  the  Naval  Lords 
with  whom  I  was  associated,  were  satis- 
fied with  the  progress  whioh  was  being 
made ;  and  that  Great  Britain's  pro- 
gress, both  actually  and  relatively,  as 
compared  with  that  of  other  nations  In 
the  past  time  years,  was  satisfactory. 
And  I  added  that,  in  the  judgment  ef 
the  Government,  we  had  not  yet 
arrived  at  the  standard  of  strength 
at  which  our  naval  establisbment 
ought  to  be  mai stained ,  I  made 
a  mistake  on  two  points  which 
I  afterwards  oorreoted,  but  I  claim  that 
there  is  the  sfarictest  sequence  and  oon- 
sistenoy  in  the  course  which  the  Go- 
vernment took  in  the  past  and  in  the 
course  which  they  propose  to  take  now. 
The  Navy  Estimates  contain  a  mass  of 
involved  and  complieated  figures,  and  I 
do  not  wonder  that  hon.  Members  are 
sometimes  misled,  for  there  appears  to 
be  an  assumption  that  w?  can  exactly 
regnlate  tbe  expenditiire  and  that  the 
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output  or  result  of  that  expenditure  can 
be  exactly  proportioned  to  the  amount 
of  money  that  is  spent.  That  is  a  Kreat 
delusioa.  The  result  of  expenditure 
Taries  greatly  year  by  year  in  regard  to 
the  amount  of  expenditure  assooiated 
irith  a  particular  year.    Then  there  is  a 

Iiractioe  in  the  House  which  isTsiymis- 
eadinf; — namely,  to  compare  the  ex- 
.  penditnre  of  one  year  with  the  next 
.  ^ear,  and  to  assume,  if  there  is  a  differ- 
ence, that  the  Minister  who  ia  respon- 
sible has  made  some  arbitrary  redno- 
tions.  Nothing  of  the  kind  has  occurred. 
What  has  happened  is  that  payments 
liave  been  made  sooner  than  anticipated 
and  the  country  have  had  the  benefit  of 
those  payments.  The  present  Admiralty 
Administration  have  had  two  parte  of  a 
very  difficult  character  to  perform.  We 
(tame  into  office  in  1865,  and  have  had 
to  deal  with  a  programme  for  the  initia- 
tion  of  which  we  were  not  responsible. 
Our  business  was  to  give  effect  to  it 
as  economically  and  as  rapidly  aa  we 
flould,  and  we  hare  completed  it  in  a 
much  shorter  period  than  we  anticipated. 
The  expenditiue  oonneoted  with  the  work 
during  the  period  which  has  elapsed 
aince  then  has  been  very  much  larger  in 
the  first  three  years  than  we  anticipated; 
but  increased  strength  has  been  obtained 
anbeequently  to  that  date.  Thus  it  has 
been  possible  to  associate  an  increase  of 
efficiency  with  a  reduction  of  expen- 
diture. I  have  not  made  a  single 
aolitary  reduction  which  affects  the 
'Offioienoy  of  the  Fleet.  In  ships,  men, 
and  guna  we  are  stronger  now  than  we 
have  been  for  the  last  30  years.  The 
following  figures  will  he  the  best  indica- 
tion of  our  past  and  present  policy.  One 
iact  brought  home  to  our  minds  in  1885 
was  that  whether  our  programme  of 
-shipbuilding  is  large  or  small,  we  must 
take  oare  to  have  sufficient  money  to 
-carry  it  out  eooaomioally.  There  can  be 
no  greater  waste  of  money  than  to  have 
-a  programme  for  which  we  have  not  the 
•fiourage  to  take  sufficient  money.  I  will 
.take  the  money  voted  for  new  oonstmc- 
tion  for  four  years,  commencing  in 
1881-3  and  ending  in  1884-5.  In  1881-2 
the  amount  voted  was  £1,680,000; 
in  1882-3,  £1,770,000;  in  1883-4, 
£1,930,000;  and  in  1864-5,  £2,242,000, 
An  increase  orer  the  first  year  of  upwards 
-of  £500.000.  Any  Uember  looking  at 
these  figures  will  say  that  the  inorease 


'  of  expenditure  must  cany  with  it  a  oon- 
tinuous  increase  of  output  or  result. 
The  facta  are  these.  In  the  first  year, 
when  the  expenditure  was  lowest,  14 
ships,  with  a  dieplaoement  of  41,000 
tons,  were  added  to  the  Kavy.  In  the 
second  year  the  expenditure  was  higher, 
and  the  output  went  down  to  1 1  shipa 
with  27,000  tons  displacement.  "At 
next  year  the  expenditure  was  higher ; 
but  the  output  went  down  to  five  ships, 
with  a  displaoement  of  only  10,000  tons. 
The  year  afterwards  the  expenditure 
went  up,  and  there  were  ten  ships,  with 
10,000  tons  displacement.  There  can  be 
only  one  possible  explanation  of  these 
figuree.  Sufficient  money  in  those  years 
was  not  taken  to  complete  the  ships, 

Mn.  HOWEUi :  Will  the  First  hord 
tell  us  how  many  of  these  ships  remained 


•LoBB  QEORGi:  HAUILTON  :  I  am 
only  dealing  with  the  ships  which  were 


*LoBD  OEOROE  HAMILTON:  That 
is  exactly  the  point  I  am  addressing  my- 
self to.  The  total  number  of  shifs 
fiuished  during  that  period  was  only  40, 
with  an  aggregate  displacement  of 
90,000  tone,  so  that  the  average  for  those 
four  years  was  only  10  ships,  repi^ 
senting  22,000  tone  displacement.  Now 
I  oome  to  the  period  for  which  I  am  more 
or  less  personally  responsible.  In  1885-6 
the  expenditure  amounted  to  £3,760,000* 
In  the  next  year  the  figures  fell  tO 
£3,500,000.  The  year  afterwards— &e 
first  in  which  I  was  responsible— the 
amount  was  £2,800,000.  In  the  next 
year  the  estimated  amoant  wa* 
£2,700,000.  and  for  the  year  1889-90  it 
is  estimated  at  £2,800,000.  In  that 
period  the  apparent  decrease  in  the  Yote 
tor  new  construction  is  something  likq 
£1,000,000.  In  the  first  year  17  ship*, 
with  an  aggregate  displacement  of 
Sd,000  tons,  were  finished.  In  thtf 
second  year  14  ships,  representing 
SSjOOO  tons  displacement,  were  finished; 
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«  30  eliipe 

finidied,  repreuntiiig  86,000  toni  dii- 
ptaoemeat;  and  this  year  we  estimate 
that  32  shipi  will  be  finiihed,  lepre- 
■antingr  77,000 tonadieplaoement;  whi'lei 
in  addition,  there  ie  the  Australian 
gqnadnm  of  H.QOO  tons,  making  an 
aggregate  dieplaoement  of  91,000  tone. 
During  this  period  the  aver^^  addition 
of  each  year  to  the  Navy  has  been  30 
■hips,  repiMeoting  89.000  tons,  or  three 
times  as  much  as  in  the  preceding 
period.  This  great  inoreaae  is  mainly 
due  to  oar  ooncentratiag  our  attention 
on  the  work  we  had  in  hand,  and 
finishing  it  aa  rapidly  as  we  oould. 
Id  each  single  year  our  output 
had  been  more  than  double  that  of  any 
foreign  nation.  But  the  vary  rapidity 
of  our  prooednre  has  exhaiisted  the 
number  of  ships  which  we  had  in  hand, 
and  ooDsequently,  on  the  lat  Uarch, 
1890,  we  shall  only  hare  four  ships  in- 
oomplete.  We  propose,  therefore,  daring 
the  next  tour  years  to  make  such 
arrangements  as  will  inarease  the  pro- 
portion of  strength  by  which  the  Navy 
nas  been  augmented  during  the  last  four 
years.  If  the  House  will  assent  to  our 
proposal  we  shall,  in  the  next  four  years, 
be  able  to  add  annnally  to  the  Nary  an 
arerageof  18  ships,  representing  an  ag- 
gregate displacement  of  88,000  tons — oi 
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one-fourth  more  than  during  the  past 
year.  Therefore  the  Committee  will  see 
that  the  statement  which  I  made  in  the 
past  and  which  year  by  year  I  hare  re- 
peated, that  we  are  able  to  associate  an 
increase  of  strength  with  a  decrease  of 
•xpenditure,  is  literally  true ;  and  it  can 
be  aooounted  for  by  the  simple  tact  that 
we  have  had  a  great  mass  of  work 
incomplete  in  oar  hands  which  it  was 
our  duty  to  finish  as  rapidly  as  possible. 
I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  the 
ooorse  of  action  and  the  policy  we  pro- 
pose to  pursue  is,  from  a  business  point 
of  view,  the  right  policy.  So  far  as  my 
stat«nenta  in  the  past  are  oonoemed, 
and  the  propoBatB  we  now  make  for  the 
fliture,  we  nave  ahown  that  they  are 
oonaistent.  [^Oppentw»  cnn  e/  "  No."] 
Certain  hon.  Oentlemen   do   not  want 


an  InoreBMd  strength  and  a  deereaaed 
expenditure.    Snoh  being  the  raealt  of 
our  past  expenditure,  I  think  it  is  only 
right  we  should    explain    ahortly  and 
clearly  to  the  Oonunittee  what  is  tli» 
principle  upon  which  our  new  sohema  i» 
based.     I  thought  I  had  dona  no  taiUj 
in  my  prerions  statement ;    hut  if   I 
hare  faUed  I  will  repeat  it.     We  detsr- 
mined  that   our  new  shipbuildEOg  pro- 
gramme  should  be  based  upon  the  fiiliy- 
ascertained  requirements  of  the  nation. 
It  is  an  easy  thing  to  say  to  the  experts. 
"Tell  us  what  the  requirements  of'th» 
nation  are ; "    but  unless   the  experts 
know  what  is  the  basis  upon  which  they 
are  to  oaloulate  the  requirements  of  the 
nadon,  tfaey  cannot  arrive  at  a  satia- 
taotory     oonclusion.      Therefore    Her 
Uajesty's     Ooremment    directed     mj 
advisers    to  prepare    a    scheme  whion 
should  make  onr  naval  establishment 
in  18SM    equal  to  the  naval  establish- 
ments of  any  two  nations.     That  ia  the 
basis  of  the  scheme  which  we  lay  befor» 
Parliament.     We  took  the  old  standard 
which  preoeding  Oovemmenta  have  set 
before  themselves  and  have  not  acted  up 
to.     Taking  the  number  of  ships,  whioa 
in    the    opmion   of    advisers  in  whos« 
judgment    we    have  confidence,    it  ia 
necessary  to    add   to   the   strength     of 
the  Navy,    we  oonverted  thatfortw,  in- 
cluding stores,  armaments,  and  moni- 
tions of  war,  into  money,  and  that  gave 
as    the    number  of   ships    70,  and  an 
expenditure  of  £s!],500,000.  .We  fixed 
the  ordinary  Estimates  at  what  we  oou'- 
sidered  would  be  the  normal  expenditure 
— we  put  that  at  a  very  high  level,  and 
absorbed  as  much  of  the  £21,500,000  as 
we  could,  the  remainder  being  provided 
by  methods  which  the  OhancelloT  of  the 
Exchequer  has  explained.      The   great 
advantage  in    our   judgment   of  Uiese 
proposals  is  that  for  the  first  time  the 
House  of  Commons  has  laid  before  it  a 
icheme  in  which  the  annual  expenditure 
is  kept  at  a  normal   level,    while   that 
which  is   additional   is   kept    outside. 
When  our  shipbuilding  proposals  ar» 
completed,  if  the  House  or  the  oountiy 
think  that  the  standard  of  strength  is  not 
sufficient,  they  can    go  over  the  same 
process  again,  and  they  will  know   that 
the  sums  spent  outside  the  normal  £e- 
standard  of  etrengtb 


me  to  be  consistent;  but  I  think  I  have   without  coming  under  the  head  of  de- 
shown  how  we  have  been  able  to  have   preoiation  and  waste. 


Lord  Qwvegt  JSmmilton 


ui^.i.cjo^CjOogle 


1339 


/fatal 


{AfiitLl.  1889( 


Dtftnet. 


13S0 


Hb.  DTTFF  :  Will  th«  nobis  Lord  sa;    be  fonad  to  be  that  ve  ara  not  iotar- 


vhatthe  normal espenditareiaf 

•Lord  QEOBOE  SAMILTOM  :  The 
Batitoatm  of  thia  janr.  Than  we  asao- 
ciate  thia  ezpanditnre  irith  a  prooedare 
for  rapidly  giring  effeot  to  it,  and  we  la; 
the  whole  scheme  in  its  entirety 
before  the  House  of  Qjmmona .  It 
saenia  to  me  that  we  have  few  the 
first  time  laid  before  Parliament 
what,  in  the  opinion  of  competent  judges, 
ia  the  standard  of  strength  at  which  the 
Navy  ought  to  be  maintained,  and  os- 
aooiated  with  the  Btand&rd  of  strength  ie 
the  normal  sunt  neoeesary  to  maintain 
the  naral  jgetablishmenta  at  that 
atrength.  The  right  hon.  Uember  for 
Stirling  Burghs  (Ur.  Campbell -Banner- 
man)  Dbj'eoted  to  these  proposals  being 
embodied  in  a  Bill,  and  he  made  use  of 
the    expression  that  it   will  giro   the 


faring  with  the  action  of  the  House  of 
Commons  nor  tying  Its  hands,  but  that 
this  is  only  a  self-denying  ordinaoee 
patting  a  proper  reitnint  on  the 
Executive  Ooremment  of  the  day. 
Now  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Marylebone  (Lord  Oharles  fieresFord) 
seems  to  think  that  we  have  appropri- 
ated the  soheme  whieh  he  initiated  in 
Decembw  last,  but  at  the  end  of  hia 
speech  my  noble  Friend  pointed  out  that 
there  is  no  relation  betwera  this  soheme 
and  hia.  1  hare  never  entertained  the 
views  which  my  noble  Friend  holds  and 
to  which  be  gave  expression  in 
Deeember  last.  U  I  had  thought  wa 
ware  agreed  with  my  noble  Friend  it 
would  have  been  my  du^  to  have  made 
proposals  of  far  greater  magnitude  to 
the  House,  but  I  adhere  to  what  I  then 
said.  Sir  A.  Hood  adheres  to  the  state- 
ment be  made,  and  oonsidere  that   In 


House  of  liords  oo-eqnal  authority  with  future  we  must  regulate  our  expenditure 
by  the  number  of  ships  foreign  nations 
have  in  hand,  modified  by  any  experi- 
ence which  time  may  add  to  the  know- 
ledge of  the  Admiralty.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bethnal  Oreen  aeemU 
to  be  of  opinion  that  the  Dook- 
yard  administration  should  be  reformed 
before  any  additional  money  is  voted, 
and  he  took  the  most  unfair  methods 
that  could  be  conceived  of  showing  that 
Dockyard  reform  is  necessary.  He  took 
reports  of  four  or  five  years  back  and 
pointed  to  certain  abuses,  but  be  did  not 
take  the  trouble  to  find  out  whether  those 
Beports  have  been  acted  upon  and  the 
abuses  stopped.  If  he  had  done  so  he 
would  have  found  that  a  Committee  last 
rear  reported  most  favourably  upon  tha 
Doohyard  Administration  of  the  pteeent 
Board,  and  pointed  out  that  very  great 
changes  and  alterations  for  the  batter 
had  taken  place.  There  ia  very  little 
doubt  that  year  by  year  the  system  of 
Dockyard  Adminietration  will  continue 
to  improve.  If  hon.  Oentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  are  ainoere  in  their  desire  for 
Dockyard  reform,  I  will  tell  them  bow 
they  may  show  it  and  assist  the  Admi- 
ralty. Every  reform  we  have  made  ' 
the  Administration  of  the  Dockyardsl 
been  persistently  misrepresented  by  th* 


the  House  of  Commons  over  the  annual 
Estimates.  It  is  not  in  the  power  of  this 
or  of  any  other  Government  to  take 
away  &om  the  House  of  Commons  Its 
inherent  power  to  deal  with  the  Annual 
Estimates  presented  to  it.  The  Honse 
of  Lords  will  have  no  authority  over 
these  votee,  and  it  is  not  proposed  by  this 
Bill  to  take  away  the  power  which  is  in- 
herent in  tha  House  of  Commons.  But 
our  propoBsIs  have  this  great  advantage, 
.  that  any  Qovemmant  that  nomes  in  can 
only  throw  overboard  the  proposals  after 
a  public  exposition  of  their  polisy. 

*Ur.  CAUPBELL-BANNBBUAN  : 
And  with  the  consent  of  the  House  of 
Lords? 

*LoBD  G.  HAMILTON  :  No.  I  do 
not  want  to  anticipate  the  argument  on 
the  ooastitutional  question,  but  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  means  to  aasert 
that  an  Act  of  Parliament  under  which 
certain  sums  are  annually  voted  by  the 
House  of  Commons  gives  the  House  of 
Lords  a  mandate  to  send  down  and  de- 
mand the  money,  he  veiy  much  misre- 
presents the  Constitutional  aspect  of  the 
matter.  As  the  discussion  of  this  Con- 
stitutional point  proceeds,  the  fact  will 
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local  Bepresentatirw  ot  the  political 
Party  to  whioh  the  boa.  Member  beloags. 
On  everr  oooasion  on  which  reforms  have 
ooourred  attempts  have  been  made  by 
the  Party  to  whioh  the  hen.  Member 
beloags  to  make  political  capital  out  of 
them. 

Kb. HOWELL:  Tbeyhaveaotfound 
ezpresaioii  in  tbie  House. 

8iB  J.  PtJLESTON :  Yes,  they  have. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
*IiOHD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON:  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
considers  the  hon.  Member  for  OamborDe 
(Mr.  Oonybeare)  a  Member  of  this  House 
and  of  his  political  Party.  If  he  does 
he  will  find  that  on  every  single  change 
of  any  sort  in  DsTOnport  Dockyard  I 
have  been  catechized  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oamborne,  and  the  looal  Bepre- 
sentativee  of  the  Party  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  belongs  have  ased  every  moans 
in  their  power  to  make  political  capital 
out  of  it.  If  hon.  Membere  are  in  favour 
of  economy,  they  would  show  their  ein- 
oerity  by  stopping  the  persistent  and 
improper  action  of  the  political  agents  of 
the  Party  with  whioh  they  are  associated 
in  making  capital  out  of  the  reforms 
made. 

«Mb.  HOWELL:  It  has  not  found  ex- 
preMion  in  the  House.  Does  the  noble 
Lord  expeot  us  to  go  down  to  the  con- 
stituenoiea  and  lecture  the  people  f 

*L0EO  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  It  has 
ibund  expression  certainly  on  the  part 
of  one  Member  of  the  House.  If  the 
hon.  Member  will  take  the  trouble  to 
read  the  newspapers  whioh  support 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  be  will  see 
that  every  opportunity  has  been  taken  by 
them  to  attaok  and  misrepresent  every- 
tbiog  which  the  Admiralty  have  done. 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  are  really  anxious  to 
promote  order  in  the  Doo^arde  they 
ean  do  so  in  a  more  efieotufd  way  than 
by  attacking  the  only  Administration 
which  has  tried  seriously  to  reform  the 
Dockyards.  TheOommittee  have  heard 
a  good  deal  about  the  question  of  de- 
sign, and  I  wonld  like  to  say  a  word  or 
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two  upon  it,  thongh  I  do  not  think  dtia 
House  a  well-qu^Ged  body  to  disonai 
so  technical  a  subject.  I  certainly  would 
not  have  originated  any  discussion  apon 
the  designs  of  battleships,  but  a  certain 
Member  of  the  House  has  been  verf 
aotive  with  his  pen  during  the  past  tbi«a 
or  four  months,  and  has  used  some  re- 
markably strong  langoage  outside  the 
House,  which,  if  emplojred  at  all  ought 
to  have  been  used  inside  the  Honae. 
The  htm.  Member  for  OanUff  haa 
been  good  enough  to  assert  ia 
several  letters  that  the  Naral 
Lords  and  Naval  Officers  whom  tlia 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  ssked  to 
consider  these  designs,  did  not  under* 
stand  what  they  were  about,  and  that 
they  had  assented  to  the  design  of  shipa 
whioh,  in  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Heoft- 
ber  for  Cardiff  (Sir  E.  J.  Reed)  the 
Admiralty  must  know  it  would  be  aa 
atrocity  to  send  a  body  of  men  to  battle 
in.  Now,  I  should  not  object  particularlj 
to  any  attack  made  upon  myself  and  (he 
Board  of  Admiralty  for  all  those  who 
have  been  First  Loras  of  the  Admiral^ 
have  undergone  much  the  same  class  of 
attack,  and  know  exactly  the  amount  of 
value  to  attach  to  it.  But  as  the  hon. 
Memberhaa  attacked  a  number  of  Naval 
Officers,  and  as  I  believe  this  is  the  first 
time  an  endeavour  has  been  made  to  give 
effect  to  the  principle  that  Naval  men 
should  be  asked  to  consider  Naval  dft> 
signs,  and  as  the  hon .  Member  wishes  to 
impugn  the  decision  arrived  at,  I  wonld 
like  to  inquire  how  tar  the  hon-  Member 
is  a  reliable  and  competent  authority. 
I  am  not  going  into  any  of  the  past 
exploits  of  the  hon.  GenUeman  or  into 
ancient  history ;  the  only  witness  I  will 
call  is  the  huo.  Gentleman  himself,  and 
I  will  ask  the  Committee  to  listen  for  a 
few  moments  to  a  statemeut  of  facts 
and  to  draw  their  own  conclusions  from 
that  statement.  The  hon.  Member  has 
over  and  over  again  asserted  in  this 
Honse  that  he  is  actuated  by  high 
patriotic  motives  in  endeavouring  to 
prevent  the  repetition  of  a  certain  class 
of  ship  known  as  the  Admiral  type, 
ships  which  the  hon.  Member  charae- 
tericed  as  "  shameful  ships,"  and  whidi 
he  said  would  be  a  source  of  terror 
rather  to  the  men  in  them  than  to  the 
men  against  whom  they  were  sent.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  those  ships  ss 
"  shameful  ships     because  they  had  in 
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hie  opinion  iasufBoient  vertical  armour, 
ftnd  eecaose  they  embodied  the  absurd 
prinoipls  of  carryinfr  armour  inside 
instead  of  outside.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man wrote  a  letter  whiob  appeared  in 
the  71i'ffltf«  of  January  17,  and  in  it  he 
brought  a  very  grave  oharge  against 
the  Board  of  Admiralty,  of  wbioh  I  am 
the  head.     In  that  letter  he  said : — 

"In  the  l%uui  of  Decambar  27,  1S84,  there 
Appealed  an  aooonnt  of  a  verj  eiltaoiiluiaiy 
«rDiiing  ihip  irhich  the  Uta  Sir  W.  Fmrmwd- 
poBod  to  bnild  at  Fairfield  (or  onr  Navy,  The 
leading  idea  of  this  ship  waa  that  of  very  great 
epaed,  and  aooordingly  Bir  W.  Pearoe  propoaad 
a  proteotjve-dsct  Hhip  of  D.OOO  toiu,  18,000 
indicated  hone-power,  and  21^  knots  ip«ed. 
This  design  was  not  adopted  at  the  time  nor 
when  the  preseot  Tory  Ooverninent  oame  into 
power.  Between  three  and  fonr  yean  were 
«llo»ed  to  elapse,  all  the  plans  of  the  ship 
tuiTing  been  in  the  poueeeion  of  the  Admiralty 
and  nothing  done.  Lately,  however,  the 
pKseiit  Qoverainent  have  decided  to  build  two 
'  such  ihipa  just  of  this  deecription,  but  have 
altered  the  tonnage,  horse-power,  and  speed 
jntt  enough  to  enable  them  to  claim  credit  for 
the  design  (only  half  a  Itnot  increase  of  speed) 
and  hare  pat  them  forward  as  designed  at  the 
Admiralty,  and  are  bnilding  both  in  the  tiovem- 
mant  dockyards.'' 

The  hon.  Geotlemaa  went  on  toaay— 

"That  in  common  decency  and  honesty  both 
these  ships  onght  to  have  been  bailt  at  FairBeld, 
where,  beyond  a  doubt,  they  were  ori^nated  ; 
and  yet  it  is  this  QoTemment  and  thuAdmi- 
zalty,  that  have  robbed  Govan  of  this  work,  and 
'  initiating  it,   that  now  asL  the 

Jle   of  Qovan  to  approve  their  acta   and 
a  man   to  Parliament  to  help  them  to 
pnrane  their  dishonest  cooraas." 

The  Chief  Construotor  wrote  a  very 
polite  letter  to  the  TVmM  pointing  out 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  completely 
wrong,  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  repeated 
his  obarge  in  a  second  letter,  in  which 
he  said — 

"  The  Admiralty  officials  oame  out  wilh 
design  a  brifle  longer, »  trifle  more  horse  power 
and  speed  than  the  design  of  Sir  W.  Pearce, 
sufflnently  altered  in  detail  to  enable  (hem  to 
place  it  before  the  world  as  something  new. 
Alii  can  Bay  ia  that  I  regard  sach  a  prooeeding 
ai  in  the  last  degree  shameless,  and  those  who 
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anthoriaed  it  meat  bear  the  deep  discredit  of  i 
Well,  I  wrote  to  tbe  limn  to  say  that 
there  was  not  a  wurd  of  truth  in  tbe 
hun.  Gentleman's  charge,  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman  again  repeated  it,  and  said 
in  reply — 

'■  That  the  BUki  and  the  Blmhtim  design  now 
claimed  aa   an  Admiralty  prodootion  exaotly 
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Then  Sir  A.  Hood,  the  senior  Naval 
Lord,  wrote  again  to  say  there  was  not 
a  word  of  truth  in  the  statement.  Then 
the  hon.  Uember  wrote  i^ain— 

Xbe  CEAIRMAN:  Ibis  discussion 
__  very  interesting,  and  apparently  ve^ 
exciting,  but  I  do  not  quite  see  how  thi« 
controversy  on  the  design  of  certain 
ships  bears  on  the  question  before  the 
Oommittee. 
*LoBD  Q.  HAMILTON:  If  I  may 
be  permitted  to  make  two  observation* 
the  bearing  of  these  remarks  upon  the 
question  before  us  will  at  onoe  be 
The  hon.  Member  has  referred 
to  the  design  of  these  ships  as  shame- 
ful, and  he  has  four  times  in  writing 
made  a  certain  statement,  to  the  effect 
that  the  Admiralty  has  in  the  most 
shameless  manner  deliberately  appro- 
priated deaigne  by  Sir  William  Fearce, 
those  designs  only  differing  in  small 
secondary  details  from  those  by  Sir  W. 
Pearce.  Now,  I  had  those  two  designi 
most  oarefnliy  examined  by  my  naval 
and  technical  experts,  and  they  found 
that  there  was  not  the  remotest  re- 
semblance between  the  Admiralty  de- 
signs and  those  by  Sir  W.  Pearce; 
but  Sir  W.  Pearce'a  designs  were  an 
almost  exact  reproduction  ol  the 
'■shameful"   designs  of   the  Admira* 

Sir  E.  BEED  :  These  were  for  a 
cruiser. 
*LoBD  G.  HAMILTON :  Oh !  but,  says 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  those  were  designed 
for  a  cruiser.  So  that  the  contention  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  comes  to  this — that 
that  which  ie  a  good  design  lor  a 
cruiser  becomee  "  shameful "  for  a  battle- 
ship. Now,  the  hietoryof  this  cruiser 
is  as  follows.  The  Stnbow,  a  vessel  of 
the  A^Wal  type,  was  put  out  to  con- 
tract. Sir  W.  Pearce  had  the  designs 
and  speci&oations  of  the  vessel,  and  his 
draughtsman,  perfectly  legitimatelyt 
altered  the  designs  in  certain  particulars, 
taking  the  whale  armour  off  the  outside 
and  putting  it  on  the  inside,  and  that 
ie  the  valuable  deeign  which  the  hon. 
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Member  four  times  deliberately  itatad  not  been  anybody  conneoted  with  th» 
luu  been  sbameloMly  appropnated  by  Nary  wtio  has  not  Kivea  the  liif^eat 
the  Admiralty.  poauble    apprural    of   them,   and    tb» 

Language  which  in  almost  erery   oom- 


Loko  RANDOLPH  OBUBOHILL: 
Is  it  pouible  for  as  to  aae  the 
deoignar 
*LoitD  a.  HAMILTON:  There  is 
nothing  I  should  like  bett«r  than  to  pot 
models  in  the  tea-room  or  elaewhore, 
■o  that  hon.  Gentlemen  might  compare 
them,  and  test  what  relianoe  oon  be 
placed  on  the  aoousations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiff.  There  is  no  more 
resomblanoe  betveen  the  tvo  than 
between  Westminster  Abbey  and  St. 
Paul's  Oathedral.  If  anyone  aspiring 
to  have  knowledge  ot  anhitectnre  vere 
to  write  four  dmes  to  a  newspaper, 
and  say  Sir  Ohriatopfaer  Wren  h&d 
been  guilty  of  appropriating  the  design 
of  Westminster  Abbey  in  the  building 
of  St.  Paul's,  altering  the  design  in 
seooudar?  details,  it  would  be  about  on 
a  par  with  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member.  Four  times  baa  he  made  the 
charge,  and  four  times  has  it  been 
denied,  and,  I  may  ask,  does  he 
oome  within  the  category  of  a 
creditable  witness  F  In  rarious  matters, 
beam,  displacement,  weight,  ftc, 
I  oould  show  there  is  no  such 
resemblance.  I  have  made  these  ob- 
serrations  because  I  think  the  hon. 
Qentleman  has  do  right  to  attack  naval 
officers  who  were  called  upon  to  decide 
those  designs  in  the  manner  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  done.  If  the  House  is 
of  opinion  that  naval  experts  should  be 
called  in  to  advise  the  Government, 
and  if  they  are  unanimous  in  the 
opinion  they  come  to,  then  the  House 
ought  not,  on  the  ipte  dixit  of  any  one 
Member,  however  eminent,  to  oast 
amde  tbeb  recommendation,  otherwise 
tiiere  is  do  advantage  in  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  endeavouring  to  get 
the  best  advice  by  calling  in  technical 
and  naval  experts.  These  designs  have 
now  for  some  time  been  before  the 
public  and  the  Nary,  and  I  can  only 
say  that,  with  the  single  exception  of 
(he  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff,  there  has 
L»ri  a.  BtmilUm 


constitute  a  most  distinet  advanoa  in 
naval  architecture  over  anything  bow 
built  or  building.  I  venture  to  mako 
these  observstiona  beoanas  I  do  not 
think  it  right  tlutt  an'  mm  ahauld  ba 


the  piofeMional  and  pereonal  ohonotaia 
of  those  from  whom  he  differs,  and  I 
leave  the  Committee  to  judge  of  what 
relianoe  should  be  placed  apoo  the 
statements  of  the  hon.  Member.  I  hope 
the  Committee  will  allow  this  fiesolution 
to  be  taken  to-night.  It  is  not  the 
practice  of  the  House  to  disease  BiUa  on 
the  tTirst  Beading.  This  Besidutioa^  is 
practically  the  first  reading  of  a  Bill, 
only,  being  a  Money  Bill,  it  has  to  go 
through  this  formal  process.  If  the 
Eesolution  is  assented  to  to-night  we 
propose  to  take  the  Beport  on  Thursday, 
and  then  on  the  Seoond  Beading  of  the 
Bill  and  in  Committee  hon.  Qentlemen 
will  have  ample  opportunity  for  dis- 
cussing the  principle  as  well  as  the 
details  of  the  proposals  of  the  Govem- 

*SiB  E.  J.  B&BD  (Oaidiffj :  I  can  ao- 
eure  the  Committee  it  is  with  extreme 
reluctance  I  interpose,  having  knowledge 
of  the  tact  that  many  Members  desire  to 
speak,  and  I  have  already  spoken ;  but 
I  am  sure  after  what  has  been  eiud  by 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Committee  will  feel 
a  remark  or  two  is  due  from  me.  I  am 
sorry  that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty has  completely  misoonceived  m; 
remarks  about  these  ships  in  supposing 
that  I  have  attacked  in  any  way,  or  that 
I  desire  to  attack,  tiiie  gallant  officers  to 
whom  he  referred.  The  noble  Lord 
has  rested  his  accusation  in  that  respect 
on  the  statement  that  I  believed  thsy 
did  not  understand  the  designs.  Why 
did  I  say  that?  I  said  that  because 
I  was  certain  that  the  First  Lord  ot  the 
Admiralty  himself  did  not  understood 
them.  The  First  Lord  distinctly  stated 
to  the  House  in  his  opening  speech  that 
these  ships,  in  respect  of  distribution  of 
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umoni',  mors  nosmbled  the  Nil*  and 
Trsfafyo"  tjpfl  of  shipa  than  the  ▼esank 
of  the  Ai»iral  fUmta,  But  what  an  the 
faotaP  When  on  a  later  da;  I  naked  the 
noble  liord  to  inform  the  House 
iriiether  the  annonr  of  thoee  ehipa  re- 
aaubled  the  DrtaihtoiigKt  ^pe  in  ruiog 
to  •  height  of  10  ft.  or  11  ft.  above  the 
water,  or  whether  it  reeembled  the 
Admiral  olaea  in  lisin^  to  a  heiifht  of 
S  ft.  or  8  ft.,  ha  explained  that,  while 
the  Iltk  and  Tn^^ar,  overloaded  aa 
they  are  for  some  causa  not  properly 
explained,  but  about  which  I  Bbiall  cave 
to  put  a  question  later  on,  have  a  height 
of  armour  rising  10  ft.  above  the  water, 
theee  ships  as  desifcned  have  a  height 
of  armour  rising  onl;  3  ft.  This  an- 
swer sweeps  away  the  idea  that  these 
TMBeU  are  of  the  NiU  and  Ttafattar 
^pe  aa  regards  their  detenoe,  and 
Mnfirme  the  opinion  I  have  formed 
that  they  reaemble  the  AdmWtU  type. 
Ton,  Ur.  Oourtney,  have  ruled  out  of 
order  referenoea  to  the  imitation  of  Sir 
W.  Pearoe'a  design,  and  although  the 
noUe  Lord  did  not  dosely  and  immedi- 
ately aoeept  your  ruling,  I  shall  en- 
deavour not  to  infringe  upon  it ;  but  I 
may  be  allowed  to  say  this.  When  the 
belted  sruisets  were  being  ordered 
•ereral  years  ago,  I  entreated  the  Ad- 
miralty of  that  day  in  the  House  and  in 
the  Press  to  make  those  ships  over  30 
knots  of  spaad.  They  raf  used  to  do  so, 
and  built  the  vessels  of  a  mnoh  lower 
mte  of  speed.  Later  on  Sir  W.  Pearce 
submitted  a  design  for  a  baited  cruiser 
having  20  knots  of  speed,  bat  that 
deeign  was  rejected.  True,  Sir  W. 
I^mie  adoptad  the  features  of  the 
ddmirtU  type,  beoaose,  like  many  other 
dengners  who  ware  oontraotora,  he 
desired  to  meet  the  wishes,  the  preju- 
dices, and  sometimes  even  the  faUaeiea 
and  errors  of  the  Admiralty,  in  order  to 
satisfy  them  by  obtaining  the  introdno- 
tion  of  their  own  idsse.  But  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Admiral  type  in  this 
cruiser  has  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  this  question.  Sir  W.  Pearoe 
prepared  a  dengn  for  a  fast  cruiser 
three  years  betiore  the  Admiralty 
adopted  it.  They  aftewords  did  so, 
but.  when  the  Admiraltf  adopted 
the  design  they  produced  a  vessel 
diCering  slightly  in  the  principles 
mentioned,  and  1  know  as  well  as  the 
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First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  that  that 
design  did  not  reaemble  the  Bhi*  and 
the  Htttjmm  tn  the  matter  of  proteotjoa 
and  of  armament.  That  is  not  my 
point — my  point  ia  that  the  type  of  hirh- 
speed  ortiiser,  which  bod  been  rqected 
Aen  Sir  W.  Peaiee  propoeed  it,  wu 
adopted  reore  afterwards  by  tiie  Admi- 
ralty without  the  alightest  acknowledg- 
ment. But  I  will  not  trespass  on  tb» 
time  of  the  Gommittee.  I  have  heard  to> 
night  speeohes  that  hare  intereeted  m» 
ezoeedingly,  but  I  heard  with  profound 
rqiret  the  statements  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Uember  for  Uorylabone.  There  i» 
no  difference  between  myself  and  other 
naval  men  as  to  the  Admiral  class;  the 
only  distinction  about  that  class  ia  this— - 
that  I  oondemned  those  ships  before  thA 
public  money  was  spent  upon  them,  while 
naval  men  oondemned  them  afterwards. 
I  Kstaned  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hull,  moderate  and  thon^ht- 
ftil  and  worthy  of  all  oonnderatioa, 
though  not  agreeing  with  all  n^  views, 
and  I  may  say  this — thst  I  doubt 
whether  the  hon.  Member — I  doubt 
whether  the  Naval  Lords  of  the  Ad- 
miralty and  their  naval  referees — Idonbt 
even  whether  the  nobla  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Marylebone  nndentands  tho- 
roughly the  meaning  of  the  changes  in 
the  designing  of  ships.  Twenty-five 
years  ago  it  was  thought  necessary  to 
give  to  every  battle-Hhip  a  depth  of 
armonr  of  from  S  ft.  to  8^  ft.  below  and 
7  ft.  or  8  ft.  above  water,  and  this  with 
ships  of  small  dimensions ;  now  the  Ad- 
miralty are  proposing  to  baild  ships 
7S  ft.  in  widtli,  with  a  narrow  belt  of 
armour  B(  ft.  wide,  of  which  Sft  ft.  were 
to  be  below  the  water  and  S  ft.  above. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  East 
Hull  tails  as  we  ought  not  to  complain 
of  this,  because,  as  soon  as  the  to^  of 
the  armonr  is  under  water  on  one  side, 
the  bottom  of  it  is  out  on  the  other. 
The  noble  and  gallant  Lord  the  Member 
for  Harylebone  considered  it  matter  for 
congratulation  that  the  size  of  th» 
armoured  part — he  called  it  the  target — 
was  reduced  in  those  ships. 

LoxD  0.  BEBESFOBD :  So  it  is. 
*Stx  S.  J.  KEED :   The  noble  Lord 
naans  that  the  sise  of  the  ship  is  re- 
duced.    On  the  oontraiy,   it  is  much 
increased,  and,  beeides  this,  you  tak» 
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■ide  of  this  luge  ship  ftad  oontrMt 
the  armour  belt  doim  to  enoh  an  extent 
as  to  leave  a  greati;  inoreaBed  part 
open  to  the  attaoba  of  the  enemiea'  guns. 
This  is  called  reduoing  the  target !  So 
it  is,  bat  I  wonder  it  did  not  occur  to 
the  noble  Lord  that  if  all  the  armour 
were  taken  off  the  taiget  WMild  be  still 
more  reduced.  The  First  Lord  has 
inade  an  attack  upon  me  full  of  bitter- 
new  and  meaenred  accusation ;  he  has 
tried  to  mimmise  and  bring  down  to  a 
definite  fraotional  proportion  the  amount 
of  truth  which  was  contained  in  mj 
statements.  No  antagonism  of  that  kind, 
jio  imputation  will  ever  debar  mo  from 
opposing  this  monstrous  absurdity  of 
contracting  the  armour  of  Her  Uajeaty's 
line-of- battleship!  to  the  extent  pro- 
posed. I  do  not  expect  half-a-dosen  Gen- 
tlemen wonid  now  go  into  the  Lobby 
with  me,  bat  I  will  ask  them  to  remember 
the  warning  I  give  when,  three  or  four 
vears  hence,  it  these  ships  are  built  ao- 
cording  to  the  designs,  we  have  to  add 
largely  to  the  expenditure  npon  them. 
But  I  heartily  wish  that  men  in  the 
position  of  the  First  Lord  would  give 
over  this  petty  personal  antagonism.  I 
will  say  this — that  I  received  only  last 
year  an  intimation  from  a  former  First 
Lord  that  some  independent  trihanal 
onght  to  be  sot  up  for  the  purpose  of 
investigatiog  the  acousations  I  had 
brought  against  the  Admiral  class,  I 
intimated  that  the  only  tribunal  I 
would  set  up  was  the  former  First 
Lord  himself,  but  he  did  not  seem 
to  think  that  a  sufficiently  indepen- 
dent tribunal.  This  question,  I  sa^, 
ought  not  to  be  dealt  with  as.it  is. 
The  noble  Lord  was  asked  last  year  to 
take  outside  opinion  on  the  question,  but 
what  outside  opinion  baa  he  taken  f 
The  only  thing  he  has  done  has  been  to 
call  in  a  number  of  naval  offioers,  and 
he  leaves  as  entirely  in  the  dark  as  to 
how  far  he  has  oonsulted  them  on  thia 
vital  point.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  oon- 
sulted. I  feel  quite  satisfied  with  my 
rtlU  of  critic ;  but  when  we  propose  ' 
spend  millions  of  money — a  million 
ship  is  the  point  now  reached — it  is 
almost  an  outrage  to  expend  it  upon  de- 
signs oonceming  which  it  is  possible  for 
Sir  K.  J.  JUtd 


a  man  to  rise  in  hia  place  in  thia  Houav, 
and  on  his  reputation  denounce  them  aa 
Z  have  denounced  them  to-night. 
*Ub.  8.  BUXTON  (Tower  Hamleta, 
Poplar} :  I  do  not  propose  to  detain  the 
Committee  more  than  a  few  momenta 
in  saying  a  word  or  two  on  this  most 
important    Besolntion.     There     ara      a 
great  many  Uembers  on  this  side    of 
the  House  who  ore  very  much  inolimed 
to    support    the    Qovemment,  becaaae 
they  do  not  feel  able  to  take  the  re- 
BponsibUity  of  refusing  to  add  to  the 
efficiency    of     the     Navy-  when      Her 
Majesty's  Glovemment,  in  the  exercise 
of  their  responsibility,  come  down  and 
ask  thorn  to  vote    a  certain    sum    0/ 
money.     But  still  many  of  us  do  desire 
to    know   two   things — we    desire     to 
know    exactly    how    much   money    the 
Government  propose  to  spend,  and,  with 
the    noble    Lord    opposite    (Lord   O. 
Bereeford),  we  wish  to  know  whether  it 
is  to  be  spent  on  some  definite  plan,  or 
merely  becanso  they  think  something; 
ought   to   be  done?     1   listened  atten- 
tively to  the  speeches  of  the  Seoretaiy 
to  the  Admiralty  and  the  First  Lord  at 
the    Admiralty,    and    I    am    sorry    to 
say  I  do  not  think  that  either  of  those 
speeches    threw    very   much    light    on 
these  two  questions.    The  First  Lord 
of    the   Admiralty    did    not    give   us 
the  facts   and   figures   on    which   h* 
baaed  his  estimate    as   to   the   wants 
of  the  Navy,  but  merely  stated  that  be 
based  his  demand  on  the  ground  that 
the  British  Navy  should  be  brought  np 
to  the  strength  of  the  Navies  of  any 
two  continental  countries  put  together. 
He    did   not  state  that   be   and   his 
advisers  had  gone  carefully  into  the 
question  of  what  the  Britah  Navy  liad 
to  do — and    that    is    the  real  poinU- 
but    he    mapped    out  a  plan    on  the 
basis  to  which  I  refer.    He  seemed  to 
think  that  If  on  paper  he  conid  make 
the  British  Navy  equal  to  those  of  any 
other  two  nations  he  would  have  doM 
his  du^.     In  regard  to  the  amount  «• 
are  aued  to  spend  in  increasing  the 
Navy,  I,  for  one,  find  it  very  hud  to 
diaoover   how   much   it   is    that    Um 
Qovemment  require.     80  far  as  I  ofiB 
gather,  the  speeches  of  Ministers— Uw 
First  Lord,  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Highs- 
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qner,  tbe  Beoretaiy  to  the  Admiraltjr- 
all  seem  to  differ  aa  to  the  amount  vhioh 
will  be  ftcluallf  required  from  the  nation 
for  the  inoreue  of  the  Nary,  and 
it  is  very  hard  indeed  for  those  of 
us  who  desire  to  gire  them  support 
in  this  matter,  to  know  what  course 
to  take,  when  the  OoTemioent  themselves 
seem  to  be  eo  very  uaoertain  in  their 
minds  in  regard  to  the  amount  of  money 
they  require,  and  so  very  unoertainas  to 
what  exactly  they  want  it  for.  I 
listened  with  great  interest  to  the  very 
honest  and  straightforward  speech  of 
my  hoQ.  Friend  the  Member  tor  Shore- 
ditch  (Hr.  Oremer]-the  other  even- 
ing, but  I  must  Bay  I  du  not  think  thai 
any  of  my  hon.  Friends  below  the 
Qangway  who  object  to  the  proposals  of 
tbe  Oovemment  euBBcipntly  appreciate 
the  great  extension  which  has  taken 
place,  on  the  one  band,  in  our  commerce 
and  responaibilitiee,  and  hence  in  our 
vulnerability,  and,  on  the  other,  in 
the  expenditure  of  other  nations  on 
their  Naviea.  I  believe  I  speak  for 
manv  others  on  this  side  of  the  House 
beridee  myself  when  I  eay  that  we 
are  just  aa  anxious  as  bon.  Members 
opposite  to  defend  our  Empire  and  our 
oommeroe,  bat  we  protest  against 
vbat  we  oonsider  to  be  an  unconsti- 
tutional way  of  voting  this  money. 
We  believe  that  nothing  will  tend  more 
to  extravagance  and  bad  finance  than  a 
proposal  of  this  kind.  We  desire  that 
every  consecutive  Minister  shall  have  a 
free  hand  in  this  naval  expenditure; 
and  while  I,  for  one,  am  anxious  to  sup- 
port Her  Majesty's  CKtvernment  in  their 
proposal  to  strengthen  the  Fleet,  I  pro- 
test most  emphatically  aj^ainst  this  un- 
constitutional  proposal  in  reference  to 
their  statutory  programme. 

•Ha.  PIOKBRSQILL  (Bethnat  Green. 
8.W.}:  I  hope  tbe  House  will  not  be 
led  aside  by  official  ingenuity  into  a 
technical  disouasion,  or  permit  its  judg- 
ment to  be  confused  by  a  crowd  of 
figures,  which  perhaps  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  may  understand — 
though,  aa  to  that,  I  am  somewhat  soep- 
tical — but  which  certainly  he  has  Called 
to  make  intelligible  in  this  quarter  of  the 
House.  These  proposals  mnat  he  oon- 
lidered     on     broad    groonds  —  upon 


grounds  which  can  be  mode  intelligible 
to  the  taxpayer  of  ordinary  intellir 
gence  —  and  if  we  find  tbe  front 
benches  in  agreement,  that  is  a. 
reason  why  every  private  Member 
should  look  at  the  qnestion  with- 
redoubled  vigilance,  and  even  with  sus- 
picion. The  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
(Hr.  Maclean)  challenged  the  Govern- 
ment, and  challoDKed  the  noble  Lord  in 
particular,  to  set  forth  the  reaaons  why 
we  are  asked  now  to  embark  on  this 
large  expenditure.  I  will  ask  all  caodid  ■ 
Members  of  this  House  whether  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  has  fairly 
met  that  question?  What  did  he  teU 
us  f  He  told  ua  that  in  ships,  men,  and 
guns,  we  are  stronger  than  we  have 
been  at  any  time  during  the  past  30 
years.     Well,  that  is  a  reason  why  1 


should  be  content  with  4 


preeent  pro- 


a  programme  that  in- 
volves the  laying  down  of  no  fewer  than 
40  additional  ships  in  ons  year.  But  it 
aeema/  to  me  that  the  Secretary  to  tbe 
Treasury,  to  whom  the  same  chailenge 
was  addressed,  was  more  frank  than  the 
noble  Lord,  and  he  intimated  that  these 
changes  had  been  decided  upon  as  the 
result  of  the  Naval  Hanoeuvree.  It 
that  is  so,  we  have  a  right  to- 
demand  that  the  Report  on  the  Nav^ 
Manceuvres  be  submitted  to  us  in  its  en> 
tiroty  ?  What  have  we  got  ?  We  hove 
got  only  mutilated-  extracts  of  that  Be- 
port,  and  shall  Ibeaerionalytoldthatthe 
public  interests  require  that  the  material 
parts  of  thisBeport  shall  be  suppressed? 
Buppressed !  Why,  every  word  of  it  has 
for  months  been  known  to  every  European 
Oabinet  which  is  at  all  interested  in  the- 
information.  No  ;  it  is  not  tbe  public 
interest  which  requires  the  suppression 
of  that  Beport,  but  it  is  the  interest  of 
the  Oovemment,  because  if  that  Beport 
were  published  to  the  world,  I  venture 
to  say  that  it  would  seal  the 
condemnation  of  the  Admiralty,  If 
however,  the  Beport  were  edited  at  alt 
there  is  one  discieditable  paragraph 
which  should  have  been  left  out — I  refer 
to  that  which  suggests  that  in  the  event 
of  this  country  being  involved  in  a 
maritime  war  we  should  repudiate  the 
Declaration  of  Paris.  That  is  discredit- 
able, and  as  impolitiD  aa  discreditable ; 
heeause,  whilst  uie  Declaration  of  Paris 
is  founded  on  reason  and  humanity,  it  ta- 
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not  leaa  founded  on  the  best  interMts  of 
this  oountrj.  biatsad  of  rapudiating 
the  Dflolorataon  of  Fuia,  the  OoTemment 
«ught  to  be  anxiooa  to  extend  ita  opera- 
tion. It  would  be  gnatij  to  the  inteieat 
of  this  and  other  oountries  to  exempt 


be  good  policy  if,  backed  up  b;  the 
United  States,  Her  Majesty's  Oorera- 
ment  approaohed  Ooatinental  nationa  on 
the  ■ubjeot.  We  have  heard  a  great 
deal  about  the  neoeseitjr  of  proteatiDg 
our  flommeroe,  but  before  jou  oas  fix 
the  Btreogth  of  our  Navy  you  must  be 
agreed  upon  the  duties  wMoh  that  Nary 
haa  to  discharge.  Upon  that  esaentifU 
preliminary  the  authorities  at  the  Ad- 
miralty are  hopelessly  divided ;  but  I 
do  not  think  tliat  we,  in  this  country, 
are  weak  in  ships  relatively  to  other 
European  Powers.  If  we  are  weak  at 
all,  we  are  weak  in  gnns,  owing 
to  our  having  hesitated  so  long 
before  adopting  the  breeeh- loading 
amtam.  We  are  now  asked  to  repeat 
tiie  fatal  mistake  we  made  in  the  matter 
of  goBB.  We  are  asked  to  build  next 
year  no  fewer  than  40  shipe — an  enor- 
mous order  as  oompared  with  Lord 
Northbrook's  programme — and  it  will 
be  ceeesaary  to  supply  guns  for  these 
vessels.  The  science  of  gunnery  is  in  a 
state  -of  flux,  and  you  are  going  exactly 
to  repeat  the  mistake  you  made  up  to 
1660,  by  manufacturing  in  large  quan- 
titaes  a  type  of  gun  which  probably  in 
a  few  years  will  be  as  obeolBte  as  our 
niuzzle-loaders  are  now.  I  desire  to 
ask  whether  the  present  administration 
of  the  Admiralty  is  such  as  would  justify 

5'ou  in  commencing  an  expenditure  as 
arge  as  that  which  is  now  proposed  to 
this  Oommittee  F  I  have  gone  very  care- 
fully through  the  Blue  Book  to  which 
my  hon.  OoTleague  referred,  and  X  think 
I  am  right  in  saying  that  there  is 
not  a  single  topic  in  which  Mr.  Elgar, 
who  is  the  Director  of  the  Dockyards, 
agrees  with  Hr.  White,  who  is  the 
Director  of  Naval  Oonstructioo,  and  yet, 
although  there  is  this  disagreement  be- 
twerai  these  two  offloers,  the  connection 
between  the  two  Departments  is  so 
intimate,  that  Hr.  White  said  faimaitf 
that  it  was  extremely  difficult  to  say 
where  the  duty  of  one  Department  be- 

Sm  and  the  duty  of  the  other  ended, 
nder  these  mnmrnatances.  is    it  sur- 
Mr.  PuitrfiU 
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prising  that  the  Admiisl^  at  prgsont  is 
turning  out  JUueott  of  naval  constme* 
tion,  which,  as  the  hon.  Member  tta 
Cardiff  (Sir  E.  J.  Beed)  has  shown,  eaa 
neither  t>e  trusted  to  eteam  a-head,  to 
fight,  or  to  ruD  away  f  According  to  the 
evidence  of  Hr.  Mgar,  the  superviaioB 
of  oar  shipbuilding  is  placed  with  a 
class  of  officers  who  oaasot  be  trusted 
to  build  ships  sither  economically  or  effi- 
ciently. I  hope  that  before  voting  this 
money  hon.  Uembers  will  read  tl^  Ap- 
propriation Account  of  the  Navy  isaned 
a  few  days  ago.  It  is  a  dn^  hon. 
Uembers  owe  to  their  constituents  to 
read  that  A.ocount.  They  will  find  from 
it  that  the  Admiralty  again  and  again 
has  incurred  the  severest  censure  of  the 
Ck>ntroller  and  Auditor  General,  uid 
that  the  Admiralty  has  repeatedly  been 
guilty  of  gross  misapplication  of  public 
money. 

It  being  midnight,  the  Ohairmaa  in- 
terrupted the  businesa. 
*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  rose  in  his  ^soe, 
and  claimed  to  move  "  That  the  Qaes- 
tion  be  now  pat." 

Motion  made,  andQuealion  proposed, 
"Tlwt  theQaestionbenowput."— {Jfr. 
W.  S.  Smith.) 

Ha.  PIOTON  (Leicester,  seated,  and 
with  his  hat  on) :  As  a  matter  of  Order, 
I  beg  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact 
that  you  had  risen  and  called  "  Order  " 
before  the  Closure  was  moved. 

The  CHAIBMAN:  It  marked  an 
interruption  of  the  business  at  which 
the  Closure  might  be  moved. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayes  235 ; 
Noes  117.— {Div.  LUt,  No.  68.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  the 
woris  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

The  Oommittee  divided : — Ayes  3fi6  ; 
Noes  86.— (Div.  list,  No.  64.) 

«Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  claimed,  "  ThM 
the  Hain  Question  be  now  pot." 

Main  Question  pnt  aooordingly. 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayes  S&l  j 
Noee  7fi.— (Div.  liet.  No.  S£.) 
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£21,600,000,  for  the  pntpOM  of  Imildiiig, 
ing',  equipping,  tod  nonpletinf  for  Ha  tcwoI* 

f[>rHmMi^«rlT'iNaT7:  o 

anm  not  exoeading  £10,000,     . 

of  the  Coniolidated  Pond  in  the  Mreo  yean 
•ndiog  on  the  Slit  d«r  of  Uaroh,  189S  \  and  a 
nunnatexoeadingfl  1,500,000,  to  be  inaedont 
«f  moneye  provided  by  PaTliunant  for  NaTal 
SerriCM  dnrutg  the  five  Bnanoial  yean  ending 
on  the  Slit  da^  of  Haroh,  1891. 

Whereupon  the  Ghsirman  left  the 
Chair  to  make  hia  Baport  to  the  House. 

Beaolution  to  be  reported  upoi 
Thursday. 

Committee  to  ait  again  oa  Thureda;. 

Hb.  J.  MOBLEY  (Newoaatle-on- 
Tyne) :  I  wiah  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  when  he  propoaea  to  take 
the  second  Resolution  f 
*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  second  He- 
aolntion  mast  follow  the  Report  of  the 
first  Besoliition.  I  came  under  an  en- 
^gement  to  the  right  hon.  QentJemas 
the  Member  for  Hid  Lothian  to  take 
the  Beport  of  the  first  Resolution  on 
Thursday,  and  I  shall  adhere  to  that  en- 
gagement. 

Ub.  MOBLET:  Will  it  not  bo  a 
Report  of  the  whole  of  the  Reeolutiona  ? 
*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  should  think 
the  Beport  of  the  one  Besolution  might 
do. 

Mb.  MOBLET:  Whan  wUl  the 
Beport  of  the  second  Resolution  be 
taken? 

«Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  As  soon  as  it 
is  carried,  and  on  the  very  first  oppor- 
tunity. The  second  Besolution  is  pure 
machineiy,  and  it  has  nothing  what- 
«Ter  to  do  with  the  aubetanoe  of  the 
matter. 


*Mk.  W.  H.  SMITH:  It  wiU  be 
brought  on  in  sufficient  time  to  be  amply 
oonsidered. 

Bib  W.  IAWSON:  WiU  it  be 
elosnredP 

*Ub.  W.  H.  SMITH:  SufiOment  time 
will  be  neceasaiy  to  bring  forward  some 
other  measures. 

Hr.  OHILDERS:  I  do  not  tiiink 
that  would  be  at  all  in  aooordanos  with 
the  understanding  oome  to  with  the 
right  hon.  Gtentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  I^thian.   If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 


man  is  able  to  take  the  Beport  on  Thurs- 
day, moat  olearly  it  ought  to  be  the  firat 
Order. 

*Hb.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  wiU  be  sub- 
stantially the  first  Order ;  but  I  cannot 
give  anj  positive  engagement  to  make 
it  the  first  Order. 

NATIONAL  DEBT   RBDEMFTION  BILL. 

Bill  oonaidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Clause  I  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  2, 

Mb.  OONYBEABE:  I  more,  Sir. 
that  you  report  Fzogreas,  and  aak  leare 
to  sit  again. 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  hope  the 
hon.  Member  wilt  not  preaa  that  Motion. 
The  Bill  is  one  of  serious  importance  to 
the  country  ;  and  as  it  is  in  oontinuanoe 
of  an  annual  arrangement  I  trust  he  will 
not  impede  its  progress. 

Ma.  CONYBEABE:  I  have  moved 
that  Progress  be  reported,  because  I 
think  that  HerMajeaty'aMiniaters  have 
got  through  quite  enough  business  in 
one  night. 

Motion  mode,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave toeit  again,    pot,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again. 

JDDIOIAL     FA0I0B8      (SOOTIAin)} 
[SAL^BY,  &C.1 

Goniidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Hesolved,  That  it  ii  expedient  to  anthorise 
the  payment,  ont  of  the  moneys  to  be  provided 
by  Parliament,  of  a  Balorj  to  the  Acoonntant 
of  Coort,  who  may  be  appointed  onder  any  Act 
of  the  present  Session  to  amend  and  extend 
the  Law  relating  to  Jsdicial  Facton  and  other* 
in  Sootland,  and  to  unite  the  office  of  the 
AoDoiuitant  of  the  Oonrt  of  Senions  and  the 
Aoooontant  in  Bankruptcy  in  Sootland,  and  <d 
Salaries  to  the  derki  vho  may  be  appmnted  by 
him,  alto  the  payment  of  compensation  to  the 
holder  of  the  office  of  Acconntent  of  the  Court 
of  l:4es8ion  for  the  abolition  of  his  offiee,  and  of 
temoneration  to  iuoh  persons  at  may  be  em- 
ployed to  audit  accounts  under  the  prorisioss 
(d  the  said  Act. 

Besolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

ABHT  (ANNUAL)  BILU 
Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  thitd 
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Mb.  PIOKERSQILL  (Bethnal  Oreen,  ]     Motion 


8.W.):  I  beg  to  move  that  the  da- 1 
bate  be  no<r  adjoamed.  I  da  so 
because  I  read  id  tlie  papers  on 
Saturday  that  Mr.  Stephens,  who  has 
been  engaged  in  levying  distraints  for 
tithes  in  Wales,  has  come  up  to  London 
for  the  express  purpose  of  interviewing 
the  Home  Secretary  and  obtaining  the 
assistance  of  the  Military  F'ircM  of  the 
Crown  in  oarrying  out  those  distraints. 
This,  Sir,  is  an  important  Constitutional 

auestion.  We  have  seen  the  Forces  of 
le  Crown  again  and  again  employed  by 
the  Qovemment  against  Her  Majesty's 
snbiects,  first  in  England,  then  in  Ire- 
land.and  Scotland,  and  now  in  Wales; 
and  I  think  it  is  high  time  that  some 
assuranoe  of  a  satisfactory  kind  sliould 
be  given  by  the  Qovernment  before  we 
give  them  the  control  of  the  Army  that 
this  sort  of  thing  ehall  not  continue.  In 
the  Preamble  of  the  Bill  it  is  stated  that 
the  Army  is  to  be  maintained  for  the 
defence  of  the  country;  but  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  of  late  on 
several  occasions  employed  the  Forces 
of  the  Grown  notoriously  and  recklessly 

Siinst  ordinary  and  peaceful  citizens, 
ey  so  employed  them  in  Trafalgar 
Rquare  on  the  13th  November,  1887 
»Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
remarks  uf  the  hon.  Q-entlemaa  cannot 
be  made  on  the  Army  Annual  Bill,  as 
they  do  not  relate  to  that  measure. 

Mb.  PICKEBSQILL:  I  hope.  Sir, 
you  will  allow  me  to  say  a  word  to  make 
my  meaning  clear.  The  object  of  the 
Bill  is  to  give  the  Government  the  con- 
trol of  the  Army  for  another  year,  and  I 
am  endeavouring,  subject  to  your  ruling, 
to  point  out  that  on  several  occasionB 
the  Government  have  made  an  improper 
— and  as  I  am  prepared  to  contend — an 
imconBtitutiDDal  ose  of  the  Forces  of  the 
OrowD.  I  am  anxtoue,  before  we  plai 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government  this  for- 
midable weapon,  to  obtain  from  them 
some  satisfactory  assurance  that  it  shall 
not  be  recklessly  nsed  against  the  citi- 
cens  of  this  country.  In  moving  that 
the  debate  be  now  a^onmed,  I  should 
be  glad  to  give  the  Home  Secretary  an 
opportunity  of  making  a  statement, 
much  I  trust  may  be  reasonably  satis- 
factory  to  the  House. 

IfB.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire] : 
I  beg  to  second  the  Motion. 


(Annuat)  BiU.  1S4S 

made,    and     Question    pat» 
That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned." 

Ma.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbuzy,  E.)  :  I 
am  glad  to  be  able  to  support  tfa* 
Motion,  as  I  have  seen  that  the  use  mado 
of  the  Military  Forces  in  this  country  has 
of  Iste  not  been  what  we  have  been  pr«- 
usly  ai-customed  to.  I  have  had  op- 
portunities of  seeing  the  Military  Forces 

used  for  purposes 

*Ma.  SPEAKER :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  qaaeti<m 
now  before  the  House  is  restricted  to 
the  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  the 
Debate. 

Mb.  T.  ROWLANDS:  Unless  the 
Home  Secretary  gives  a  satisfaotury 
answer  on  the  point  which  haa  been- 
raised  we  shall  divide  the  House. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  SI ;  Noes 
llO.— (Div.  List,  No.  S6.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed,—' 
"That  the  Bill  be   now  read  the  third 

Mb.  A.  J.  WILLIAMS :  I  rise,  Sir, 
for  the  purpose  of  saying 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  rose  in  hie  place 
and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Ques- 
tion  be  now  put." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Qusstion  be 
now  put." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  105;  Noes 
36.— (Div.  List,  No.  57.) 

Original  Question  put  accordingly, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

The  House  divided: — Ayee  110;  Noes 
82.— (Div.  List,  No.  58.) 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Hk.  CONTBEASE  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
beg  to  call  attention  to  the  f  aot  that  it  is 
past  one  o'clock,  after  whioh  business 
cannot  be  taken. 
*Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  is  aware  that  the  re- 
maining business  can  be  taken  after 
twelve  o'clock,  and  it  is  strictly  in 
accordance  with  the  Rules  to  dispose  of 
the  remaining  unopposed  business  now. 

Remaining  Orders  of  the  Day  de- 
ferred. 


"■  Id 
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HOUSE      OF     L0ED8, 
TWrfoy,  2nd  April,  1889. 

EEPBESENTATIVB  PEEK  POE 
IBELAND. 
Beport  mode  from  thaLordChanoellor, 
That  the  right  of  Lionel  Seymoar  Wil- 
liam Earl  of  Fortarlingtoo  to  vote  at 
the  eleotioDB  of  Bepresentative  Peers 
for  Ireland  has  been  establJBhed  to  the 
aatisfaation  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

ABUY  (AHKITAI.)  BILL.      (NO.  85.) 

Brought  from  the  Commoiu ;  read  I* ;  to  Im 
printed;  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Thuraday  next. 
— (U«  Lord  Sarrii.) 

KSFOBHATOBT  SOHOOU  BILL.      (SO.  36.) 

A  BUI  to  oonsoUdate  and  amend  the  Actt 
relating  to  Beformator;  School!  in  Qieat 
Britain— Wbb  preaented  by  the  TSaxl  Brown- 
low  ;  read  1* ;  and  to  be  prmlad. 

liAEOENT  ACT,  18S1,  AHBNDUENT 
(USE  OF  FIBEABHS)  BILL. 
(no.  30.)      BXOOHD  BXADINO. 

Order  of  the  Da;  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Thx  Eabl  o?  UILLTOWN:  My 
Lords,  it  will  probably  be  within  the 
recollectioii  of  moat  of  your  LordsMpa 
that  some  six  and  twenty  years  ago  a 
terrible  epidemic  of  robbery  with  vio- 
lence broke  out  in  the  Metropolis,  and, 
to  a  oert^n  extent,  all  over  the  country  ; 
persons  were  seized  from  behind  and 
Uirottled,  and  very  serioos  injury  done 
to  them.  That  was  a  common  and  con- 
stant oocorreooe,  and  no  one  felt  him- 
self quite  safe  going  home  in  the  even- 
ing  Bom  attars  of  this  kind,   and  it 
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not  unoBual  for  even  ordinary 
tdtizens  to  go  about  armed.  The  offence 
was  called,  as  your  Lordships  will  re- 
member, from  its  reeembUnce  to  a 
Spanish  mode  of  execution,  garrotting. 
It  was  in  vain  that  the  learned  Judges 
passed  long  sentences  of  penal  servi- 
tude ;  nothing  seemed  efiFective  to  put  a 
stop  to  these  crimes.  The  public  on  all 
aides  called  out  for  something  to  be 
done,  but  the  Home  Office,  as  nsual, 
remained  quiescent.  Nothing  whatever 
was  done  by  the  Home  Secretary,  at 
that  time  Sir  Qeorge  Grey,  and  ^m  his 
non-interference  in  these  matters  he  waa 
supposed  to  have  earned  a  considerable 
amount  of  popularity  amongst  the  ori- 
minat  classes.  I  recollect  a  cartoon  in 
Punch  at  the  time,  which  represented 
two  or  three  garrotter  attacking  an  old 
gentleman,  and  just  as  they  ware  about 
to  perform  their  usual  operation  one  of 
them  calls  out  to  the  other,  "  Let  him 
alone,  Bill;  it  is  our  non-interferiag 
friend,  Sir  Oeorffe  Gtrey."  My  noble 
Friend  on  my  right  fLord  Norton),  then 
Mr.  Adderley,  a  Member  of  the  other 
House  of  Farliament,  threw  himself  as 
it  were  into  the  breach.  He  brought 
forward  a  Bill  for  subjecting  persons 
guilty  of  robbery  with  violence  to  the 
lash.  This  measure  met  with  no  sup- 
port from  the  Home  Secretary,  nor  from 
the  Q-ovemment  of  the  day;  but,  backed 
by  the  opinion  of  the  conntrr  and  the 
good  sense  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
my  nobieFriend  persevered  with  hisBill, 
and  eventnally  it  passed  into  law.  That 
Bill  proved  a  very  great  success,  and 
but  a  very  short  time  elapsed  after  it 
had  been  pat  into  effective  operadon 
before  robbery  with  violence  be^an  con- 
siderably to  diminish ;  the  miscreants 
who  were  so  perfectly  reckless  of  the 
sufferings  of  others  had  a  very  sensible 
dread  of  incurring  phymcal  pain  them- 
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selres,  and  no  very  lon^  time  elapsed 
before  the  crime  of  garrottiiig  faded  away 
and  your  Lordships  will  obserre  that  in 
the  sentenoee  now  passed  by  the  learned 
Todges,  it  is  but  seldom  that  they  have 
to  have  reoonrsB  to  the  punishment  of 
the  lash.  Therefore,  my  Lords,  what 
was  then  only  an  ozperiment  has  now 
become  a  proved  suooesa.  But  sinoo 
that  time,    and  v!thin   the  last   few 

i'ears,  a  new  form  of  robbory  with  vio- 
enoe  has  arisen  which  is  untouched  by 
the  Act  of  1863.  I  mean  the  custom 
which  the  criminal  classes  have  lately 
adopted  of  arming  themselves  with 
revolvers  when  about  to  sot  out  upon 
their  depredations,  with  a  determination 
to  use  them  remorselessly,  either  to 
effect  their  object,  or  to  enable  them- 
aelves  to  escape  from  capture.  I  need 
not  now  stop  to  remind  your  Lordships 
of  the  numerous  oases  whioh  have  oo- 
onrred.  I  may  mention,  however,  «n 
pMUMt,  the  affair  not  long  since  in  Uay- 
fair,  where  a  policeman,  finding  two 
men  about  to  commit  a  hnri^aryinthe 
area,  was  remorselessly  shot  down  by 
diem,  and  tho  villains  effected  their 
escape.  There  was  a  remarkable  case 
the  other  day  at  Muswell  Hill,  where 
B  number  of  burglars  having  delibe- 
rately armed  themselves  with  revolvers, 
set  out  on  a  marauding  expedition,  and 
having  pitched  upon  a  house  without 
any  notion — as  far  as  we  can  judge — as 
to  ohoosing  that  particular  house,  they 
proceeded  to  ride  it;  and  when  inter- 
rupted in  their  operations  tbey  opened 
a  regular  fusillade  upon  the  unfortunate 
inhabitants,  which  ajl  but  ended  in  the 
death  of  one.  These  are  only  one  or 
two  instances  out  of  many  that  oould  be 
cited.  The  danger  is  becoming  an  im- 
minent one,  and  the  country  demands 
that  a  stop  should  be  put  toit.  Hy  Lords, 
the  country  appears  to  be  of  opinion, 
jndging  from  the  expressions  which 
I  have  seen  in  the  public  Frees,  and  from 
the  numerous  presentments  which  have 
been  forwarded  by  Qrand  Juries,  that  the 
remedy  which  proved  so  effectual  in  the 
ease  of  garottiug  shall  be  applied  to  this 
new  danger  to  which  the  public  are  ex- 
posed. It  may  be  said  tbat  it  is  not  a 
right  thing  to  inflict  torture  upon  any- 
body, and  no  one  can  be  more  reluctant 
than  I  am  to  advocate  the  infliction  of 
anything  approaching  torture,  either 
upon  mankind  or  dumb  animals.  But 
with  regard  to  this  particular  point  Z 
TA»  £arl  of  Millioum 


oansot  help  ooindding  with  what  waa 
well  said  by  M.  do  Oaes^nac  when  tho 
question  of  the  abolition  of  capital 
punishment  was  raised  in  the  Fr^koh 
Chamber.  "By  all  means,"  said  th& 
witty  Frenchman,  "abolish  capital 
punishment ;  imtM  qtu  Mifituwt  Ut 
auauint  eommeiuent."  As  soon  sa  the 
boiglars  have  ceased  to  make  use  of 
revolverH  upon  Her  Majesty's  subjectSr 
and  upon  nn  armed  policemen,  th9 
necessity  for  inflicting  upon  them  the 
lash  will  cease.  The  remedy  is  in  their- 
handa,  and  I  do  not  believe  myself  that 
once  the  Judges  are  armed  with  the 
power  it  will  be  very  necessary  for  thorn 
to  exercise  it.  Uy  object  is  not  to  tortarOr 
but  to  deter.  Uy  Lords,  in  framing  thia 
Bill  it  baa  been  suggested  to  me  by  some 
of  my  noble  Friends  that  the  punish- 
ment ought  to  be  extended  to  ali 
burglars,  certainly  to  those  who  inflict 
actual  bodily  harm  in  the  course  of  their 
operations.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that 
there  may  not  be  a  great  deal  to  be  said, 
at  any  rate  for  the  latter  part  of  that 
suggestion ;  bat  this  BiU  is  aimed  at  a 
distinct  species  of  crime,  and  I  wish, 
with  your  Lordships'  permission,  to  con- 
fine it  to  that.  It  is  aimed  against  the 
habitual  criminal,  who  deliberately,  and 
with  malice  aforethought,  arms  himself 
with  a  revolver,  or  with  some  other  fire- 
arm, determined  to  make  use  of  it  rather 
than  allow  himself  to  be  oaptured, 
or  to  be  frustrated  in  his  designs;  and 
there  is  a  distinction  to  be  drawn  between 
such  a  man  as  that  and  the  criminal  who, 
in  the  heat  of  a  struggle,  inflicts  a  seriooa 
blow  upon  those  who  are  resisting  him. 
Then  I  am  quite  sure  that  unless  aome- 
thing  is  done  to  prevent  this  use  of  fire- 
arms by  habitual  oriminals,  the  country 
will  be  compelled  to  arm  the  police  wiUi 
an  equally  efficient  weapon.  That  is  a 
suggestion  which  I  myself  should  be 
sorry  to  see  carried  out  for  many  rea< 
sons.  It  would  be  rather  a  step  back- 
ward in  civilisation,  and  I  am  told  that 
the  police  themselves  are  not  detirons  of 
it.  But  if  burglars  are  still  to  b» 
allowed,  without  incurring  any  greater 
punishment,  to  arm  themaelvea  with 
such  weapons,  and  tberahy  eaoeipe  cap- 
ture, it  will  be  too  much  to  ask  an  un- 
armed man,  no  matter  how  brave  he  be, 
to  resist  them  in  their  dapredationa  or  to- 
effsot  their  capture.  Now,  my  Lords, 
turning  to  the  Bill  whioh  I  hold  in  my 
hand,  it  is  of  an  eztresnely  sin^la  oh^ 
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raoter.  It  is  very  much  after  the  model 
of  1863.  I  propose  to  enact  that  who- 
soever shall  be  guilty  of  any  arimes 
mectioDed  andsr  what  are  oalled  the 
hoasebreaking  and  burglary  olauses  of 
the  Larceny  hxX  of  1861,  and  shall  be 
found  when  doing  so  to  be  in  the  poe- 
Bsesion  of  fireanuB,  shall  be  liable  to 
the  same  penalties  aa  those  indicated  in 
tiie  Aot  of  my  noble  Friend,  whioh  I 
hare  oopied  verbatim.  Those  olausea  I 
hare  placed  in  the  Schedule  to  this  Bill, 
in  order  that  no  one  should  be  ignorant 
of  the  penalties  that  are  imposed.  If 
the  Bill  is  passed  through  both  Houses 
the  Schedules  may  be  omitted  if  it  is 
thought  neoessary.  I  also  provide  that 
the  attempt  to  commit  these  felonies 
shall  also  render  the  person  attempting 
them  liable  to  the  penalty  if  he  be 
found  armed  with  &rearms.  I  pro- 
Tide  that  it  shall  be  immaterial  whether 
the  firearm  is  loaded  or  unloaded. 
The  reason  for  that  is  that  there 
would  be  no  end  of  difiBcult  qneationa 
which  might  arise  on  the  trial  as  to 
whether  the  firearm  was  loaded  or  un- 
loaded. Nothing  would  bti  eaBier  for 
the  praotised  burglar  (and  that  is  the 
man  who  will  be  most  likely  to  be 
anned)  to  pat  the  ammunition  in  one 
pocket  and  the  pistol  in  the  other,  so 
tliat,  in  oase  he  was  arrested,  a  technical 
objection  might  be  taken  that  the 
weapon  was  not  loaded  at  the  time.  By 
the  seoond  clause  I  provide  that  any 
aooomplice  present  at  the  oommiseion  of 
the  onenoe,  and  acting  in  concert  with 
the  person  so  oonviotM,  shall  be  liable 
if  he  has  in  his  possession  any  firearms. 
That  is  also  necessary,  because  nothing 
would  be  easier  or  more  likely  than  for 
the  man  who  had  ased  the  revolver  to 
pass  it  to  one  of  his  aooomplioes,  and  so, 
when  he  was  arrested,  the  most  guilty  of 
the  lot  might  be  found  to  be  without  a 
weapoQ.  Again,  they  might  drop  the 
weapons,  and  none  of  them  would  be 
found  in  possession  of  firearms ;  bat  the 
fact  of  their  being  there  would,  under 
thia  clause,  render  it  a  question  for  the 

a  whether  one  of  them,  at  any  rate, 
not  been  at  the  time  the  offence  was 
committed  in  the  possession  of  firearms. 
I  provide,  by  tbe  third  clause,  that 
nothing  in  the  Act  shall  authorize  any 
Ooart  of  General  or  Quarter  Sessions  to 
order  this  penalty ;  but  such  Court  shall 
oontinne  to  exennse  its  jarisdiction  in  all 
oases  as  if  this  Act  had  not  been  passed. 


This  I  put  in,  not  because  I  have  my- 
self any  doubt  whatever  as  to  whether 
the  Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions  in  thia 
country  would  exercise  the  power  right- 
eously and  properly  and  wisely ;  but  I 
am  well  aware  that  there  is  a  strong 
feeling  elsewhere  agunst  giving  sueh 
powers  to  the  unpaid  magiBtrates,  and 
therefore  I  propose  to  reserve  the  power 
of  inflicting  this  particular  puniahment 
to  Her  Majesty's  Judges  sitting  in  the 
Court  of  Oyer  and  Terminer  and  Gaol 
Delivery.  By  the  4th  olanse  I  provide 
that  the  magiatratee  before  whom 
persons  ohargM  will  be  brought  shall 
commit  them  to  the  Aesizee,  or  to  the- 
Central  Criminal  Court,  as  the  case  may 
be,  and  not  to  the  SesaionB.  That  is  not 
an  unreasonable  provision,  because,  in 
the  case  of  burglary  or  housebreaking, 
where  one  of  the  parties  be  found  armed 
with  a  revolver,  it  mast  be  an  offence  of 
so  serious  a  nature  that  it  really  ought 
not  to  be  dealt  with  at  Quarter  Seaaions. 
This  ia  the  whole  of  the  Bill.  It  is  one 
of  a  aimple  character.  It  is  one,  I 
believe,  urgently  demanded  by  the  good 
sense  of  the  country,  and  I  humbly  ask 
your  fjordahips  to  g^ve  it  a  Second. 
Beading. 

*LoKD  NOETON :  My  Lords,  I  should 
like  to  say  a  few  words  in  support  of  a 
Bill  which  is  an  extension  of  the  enact- 
ment whioh  I  had  the  good  fortune  to 
carry  through  Parliament  about  3(t 
years  ago.  For  26  years  that  Act  has 
proved  the  truth  of  ita  principle.  The 
beat  test  of  any  punishment  is  its  effect 
in  preventing  a  repetition  of  the  crime, 
and  punishment,  to  be  effective,  must  bo 
suited  to  the  motives  of  the  criminal. 
"Wiiere  fear  of  bodily  pain  is  the  only 
deterrent  from  crime,  or  where  a 
morbid  desire  for  notoriety  or  a 
wanton  childish  love  of  mischief  is  the 
incentive,  the  best  penalty  that  can  bo 
devised  is  corporal  punishment,  which 
in  the  one  oase  inflicts  bodily  pain,  and 
in  the  other  oase  involves  disgrace  as  a 
oountertothenotorietysought.  All  those 
three  cases  have  been  illustrated  by  tho 
resnlts  of  three  Acta  recently  passed 
enabling'  corporal  punishment  to  be 
inflicted!  Garrotting  has  been  stopped 
by  this  means.  The  crime  of  ehooting 
at  the  Queen,  which  used  to  be  the 
fimbition  of  cracked-brained  seekera 
for  notoriety,  has  been  stopped  by  the 
threat  of  corporal  punishment;  and 
vanton  injury  to  works  of  art  ia  an 
BBS 
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illnatration  of  the  third  class  of  oaaoB 
nforred  to — that  of  ohildiah  aod  wanton 
mischief — lias  also  been  stopped  by 
annexin^f  coiporal  punishment  to  it. 
A  great  deal  of  nonaense  has  been 
adranced  against  corporal  punishment 
«B  degrading;  but,  m;  Lords,  if  the 
motives  of  a  criminal  are  degraded, 
the  medicine  mast  suit  the  disease. 
I  think  this  has  been  pretty  well 
proT9d  by  the  experience  of  these 
three  Acts  which  I  hare  mentioned. 
Perhaps  the  only  genuine 
against  corporal  punishment 
OBUsed  by  the  ezoessiTe  flo^ng 
of  former  times,  but  to  argue  nom 
the  abuse  against  the  use  of  any- 
thing will  surely  not  have  weight  with 
your  Lordships.  One  thing  is  dear — 
that  the  shorter  the  punishment  is  for 
its  purpose,  and  the  mors  immediately 
oonneoted  with  the  crime,  the  better  it  is 
both  tor  deterrence  and  for  example. 
Cu^am  ptenapremit  mntut  was  Horace's 
compliment  to  the  Gkivernment  of 
Augustus,  and  corporal  punishment  has 
the  merit  of  shortness  and  immediate  ap- 
plioation.  The  reasons  which  make 
some  people  prefer  long  imprisonment 
are  two,  both  very  bad  reasons.  The  one 
is  to  gfX  tid  of  a  criminal  out  of  the 
■vay  tor  as  long  as  possible.  That,  I 
maintain,  is  an  unfitobjeot  of  punishment. 
<!)oneation  must  deal  with  the  criminal, 
and  not  merely  get  him  out  of  sight.  A 
X>raoonian  Oode  would  bo  the  consum- 
mation  of  such  a  principle  of  punishment. 
We  got  into  the  way  of  it  by  our  system 
of  transportation,  and  the  most  unfortu- 
nate Buoatitution,  when  transportation 
was  not  possible,  of  penal  servitude  in 
parallel  long  terms  of  sentence.  The 
other  reason  advanced  in  favour  of 
long  imprisonment  is  the  hope  of 
reforming  and  educating  criminals  in 
prison.  I  maintain  that  there  oould 
not  be  a  worse  place  for  reformation 
of  charaoter  than  a  prison.  If  there 
is  any  education  in  a  prison  it  is  in  the 
art  of  hypocrisy,  but  as  to  charaoter 
bein^  reformed  during  a  long  term  of 
imprisonment  it  is  an  nnl^ely  and 
rare  ooourrenoe.  Sir  Edmund  Du 
-Oane,  the  Ohief  Oommissioner  of 
Prisons,  in  a  publioation  last  year, 
states  his  exparience  to  be  that  long 
terms  of  imprisonment  lose  their  de- 
-terrent  eSeot.  This  Bill  proposes  to 
-add  whipping  of  armed  burglars  to 
.any  other  punishment.  Oertainly,  the 
LarilforisH 
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punishment  of  whipping  is  the  most 
proper  for  such  reckless  violence,  and 
would  be  the  most  powerful  deterraiit, 
both  from  repetition  and  for  example.  I 
believe  in  many  oasee  that  whipping 
would  be  enough  without  the  additional 
punishment.  I  shall  beg  your  Lordships 
to  let  me  call  your  attention  soon  to 
other  crimes  of  similar  brutality  vhioh 
might  be  brought  within  the  same 
category.  Tour  Lordships  are  aware 
that  within  a  few  days  you  had  a  Betam 
laid  on  the  Table  from  the  magistracy 
of  a  great  part  of  this  Kingdom  in 
favour  of  extending  corporal  punishmBnt 
to  suitable  oases.  My  only  hope 
now  is  that  your  Lordships  will  unani- 
mously take  this  step  in  the  oonrBa 
of  the  improvement  of  our  Oriminal  Oode 
which  is  embodied  in  this  fiill. 

Loan  HER80HBLL:  My  Lorda,  I 
waited  to  hear  whether  my  noble 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack,  as  representjng 
the  (Government,  would  express  any 
opinion  upon  this  Bill ;  but  as  he  has 
not  risen  I  will  make  one  or  two  ob- 
servations upon  what  has  fallen  from 
the  noble  Lord  opposite.  Of  course, 
we  shall  all  be  thoroughly  agreed  in  oar 
desire  to  stop  the  onmes  at  which  this 
Bill  is  aimed,  and  to  amend  the  law,  if 
amended  it  can  be,  in  any  direction 
suitable  and  proper  with  a  view  to  that 
result.  But  I  cannot  help  bringing  to 
your  Lordships*  notice  the  fact  that  the 
arguments  in  favour  of  the  Bill  have 
been,  as  I  believe,  founded  very  greatly 
on  a  misapprehension  as  to  the  suocesa 
of  the  inniction  of  the  punishment  of 
flogging  in  putting  an  end  to  garrotting. 
A  measure  was  introduced  into  the 
House  of  Oommons  some  years  ago 
with  a  view  to  extending  the  puni^- 
ment  of  flogging  to  other  offences.  I 
think  that  in  £at  case  it  was  aimed 
against  assaults  upon  women.  I 
recently  moved  for  a  Return  shoving 
the  number  of  oases  in  which  offences 
had  been  tried  where  the  punishment 
of  flogging  oould  have  been  inflicted  for 
some  time  prior  to  the  Act  beooming 
law,  and  lor  several  years  subes- 
quently  to  the  Act  beooming  law; 
and  those  Betuma  oonduaively  showed 
that  it  was  not  that  Aet  whioh 
put  an  end  to  garrotting,  or  reduced  it 
within  narrow  limits.  It  had  been  re- 
duced within  nanow  limits  before  that 
Act  was  passed,  and  it  was  not  reduced 
into  narrower  limits  after  the  Act  wss 
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puaed.  One  of  the  Beturne  was  a 
Aetoni  showing  the  number  of 
tried,  of  offentMB  where  flogging  could 
be  administered,  and  the  number  of 
caeee  where  it  was  actually  administered. 
Aa  your  Lordships  may  be  aware,  some 
Jud  es  freely  oraer  the  infliction  of  the 
punishment,  others  never  make  it  port 
of  their  punishment.  Now.  on  looking 
at  these  Betums,  it  oannot  be  main- 
tained that  the  infliction  of  tbat  punish- 
ment was  a  very  potent  deterrent 
against  the  commission  of  offences.  I 
would  earnestly  commend  the  study  of 
these  Getums  to  your  Lordships  before 
this  Bill  is  passed  under  the  supposi- 
tion that  the  infliotion  of  corporal 
pnnishment  has  proved  a  satisfactory 
deterrent  in  the  oases  in  which  it  ha« 
beeu  inflicted.  Of  course,  the  whole 
strength  of  this  measure  rests  upon  the 
assertion  that  that  is  likely  to  be  the 
case.  I  say,  on  the  contrary,  that  so 
far  as  facts  go,  and  as  my  experience 
goes,  that  is  not  the  case ;  and  it  ie 
on  that  ground  that  I  am  not  prepared 
to  support  this  Bill.  Now,  I  will  tell 
your  Lordships  why  I  think  it  has  not 
been  the  case.  One  of  the  main  elements 
in  a  punishment  being  deterrent  rests 
in  this :  that  that  punishment  tbat  you 
intend  to  be  deterrent  shall  be  a  certain 
one — that  is  to  say,  any  person  com- 
mitting the  offence  will  bave  on  his 
mind  the  conviction  at  the  time  that  be 
is  likely  to  suffer  that  punishment.  But 
if  yon  only  leave  the  infliction  of  this 

Junishment  in  the  discretion  of  the 
udges,  and  if  you  know  perfectly  well 
that  it  will  not  depend  upon  the  offence, 
or  even  upon  the  gravity  of  the  offence, 
hut  upon  the  particular  Judge  who 
happens  to  try  the  case,  whether  the 
pnnishment  will  be  iuflicted  or  not — 
that  it  will  rather  more  often 
not  be  inflicted  than  inflicted — then, 
at  once,  any  certainty  of  that 
kind  absolutely  disappears.  And,  my 
Lords,  we  know  perfectly  well  tbat  that 
will  be  the  case.  There  are  some  Judges 
who  are  known  as  flogging  Judges  [or 
there  hare  been),  and  there  are  some 
Judges  who  are  perfectly  well  known  to 
be  very  much  indisposed  to  order  the 
infliction  ot  that  form  of  punishment; 
and  the  result  has  been,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  that  neither  giving  the  Judges 
power  to  inflict,  nor  the  actual  infliotion 
of  it,  has,  as  far  as  can  be  ascertained, 
diminished  crime.    The  noble  Lord  who 
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seconded  thie  Bill  seconded  it  beoaasff 
he  proposes  something  like  a  revolution 
in  the  matter  of  our  punishment.  He 
proposes  that  you  should  extend  this 
practice  of  flogging  much  more  largely 
— he  takes  this  aa  aa  instalment.  He 
says  we  are  to  have  shorter  sentences 
and  more  flogging.  Now  I  confess  I 
have  myself  very  great  doubts  as  to  the 
advisatnlity  of  such  a  change.  The 
punishment  of  flogging,  I  believe,  is 
the  most  uneqnal  of  punishments. 
It  is  punishment  which  is'  to  some 
a  punishment  of  extreme  and  intense 
severity,  whilst  to  persons  who  may 
have  been  just  as  guilty  as  the 
others  it  is  a  punishment  of,  com- 
paratively speaking,  moderate  seve- 
rity. It  depends  on  the  character  and 
constitution  of  the  individual  who  may 
be  punished,  and  may  have  very  little  to 
do  with  the  aggravation  or  brutality 
of  the  crime.  I  should  be  sorry  to 
generalize  in  any  way;  but,  at  all  events, 
it  is  quite  possible  tbat  those  who  are  tbe 
most  guilty  will  the  least  feel  the  kind 
of  punishment  which  it  is  proposed  by 
this  Bill  to  inflict.  And  undoubtedly 
there  is  a  feeling  which  would  be  very 
much  opposed  to  any  la^e  or  gene* 
ral  extension  of  tliis  punishment  of 
flogging.  As  I  have  said,  there  are 
certainly  some  Judges  who  have  the 
strongest  objection  to  this  form  of 
puni^ment,  and  who  would  be 
most  unwilling  to  order  its  infliction  ; 
but  surely  the  first  essential  is  to  have 
some  evidence  before  us — and  we  have 
none — tbat  the  punishment,  where  it  baa 
been  adopted,  has  been  effective.  I  will 
tell  tbe  noble  Lord  opposite  what  Z 
believe  did  put  a  stop  to  the  immense 
amount  of  robbery  with  violence  which 
was  rife  some  little  time  before  that 
Act  was  introduced,  and  which  was,  no 
doubt,  the  origin  of  tbe  measure.  There 
were  a  number  of  cases  of  garrotting 
tried  at  the  Central  Oriminal  Court  to- 

J ether.  They  were  all  tried  by  a  learned 
adge  who  is  now  a  Member  of  this 
House  ( Lor  dBram  well),  and  he  sentenced 
all  the  offenders  to  penal  servitude  for 
life.  If  anyone  will  study  the  records 
of  the  Central  Criminal  Court  they  will 
find  tbat  tbat  was  fallowed  by  an  enor- 
mous diminution  in  the  number  of 
offences,  and  that  diminution  was  not 
carried  any  further  by  tbe  passing  of 
the  Act  which  instituted  flogging  for 
that  crime.    I  quite  feel  that  burglars 
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irho  are  found  in  posaesiion  of  firearniB 
diould  be  most  severely  puaished — I  do 
not  in  the  leut  diBagree  with,  tha  noble 
Lord  apposite  with  regard  to  that; 
and  I  should  personally  like  to  see 
the  use  or  poseesaion  of  fireanns  by  a 
person  committing  offenoes  of  this 
description  made  of  itself  punishable, 
in  addition  to  the  punisbmsnt  which  is 
given  for  the  ofiience  under  other  oir- 
oamstanoeB,  so  as  to  mark  distinctly  the 
view  of  the  law  that  it  is  an  aggravation 
of  the  offence,  and  that  there  ought  to 
be  some  apeoial  puniahment  attaohed  to 
it.  I  think,  if  that  were  done,  it  would 
be  much  mare  likely  to  mark  the  special 
character  of  the  offence  by  securing  a 
special  punishment  in  reepect  of  the 
use  of  firearms  or  the  carrying  of  fire- 
arms by  peraons  committing  onrglary, 
and  it  would  be  much  more  likely  to  be 
effectual,  than  merely  giving  power  to 
Judges  to  order  flogging,  and  leaving  it 
absolutely  to  their  diaoretion  to  exercise 
the  power  or  not,  when  we  know  that 
tha  diaoretion  would  be  esercieed  in  a 
different  way  by  different  Judges.  On 
these  grounds,  although  I  sympathize 
entirely  with  the  object  of  this  Bill,  I 
confess  I  am  unable  to  give  my  support 
to  it. 

Thx  FREUIER  and  8E0RETABY 
OF  STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(The  If arquess  of  Sausbubt)  :  My 
Lords,  I  only  riae  because  I  happened 
to  be  in  the  Houae  of  Commons  at  the 
time  when  the  Bill  was  paeeed  to  which 
my  noble  Friend  opposite  (Lord  Her- 
ecbell)  has  referred,  and  my  recollection 
differs  very  distinctly  from  that  of  the 
nobleLord.  Myreoollection  is  that  the  in- 
troduction and  passiag  of  that  Bill  acted 
like  a  charm,  and  that  even  as  soon  as 
it  was  clear  that  it  would  paaa  there  was 
a  very  large  diminution  of  these  offences. 
I  think  the  noble  Lord's  argument  is 
imperfect  in  this — that  he  seems  to  look 
at  the  operation  of  moral  causes  in  the 
manner  in  which  he  would  deaoribe  a 
laboratory  experiment.  He  says  one' 
Judge  did  sentence  to  flowing,  and  nc 
diminution  of  crime  followed;  another 
Judge  did  not  sentence  to  fiog^ng,  and 
a  diminutioQ  followed.  That  is  rather 
a  coarse  and  material  way  of  looking 
at  the  operation  of  great  moral  causes 
such  as  uiia.  Ton  must  look  at  the  thing 
in  large,  and  looking  at  it  in  that  way, 
nnleea  my  memoiy  grossly  deceives  me, 
that  measare  was  one  of  tiie  most  effioa- . 
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oions  meftanres  of  the  Oriminal  Xav  ever 
paaaed.  Of  course,  it  is  perfeotily 
possible  that,  at  the  same  tune, 
Lord  Bramwell  interfered  with  his 
very  jnst  and  reaolnte  aentanoes; 
but  it  is  almost  impossible  to  diejoin 
the  effect  of  various  causes  operating 
together  towards  the  same  end.  Per- 
haps I  might  be  allowed  to  plead  that 
the  very  fact  of  Parliament  paasing  the 
Act  was  not  without  its  effeot  upon  that 
learned  Judge's  mind. 

LoBD  HEXfiOHELL :  The  sentences 
were  pronounoed  before  the  Aot  passed. 
The  UAKarBBS  op  SALISBUBT: 
Well,  I  am  speaking  from  memorjr,  but 
I  think  the  noble  Lord  is  hiatorioally 
wrong  in  his  references  to  what  hap- 
pened. There  waa  an  epidemic  of 
farrotting  in  November,  December,  and 
anaary,  1662  and  I8S3,  and  the  mea- 
sure to  which  reference  haa  been  made 
was  introduced  as  soon  as  Parliament 
met.  The  noble  Lord  says  that  thia 
punishment  is  unequal.  That  is  per- 
fectly true.  I  would  be  very  glad  if 
the  noble  Lord  wonld  lay  on  tha  Table 
a  list  of  punishments  which  are  not  un- 
equal. I  know  of  none.  Even  the 
punishment  of  death  is  unequal.  There 
is  no  puniahment  which  would  not  hit 
mere  hardly  upon  the  man  of  delicate 
and  refined  nature  than  the  man  coarsely 
brought  up — hit  more  hardly  upon  the 
man  of  delicate  physical  conformation 
than  the  man  who  had  a  robust  consti- 
tution. Whatever  the  punishment  is,  the 
pain  it  inflicts  must  largely  depend  upon 
the  nature  and  the  antecedents  of  the 
person  upon  whom  it  is  inflicted ;  and  it 
IB  no  real  objection  to  make  to  a  puniah- 
ment, that  is  otherwise  effioatnoua,  that 
it  is  unequal.  That  ia  one  of  the  neces- 
sary defects  of  human  puniahment ;  hut 
it  is  a  defect  which  has  to  be  ignored  ia 
the  necessity  of  putting  down  crime. 
But  the  extent  to  which  this  punishment 
ought  to  be  applied  muat  depend  largely 
upon  public  opinion  at  the  time.  Fan- 
ishments  may  be  robbed  of  all  their 
benefit  if  they  go  against  the  moral  feel- 
ing of  the  community  in  which  they  are 
inflicted.  I  do  not  see  what  force  there 
is  in  the  argument  that  my  noble  Friend 
asks  for  thia  Bill  only  as  an  instalment. 
That  ia  the  ordinary  attitude  of  all 
reformers,  and  they  are  often  candid 
enough  to  say  if  they  get  what  they  ask 
at  first  they  will  carry  it  further.  Bat 
in  spite  of  that  it  has  been  the  practice 
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Thb  XUhl  of  OASNABYOH:  M7 
Lorde,  as  it  happens  that  I  mysaU  was 
partly  oonoernea  in  the  Bill  to  which 
allusion  has  been  made,  and  oairied  that 
BUI  through  your  Lordships'  House 
after  my  noble  Friend,  then  Ur. 
Adderley,  had  introduced  it  into  the 
House  of  Oommons,  I  should  like  to  say 
one  word  upon  the  subject.  There 
vas  great  opposition  at  the  time  to  the 
introduction  of  this  principle  of  corporal 
punishment.  There  is  no  doubt  that  at 
the  time  of  the  passing,  or  about  the 
time  of  the  passing,  01  that  Act,  the 
crime  at  which  the  Act  was  directed  fell 
off.  Whether  that  was  propUr  hoe  or 
not  I  really  cannot  say.  I  looked  veiy 
closely  at  the  time,  I  remember,  into 
the  question  which  Sir  James  Uowbray 
BO  ve^  warmly  disputed — whether  or  no 
the  ftdling  off  of  crime  was  due  to  the 
Act,  or  whether  it  was  due  to  other 
canses  such  as  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Herschell)  has  mentioned. 
I  always  indulged  the  hope  that  it  was 
due  to  the  Act  in  which  I  had  had  a 
oonsiderable  share ;  bat  I  think  this  at 
least  is  certain,  and  will  he  supported 
by  the  general  evidence  of  Judges  and 
Ohairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions — that 
oorporal  punishment,  when  discreetly 
ana  sparingly  adopted,  is  viewed  wiui 
very  great  terror  by  the  criminal  cLasaee. 
It  IS  a  punishment  which  is  open,  no 
doubt,  to  abuse,  and  singular  abuse,  if 
indiscreetly  used;  but,  on  theotherhand, 
if  exercised  with  great  caution,  I  think 
the  opinion  of  everybody  concerned 
with  the  criminal  classes  would  go  to  this 
lengtii  at  least — that  it  is  viewed  with 
extreme  apprehension  and  terror.  Ons 
object  of  this  Bill,  as  I  understand — and 
there^  I  think,  eve^one  will  sympathise 
with  it — is  indirectly  to  restrict  the  per- 
nicious habit  of  carrying  firearms. 
That  is  a  question  which,  of  course,  is 
apart  firam  the  offence  of  housebreak- 
ing. There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that 
of  late  years  the  habit  of  carrying  re- 
Tolvers  and  pistols  amongst  the  peaoe- 
able  population  of  this  country  has 
grown  up.  I  tlunk,  myself,  it  is  a  mis- 
chievous habit,  and  one  which  it  would 
be  well  if  Parliament  did  its  best  to  put 
a  stop  to.  A  very  simple  method  of 
dealing  with  it,  of  course,  is  to  impoae 
a  licence  npon  the  possession  of  taese 
weapons,  hut  it  ia  difficult  to  enforce 
snch  a  regulation.    In  foreign  oonntriei 
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■of  Parliament  to  grant  reforms  which  it 
bad  no  intention  of  carrying  to  the  ex- 
tent which  its  advocates  candidly  and 
confessedly  desired.  If  we  applied  that 
principle  to  my  noble  Friend's  Bill  we 
might  aooept  the  Bill  without  aocepting 
a  more  extended  application  of  the  prin- 
ciple. I  believe  that  the  evil  with  i»iich 
Ulo  Bill  proposes  to  deal  is  a  very  great 
one,  and  that  it  is  neceesaiy  to  check 
this  Dse  of  firearms  whioh  has  been 
qnite  reoentjy  introdnced  among  our 
people.  In  Oommittee  any  modification 
4>t  the  Bill  which  is  thought  desirable 
ean  be  suggested  aod  aoy  safeguards 
introdnoed,  or  any  role  adopted  which 
may  amend  the  caprice  of  different 
Judges  to  whioh  the  noble  Lord  re- 
ferred; but  I  believe  my  noble  Friend 
is  right  in  pointing  out  what  is  a  very 
.great  evil,  and  th«t  the  balance  of  argu- 
ment is  in  favour  of  the  Second  Bead- 
ing of  this  Bill. 

*&iXL  COWPEB :  Uy  Lords,  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  this  is  rather  retro- 
.^ade  legislation.  It  seems  to  me  that, 
a  we  paaa  this  measure,  we  shall  find 
it  difficult  not  to  go  furtiier.  There  is 
no  very  great  difference,  alter  all,  between 
«  burglar  who  carries  a  revolver  in  order 
that  he  may  shoot  a  man,  and  another 
who  carries  a  knife  or  a  life-preserver 
which  would  be  equally  likely  to  cause 
death.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
possible  to  confine  the  (deration  of  the 
measure  to  the  use  of^  firearms.  It 
wxinld  have  to  be  extended  to  other 
deadly  weapons  if  passed  at  all,  and  I 
ihink  it  would  be  retrograde  legisla- 
tion. The  feeling  in  this  oountiy  is  very 
strong  against  flogging,  except  for  very 
diegrao^il  oStooes.  80  strong  is  it, 
that,  in  spite  of  many  arguments  whioh 
were  bronght  up  by  experienced  officers 
in  the  Army  as  to  the  absolute  neees- 
oity  of  preserving  flogging  in  the  Army 
.and  Navy,  it  boa  to  he  done  away  with. 
After  all,  what  is  flogging  but  inflicting 
torture ;  andif  you  once  admit  the  prin- 
■oiple  of  torture  in  punishment,  you  eo 
back  to  the  system  which  prevailed  in  t£e 
Middle  Ages.  I  think  we  ought  to  be  very 
careful  in  extending  the  practice  of 
flogging.  If  we  are  to  have  the  punish- 
ment u  flogging  at  all,  it  should  be 
limited  to  some  absolutely  disgraceful 
Aots,  and  not  simply  used  as  a  deterrent. 
For  these  reasons.  I  feel  it  incumbent 
do  vote  against  the  Bill. 
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la^Ution  has  boon — snd,  I  think,  not 
m^oBtly — TBTy  strict  upon  the  Rubject; 
and  laws  are  in  euetence  both  in  France 
snd  in  Italy  directed,  not  so  much 
tLgoinat  the  pOBBsBsion  of  theee  weapons, 
oa  against  the  eiie  and  particular  make 
of  the  very  light  ones.  That  is  a  matter 
well  deserring  of  the  attention  of  Par- 
liament. It  certainly  tends  to  crime, 
and  it  engenders  a  much  too  facile  use 
of  those  particular  weapons.     With  re- 

faid  to  this  partiaular  Bill,  I  do  not  uu- 
srstand  why  my  noble  Friend  who  has 
introduced  it  has  disqualified  Uuarter 
Bessions  from  dealing  with  these  ques- 
tions. Quarter  SeBsious  at  this  moment 
is  perfectly  competent  to  order  corporal 

Sunishment  in  oases  of  robbery,  and  it 
oes  order  it,  and  I  oan  see  no  reason 
whatever  why  that  power  should  be 
taken  from  it.  The  Chairmen  of  Quar- 
ter Sessions,  as  a  rule,  are  quite  as  com- 
petent, itseemstome,  to  impose  corporal 
punishment  in  the  case  of  housebreak- 
ing as  in  the  ease  of  robbery.  I  do  not 
quite  follow  the  meaning  of  Clause  2, 
in  which  it  is  provided  that  if  a  person 
committing  the  offence  of  housebreaking 
is  accompanied  by  an  accomplice,  and 
that  accomplice  carries  a  loaded  or  un- 
loaded gun,  not  the  accomplice,  but  the 
principaJ,  is  to  suffer  corporal  poniah- 
ment. 

Thb  Babl  of  MILLTOWN:  My 
noble  Friend  has  misinterpreted  the 
oIbubc. 

Thb  EiBL  of  CAENAEVON':  I  do 
not  distinctly  understand  why  this 
penalty  should  be  limited  to  house- 
breaking alone.  If  a  robber  who 
attacks  a  man  on  the  high  road  has  a 
pistol  in  his  pocket  or  in  hie  hand, 
it  seems  to  me  that  he  deserves  the 
sentence  of  the  law  in  this  respect  quite 
as  much  as  a  housebreaker,  and  I  do  not 
see  the  logic  of  separating  the  two  cases, 
nnlesB  it  be,  as  my  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Norton)  indicated,  that  this  is  merely  an 
instalment,  and  that  a  much  larger 
measure  will  follow  hereafter. 

Eael  QEAMVILLB  :  Uy  Lords,  I 
thoroughly  agree  with  the  object  of  the 
measure.  The  habit  has,  no  doubt,  veiy 
much  increased  of  late  years  of  this  par- 
ticular class  of  persons  going  about 
armed.  This  Bill  is  based  entirely  on 
the  principle  of  preventing  that  habit  by 
the  infliction  of  corporal  punishment. 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Norton)  took  the 
line  that  oorporu  punishment  had  had 
Tht  E»l  of  Carnarvon 


deterrent  efiFeote  in  the  cases  in  which,  it 
had  been  infiioted,  and  the  noble  MAr- 
queas  (the  Uarquess  of  Salisbu^)  filao 
took  that  line.  Hy  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Herachell)  gave  his 
reasons  for  thinking  that  it  was  an 
error  to  suppose  that  that  had  been  the 
result  of  the  Act.  Now,  I  agree  entirely 
with  Lord  Oowper  in  regard  to  the- 
general  principle  which  ought  to 
govern  us — I  mean  those  general  princi- 
ples which  induced  a  great  reform  in. 
the  infliction  of  corporal  punishment  in 
our  criminal  procedure,  and  which  seem 
equally  opposed  to  our  reverting  to  it 
unless  in  cases  of  absolute  neoeadty. 
The  noble  Lord  who  has  spoken  la^ 
(the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  added  to  this 
evidence  the  statement  that  in  the 
opinion  of  all  the  Judges,,  and  of  all  the 
Cnairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions,  oorporol 
punishment  was  desirable  in  certain 
oases.  He  did  not  give  us  any  clae  aa 
to  haw  he  obtained  that  evidence. 

The  Eael  of  CAENAEVON :  That 
is  a  little  enlarging  my  argument. 

Eabl  QRANVliLLE  :  Well  how  far 
did  the  noble  Earl  go  ? 

The  Eahl  of  OABNAEVON:  Bo 
far  as  I  remember,  what  I  stated  was 
this  —  that  it  was  the  opinion  of  all 
those  -who  were  competent  to  pronounce- 
an  opinion — some  Judges,  some  Chair- 
men of  Quarter  Sessions,  some  gentle- 
men engaged  in  the  control  of  prisonera 
— tbat  corporal  punishment  was  viewed- 
by  the  >>riminal  classes  with  singular 
apprehension  and  terror.  I  do  not 
think  I  went  beyond  that. 

Earl  GEANVILLB;  The  introduc- 
tion of  the  word  ''some"  makes  the 
whole  difference,  because  that  is  exactly 
A  propoi  of  what  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Herschell)  pointed  out— 
and  it  waa  admitted  by  the  noble  Mar- 

Esa — that  the  Judges  act  so  very 
arently  that,  whereas  some  do  apply 
corporal  punishment,  others  make  it  a 
habit  never  to  do  so.  I  may  remind, 
your  Lordships  that  when  Lord  Aber- 
dare,  who  I  am  sorry  to  say  is  not  here 
to-night,  but  who  spoke  with  the 
authority  of  Home  ^ecretar^  at  the 
time  of  the  passing  of  that  Bill 

The  UAuaussa  of  SALIBBTTEY: 
Sir  George  Qrey  was  Home  Secretory  at 
that  time.         

Eakl  CEANVTLLE  :  At  any  rate  he 
put  forward  certain  facts  which  were 
opposed  to  the  conclusions  of  the  nobifr 
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Marquess,  and  entireJr  ooiacided  with 
those  of  m;  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  HerBohell).  I  cannot  pledge  my 
memoiy  to  the  exact  statement  Lord 
Aberdare  made,  but  I  think  it  \ras  tc 
th«  effect  that  he  attributed  the  im- 
jaorement  that  had  taken  place  to  the 
resolute  action  taken  by  the  police 
against  Karrotters,  and  the  arrest  of  the 
principu  gang  who  were  doing  the  mis- 
chiet,  and  the  severe  aentenoes  which 
were  passed  by  Lord  Bramwell.  This 
all  points  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
cassation  of  the  crime  of  garrotting 
took  place  before  that  Act  came  into 
operation  at  all.  Tf  that  is  the  fact — 
and  I  think  Lord  Aberdare  was  not 
likely  to  be  mistaken  upon  the  subject, 
nor  is  my  noble  and  learned  Fnend 
(Lord  HeTBohell)  likely  to  be  entirely 
wrong  in  his  recollection — I  would 
recommend  that  a  short  interval  should 
take  place  before  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill  to  ascertain  the  facts  which, 
vieved  from  different  sides,  are  now 
entirely  in  dispute. 

•Lord  FITZ  GERALD :  My  Lords,  if 
your  Lordships  give  a  Second  Reading 
to  this  Bill,  it  is  one  of  such  a  character, 
and  so  very  important,  tbat  it  would 
probably  go  to  one  of  the  recently- 
appointed  Qrand  Gommitteea — I  suppose 
the  Grand  Committee  on  Law  —  and 
there  would  be  ainple  opportunity  to 
make  all  the  inquiries  which  are  neces- 
saiT-  Now  let  us  see  what  is  the  Bill 
and  what  is  the  object  of  tbe  Bill.  The 
object  of  my  noble  Friends  is  that  the 
practice  of  persons  engaging  in  burglary , 
being  at  the  time  armed,  with  the  intent, 
probably,  to  take  human  life  if  neces- 
sary to  enable  them  to  carry  out  their 
felonious  intent,  should  be  put  an  end 
to ;  and  he  aims  at  deterring  from  that 
by  resting  in  the  Judges  a  power,  in 
aggravated  cases,  to  inflict  corporal 
punishment.  When  my  noble  Friend, 
some  few  days  ago,  put  a  question  to  the 
Ouvernment  as  to  whether  they  were 
prepared  to  introduce  any  measure  with 
a  view  to  regulating  and  limiting  the 
pernicious  habit  of  carrying  revolvers, 
his  question  was  directed  to  this  alone, 
but  I  think  he  has  now  very  properly 
extended  it.  I  am  not  in  a  position 
to  speak  from  any  experience  as  to 
the  effect  of  snob  le^slation  in  this 
country,  and  I  will  not  presume  to 
criticize  the  advice  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Front  Bench  has 
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S'ven  us.  It  is  said  that  the  effect  or 
e  Aot  passed  in  13S3  was,  by  deterring 
parties  nom  the  repetition  of  the  offence, 
to  secure  tbe  cessation  of  the  crime  of' 
garrotting.  Now,  under  the  Bill  now 
before  your  Lordehips,  it  is  proposed 
to  apply  the  punishment  only  to 
very  aggravated  coses— cases  where 
parties  go  armed  for  the  purpose  of 
committing  burglary,  and  prepared 
presumably  to  use  their  Grearms,  and,  if 
necessary  for  their  purposes,  to  take 
human  life.  For  a  Bill  goingto  that  ex- 
tent I  am  prepared  to  give  my  assentr 
and  I  think  your  Lordships  should  give 
this  Bill,  which  is  designed  with  a  very 
proper  object,  a  Second  Reading.  I  ant. 
not  alarmed  by  tbe  proposal  to  leave - 
the  question   of  the  infliction   of   the 

Junishment  to  the  discretion  of  the 
udges.  I  hope  we  shall  never  oome- 
to  a  time  when  in  England  there  shall 
be  a  law  taking  away  the  discretion 
of  the  Judge,  and  forcing  him  to  inflict 
in  every  case  coming  within  the  cate- 
gory the  utmost  punishment  that  the- 
iaw  empowers  him  to  inflict.  Yon  must 
have  that  judicial  discretion.  It  may  be 
that  in  the  case  of  a  weak  man  the' 
power  will  not  be  put  in  force;  but' 
in  the  case  of  strong  Judges  it  will 
be  exercised  for  the  public  protection.  I 
had  one  opportunity  of  considering  the 
effect  of  corporal  punishment,  and  that' 
was  on  a  very  remarkable  occasion. 
Some  noble  Lords  may  still  recollect  that . 
in  1867  there  was  an  armed  insurrection. 
in  Ireland.  On  that  oooasion  many 
hundred  prisoners  were  arrested  in  a 
state  of  insurrection.  They  were  cap- 
tured by  the  military  and  marched  into- 
Dublin,  and  subsequently  committed  for- 
trial.  It  was  my  lot  to  have  to  assist 
upon  the  Special  Commission  with  my 
late  friend  Lord  Justice  Whiteside  in 
the  trial  of  those  prisoners.  The  then 
Viceroy  (Lord  Abercorn)  wisely  con- 
sidered that  it  would  be  simply  elevating 
the  prisoners  to  the  position  of  political 
martyrs  to  try  tbem  for  treason  or' 
high  treason,  and  accordingly  the- 
Qovemment  determined  tbat  the  trial 
take  place  under  an  Aot  of 
George  11.,  wluch  gave  power  to  im-- 
prison,  and  in  certain  cases  corporal 
punishment  could  be  inflicted.  Now,. 
Chief  Justice  Whiceside  and  I  oonsulte*. 
together,  and  we  came  ultimately  to  the- 
conoluaion  tbat  as  np  violence  had  been, 
used,  as  there  bad  been  no  house  broken.. 
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into  and  no  life  had  been  taken,  these 
Tere  caseB  in  which  we  ought  not  to 
iafliotoorporalpunialinient.  la  passing 
A  short  eentonce  of  imprisonment  on 
the  first  man  tried  under  the  Act,  we 
announoed  &om  the  Bench  that  where 
no  outrage  had  been  actuaU j  committed 
-corporal  puaiehment  would  not  be  in- 
flicted. Now,  what  was  the  result  ?  The 
zesult  was  that  hundreds  of  trials  were 

'Oompressed  into  a  few  dajs  because  the 
people,  relieved  from  the  fear  of  oorporaJ 
punishment,  came  in  and  pleaded  ^lilty 

■  and  received  very  moderate  sentences. 
Kow,  my  Lords,  what  was  the  result? 
The  country  became  aware  from  the 

.  judical  statement  that  there  was  power 
in  such  cases  to  inflict  corporal  punish- 
ment, and  since  then  there  has  been  no 
playing  at  insurrection.  I  am  quite 
prepared  to  arm  the  Judges  with  this 

-  aiscretionary  power. 

Thb  EiBL  OF  BIIMBERLET :  My 
Iiords,  this  is  not,  perhaps,  the  time  for 
discussing  the  very  remarkable  instance 
to  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
has  alluded;  but  I  feel  bound  to  aay  this 
— that  I  am  exceedingly  glad  that  he  and 
his  learned  Colleague  came  to  the  oon- 

-  elusion,  as  they  did,  that  the  oases  of  in- 
surrection to  which  he  has  alluded  were 

'  not  fit  cases  for  corporal  punishment, 
and  I  desire  to  express  my  very  strong 
conviction  that  in  no  case  whatever  in 

■this  country  would  it  ever  be  right  to 
inflict  corporal  puaiehment  in  cases  of 
insurrection.  I  sincerely  trust  that  no 
auoh  attempt  will  ever  be  made,  and  of 
this  I  am  perfectly  certain— that  if  it  is 

'  ever  made  it  will  revolt  every  man  of 
Tight  principle  in  this  country.    But  that 

.  is  quite  apart  from  the  questions  before 
UB,  of  which  everybody  must  have  heard, 

'  and  which  evei^body  must  wish  to  see 
suppressed.  The  question  here  is 
whether  corporal  punishment  is  a 
punishment  which  is  likely  to  effect 
the  object  which  we  have  in  view. 
I  confess  I  doubt  it  extremely.  It 
is  always  very  difficult  to  ascertain 
whether  certain  effects  follow  from  eer- 

'  tain  causes,  and  I  have  no  special  know- 

'  ledge,  but  only  general  remembrance,  as 
tp  what  followed  immediately  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  1863 ;  but  what  I 
would  remind  your  Lordships  of  ia  this — 

'  that  this  system  of  flogging  was  the  old 

'  system  in  this  country  indicted  on  the 
largest  possible  scale;  and  experience — 

dongesperienue — the  experience  of  gene- 
Zard  Pitt  Otrald 
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rations  showed  oonclosively  that  tMi 
punislunent  of  flogging  did  not  detei 
nom  crime.  On  the  oontrary,  the  classes 
subjected  to  it  became  indinerent  to  the 
punishment,  and  one  of  the  great  re- 
forms in  the  present  century  was  the 
abandonment  of  what  was  found  to  be 
a*thQroughly  bad  system,  and  the  adop- 
tion of  another  system;  and,  for  my 
part,  I  am  not  in  favour  of  reverting  to 
the  old  system.  Some  people  imagine  - 
that  criminals  will  be  deterred  by  the 
punishment  of  flogging.  I  do  not  be- 
Ueve  it.  There  may  be  two  or  three 
cases  where  the  man  may  be  alarmed, 
but  I  believe  that  long  experience  of  the 
criminal  population  shows  that  where 
flogging  has  been  adopted  the  deterrent 
effects  are  very  small  indeed.  Bnt,  on 
the  other  hand,  I  am  of  opinion 
that  some  additional  punislunent  is 
required  in  the  cases  to  which  this  Bill 
refers,  and  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Herschell)  hinted  at  what  I  think 
would  be  a  very  practical  improvement 
in  the  law — namely,  that  tbe  possession 
of  firearms  in  tbe  oases  mentioned  in 
this  Bill  ebould  be  made  a  distinct  and 
additional  offence.  Whenever  a  man 
who  is  committing  an  offence  of  this 
kind  is  found  in  the  possesuon  of  fire- 
arms under  the  circumstances  stated,  ho 
should  be  charged,  as  an  entirely  distinct 
and  separate  offence,  with  having  arms 
in  his  possession,  loaded  or  unloaded. 
That  seems  to  me  to  be  a  far  more 
prudent  mode  of  dealing  with  this 
matter  than  by  flogging.  The  fact  of 
the  matter  is  that,  besides  the  doubt 
which   exists  as  to  the  efficacy  of  the 

Eiunishment  of  flogging,  there  is  so  veiy 
arge  and  wide  a  sentiment  in  tbe  com- 
munity against  it  that  it  does  not  receive 
that  moral  sanction,  on  the  whole,  which 
is,  as  the  noble  Marquess  justly  observed, 
absolutely  necessary  in  order  that  the 
punishment  should  have  any  effect.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  fitzQerald) 
suggested  that  this  Bill  should  go  to  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Law.  I  sincerely 
trust  that  that  course  will  not  be  taken. 
This  is  a  matter  in  which  Lay  Lords  have 
quite  as  good  opportunity  of  forming  a 
private  opinion  as  any  noble  and  learned 
Lord.  It  is  not  a  question  of  law,  bnt 
a  question  as  to  what  should  be  the 
punishment.  If  it  is  desirable  to  have 
aa  inquiry  into  the  fact,  and  to  see 
whether  or  not  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Hersohell)  is  justified  in 
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"tbe  ooncluBioii  he  draws  as  to  the  effect 
of  the  Act  of  1863,  then  the  proper 
-OOOTBe  wonid  be  not  to  refer  the  Bill 
^after  a  Second  Beading,  bnt  to  refer  the 
•whole  aubjeot  to  a,  Select  Oommittee. 
JS  the  Bill  is  proposed  to  be  road  a 
.second  time  now,  I  shall  oertainljr  vote 
-ainiiiBt  it. 

Thk  lord  CHANCELLOR:  My 
JLords,  the  uaefol  disouaslDn  that  we  hare 
had  does  not  seem  to  have  resulted  in 
taij  practical  suggestion  as  to  what  is  to 
he  done  with  an  evil  which  is  admitted 
ito  exist ;  and  when  I  say  that,  I  do  not 
accept  the  obserrationa  that  the  noble 
Lord  has  just  made.  Fractioallf  this 
offence — the  one  which  strikes  CTeryone 
as  the  one  that  is  on  the  increase,  and 
^hioh  ought  to  be  checked — is  the  pos- 
eeesion  of  firearms  by  burglars  at  night. 
T  do  not  mean  to  aaytbat  it  is  absolutely 
confined  to  that,  but  that  is  praotically 
"the  real  evil  that  is  growing,  and  that 
people  feel  to  be  a  very  serious  danger. 
Now,  the  punishment  for  burglary  at 
present  is  penal  servitude  for  life.  How 
«re  we  going  to  increase  that  ?  You 
^jan  only  do  tt  by  imposing  the  punish- 
ment of  death.  I  w)  not  suppose  that 
ihat  is  the  practical  suggestion  which 
will  be  made.  Therefore  it  seems  to 
me  that  if  the  only  suggestion  is  that 
;you  are  to  increase  the  punishment, 
which  already  has  reached  the  extreme, 
-that  is  no  very  great  contribution  to  the 
.  aolution  of  the  problem.  Now,  the  dis- 
.cusaion  has  taken  rather  a  historical 
turn.  I  confess  that  my  memory  was 
rather  against  that  of  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (Lord  Hersohell),  and  I 
-sent  for  the  only  book  that  I  could  at 
-the  moment  lay  my  hand  on  ;  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  it  is  any  great  historical 
authority,  but  so  far  as  it  goes  it  entirely 
iBupports  what  the  noble  Han^uess  said. 
I  find  in  "  Haydn's  Dictionary  of 
Dates,"  in  the  article  on  "  Garrotting," 
after  describing  what  the  offence  is,  it 
.says — 

"  Many  attempts  to  itrangle  made  by  thieves 
-tanned  garrotten,  in  the  vinteT  of  18S2-3,led 
to  the  psiaiaK  of  >ui  Act  in  July  1863  to  puniih 
these  acteby  flogging,  which  proTed  effectaal." 

I  do  not  mean  at  all  to  say  that  there 
may  not  be  important  matters  to  be  die- 
-covered  in  the  statistics  to  which  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  refers,  and,  be- 
-tween  this  time  and  the  time  when  the 
Sill  is  likely  to  be  parted  with  by  your 
Xordships  one  way  or  another,  it  would 


be  very  desirable  that  those  statistiol 
should  be  laid  before  us.  But  un- 
doubtedly this  fact  cannot  be  denied, 
that  at  one  period — namely,  the  period 
referred  to  in  the  book,  1862-3 — there 
was  a  very  great  epidemic  of  violent 
assaults  in  the  streets  at  night  of  the 
character  which  is  described  as  garrott- 
ing. It  is  equally  true  that  certainly 
for  a  great  number  of  years  that  species 
of  crime  has  become  very  rare.  Now, 
I  quite  feel  that  it  is  very  difficult  always 
to  trace  effects  to  their  causes,  hut  cer- 
tainly the  general  impression  of  a  great 
number  of  persons  is  in  that  direction. 
The  noble  Lord  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon) 
referred  to  the  opinion  of  the  Chairmen 
of  Quarter  Sessions  and  persons  who 
were  engaged  in  the  administration  of 
justice.  I  can  supply  him  with  some 
facte  which, perhaps, he  was  not  aware  of. 
Within  the  last  three  or  four  months  I 
have  received  several  presentments  of 
G^rand  Juries  recommending  that 
flogging  should  be  added  to  the 
punishment  of  persons  in  possession  of 
firearms  at  night,  and  convicted  of 
burglary,  and  recommending  it  strongly 
as  being  the  only  effectual  deterrent  in 
their  vieir  to  the  increase  of  crime, 
which  they  all  testify  to  have  taken 
place.  I  do  not  quite  understand  the 
attitude  of  my  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Herechell)  in  the  observatioDS  he  ad- 
dressed to  your  Lordshipa ;  because, 
while  admitting  the  evil,  and  desiring 
apparently  some  additional  punishment, 
and  admitting  that  some  remedy  or 
another  was  required,  his  main  objection 
to  the  Bill  appeared  to  be  directed  to  the 
leaving  itin  the  discretion  of  the  Judges 
to  order  this  particular  form  of  puniah- 
ment.  The  logical  oonolusion  m)m  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend's  argument 
appeared  to  be  that  there  should  be  no 
discretion  in  the  Judges,  but  that  they 
should  be  compelled  to  order  flogging  in 
every  case,  if  flogging  be  any  deterrent 
at  all.  I  will  only  say  one  word  more 
upon  the  subject.  I  believe  it  is  quite 
true  to  say  that  the  old  system,  wnioh 
inflicted  flogging  for  every  offence,  did 
revolt  everybody's  sense  of  right ;  but  if 
you  appropriate  flogging  only  to  such 
crimes  as  really  are  disgraceful,  and 
ought  to  degrade  a  man,  and  ought  to 
make  him  feel  for  the  rest  of  his  life  the 
degradation  of  having  been  flogged 
it  by  no  means  followa  that  that  wil| 
revolt  the  moral  seose  of  the  community  _ 
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Aeto  the  Buggestion  of  the  DobI«  Lord 
(Lord  Fitz  Qerald)  that  the  penalty 
should  apply  to  burglars  carrying  knivee 
or  life-preeervers,  as  well  as  to  those 
carrying  firearms,  of  course,  this  is  all 
a  matter  of  degree  ;  bat  I  shall  not  be 
opposed  to  the  extension  of  the  measure 
to  the  carrying  of  any  weapon  of  deadly 
character,  and  presumably  carried  with 
a  view  to  its  use  in  resisting  capture. 
Then,  the  question  ia  whether  fiogging 
is  a  punishment  which  will  be  deterrent. 
Well,  I  will  not  eay  it  is  the  universal 
opinion,  but  a  vast  number  of  people 
believe  that,  applied  in  certain  cases, 
and  not  applied  indiBoriminately,  it  has 
an  immense  effect.  Under  these  cir- 
oumetances,  I  hope  your  Iiardships  will 
give  a  Second  Beading  to  the  Bill. 

The  Earl  oi-  MILLTOWN  :  I  would 
like  to  say  one  or  two  words  in  reply  to 
what  has  fallen  from  the  noble  and 
learoed  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Hersohell). 
One  of  hifl  arguments  was  that  punish' 
ment  ought  to  be  certain.  I  agree  with 
him,  but,  even  if  all  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  says  about  flogging  and  non- 
flogging  Judges  be  correct,  the  criminal 
can  never  tell  before  what  particular 
Judge  he  will  be  tried.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  qnoted  statistics  which  were 
obtained  in  the  other  House.  Isbouldlike 
to  have  seen  them  on  the  Table  here. 
I  have  not  the  slightest  donbt  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  haa  quoted 
them  accurately ;  but,  at  the  same  time. 


and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Fiti  O^ntld)  M 
to  applying  the  penalty  further  to  the- 
possession  of  knives  or  life-preservers, 
the  one  specific  object  of  this  Bill  ia  to- 
check  the  growing  praotioe  of  the 
criminal  classes  carrying  firearms,  and 
I  considered  that  it  was  desiraible  tc* 
deal  separately  with  a  matter  of  this 
importance.  As  to  what  has  been  said 
by  the  noble  Lord  behind  me  (the  Sail 
of  Camarvoo)  with  respect  to  the  ex- 
clusion of  the  Quarter  Sessious  from  the' 
exercise  of  this  power,  my  noble  Friend 
is  aware  that  crimes  punishable  with 
penal  servitude  for  life  are  alreadj' 
excluded  from  Quarter  Session  a,  k> 
that  the  limitation  in  the  Bill  is  QBi^^ 
logical.  The  noble  £arl  opposite  (£ari 
GrauTille)  suggested  that  the  Seocmd 
Heading  should  be  deferred  in  order 
to  give  time  for  the  consideration  of  th9 
statistics  on  this  subject.  The  noble 
Earl  will  forgive  me  for  reminding;  him 
that  I  gave  notice  of  my  intentioa  to 
introduce  this  Bill  almost  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session,  and  tbef9 
has  '.been  ample  time  for  aayona  wh» 
was  opposed  to  its  principle  to  hare 
examined  fully  into  the  question,  and — 
if  he  will  forgive  my  saying  so — giving^ 
notice  of  opposition  to  the  measDrer 
which  no  one  nae  done  up  to  the  present 
moment.  My  Lords,  I  think  I  oaa  add 
nothing  to  what  has  already  been  said 
in  favour  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill ; 
and  as  to  the  other  points  which  have 


I  have  a  fancy  for  seeing  those  figures  I  been    suggested,    they  can    be    ade- 

me  before  coming  to  any  con-  [  quately  considered   in    Committee.      I 

upon  them,  because  we  all  know    conclude,    therefore,    now    dmply    by 

asking  your  Lordsnips  to  give  the  Bill 

a  Second  Beading. 

On  Question,  "That  the  Bill  be  now 


dueion  upon  them,  because  we  all  know 
that  figures  can  be  made  to  prove  any- 
thing. One  fact  we  do  know  :  that 
shortly  after  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1863  Uie  crime  of  garrotting  practically 


read  a  second  time,"  their  Lordships 


ceaaed.     The   noble  and  learned  Lord  ,  divided :— Contents    37;    N on  Content* 
referred    to    the     sentences     of    Lord    g 


Btamwell.  I  well  remember  those  sen- 
tences, and  the  sensation  they  created  ; 
but  he  forgot  that  the  perpetrators  of 
those  crimes  were  all  liable  to  penal 
servitude  before  the  Bill  of  my  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Norton)  was  passed,  and 
yet  the  fact  that  they  were  so  liable, 
and  that  such  sentences  were  not  in- 
frequently passed,  had  not  a  deterrent 
effect.  It  seems  to  me  a  most  monstrous 
inference  to  suppose  that  the  cessation 
of  crime  arose  from  those  sentences 
and  not  from  the  Bill,  which  was  ^ao- 
ttoally  concurrent  with  them.  With 
reganl  to  thf  suggestion  by  the  noble 
77tt  Lard  ChanetOor 


Bill  read  2*  accordingly. 

THE  ROTAL  NAVAL  AKTILLERT 
VOLUNTEEE  00HP8. 

QUBtrrtOK.      OBSEEVATIOMS. 

ViSOOUHT  8IDM0UTH,  in  rising  to- 
call  attention  to  the  Naval  Defence  Act, 
1888,  so  far  as  that  Act  aSects  the 
duties  and  liabilities  of  the  Boyal  Naval 
Artillery  Volunteer  Corps,  said :  Hy 
Lords,  in  reply  to  a  question  put  in  the^ 
House  of  Commons  on  Tuesday  laat,  ths 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  is  reported 
to  have  said  that— 
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"Jm  the  Aot  of  1S73  now  aUnda,  the  Boyttl 
Sk^  Aitilleiy  Volooteers  are  not  lisble  for 
service  ewa^  from  thdr  own  porta,  except  in 
CAM  (d  ioTaaioa  or  ftppreheaded  invaaton ;  lo 
Ihat,  except  in  this  contingenoy,  the  Admi- 
ralW,  nadei  the  existing  Act,  have  no  meaiu  of 
Bvailing  thenuelvea  of  their  servicee.  The 
Admiralty  would  be  glad  to  give  eneounge- 
ment  to  this  force  when  they  can  see  a  way  of 
advantageoualy  employing  tbam.  They  are 
Teady  to  inpply  guoe,  ammunitioo,  and  inatruc- 
tion ;  bnt  thej  aumot  andertake  to  anpply 
jhips  for  local  porta." 

Kow,  if  the  Oorps  merely  existed  imder 
the  Act  of  1S73,  the  noble  Iiord  woold 
have  been  perteotly  right,  but  the  Act 
which  was  paased  last  jear,  called  the 
Ifaval  Defence  Act,  altered  the  situa- 
tion, and  repealed  a  portion  of  the  Act 
of  1873.  I  will  just  read  the  alteration 
which  the  last  Act  produced.     Section  3 


"  Whenever  an  Order  ii  in  foroe  directing 
tbat  the  Royal  Naval  Beeerve,  or  any  part 
tbereof,  ahall  he  called  into  actual  aervice,  it 
dutll  be  lawful  for  Her  Majeety  the  Uueen  to 
direct  the  Adnittalty  to  call  oat  for  actual  aer- 
■vice  the  Naval  Artillery  Vo!ont«ar  Corpe,  or 
any  of  them,  and  aach  duectione  shall  have  full 
efiect  aa  a  direction  under  Section  10  of  the 
Naval  ArtilltiTy  Tolunteera  Act,  1BT3,  and  that 
Aot  ibaU  have  eSbct  accordingly." 

&0  that  the  ar^ment  of  the  Admiralty 
«e  regards  the  localizing;  of  the  Oorps  is 
Tendered  incorrect  by  this  Aot  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  hope  your  Lordships  will  ex- 
cuse me  for  placing  this  very  important 
difference  before  the  House.  It  was 
Stated  by  the  First  Lord  the  other  night 
that  the  Admiralty  would  have  diffl- 
cnlty  in  finding  work  for  the  corps  to 
do.  But  if  Oie  Naval  Beserre  are 
oalled  into  active  service,  the  Coast 
Onard  and  Marines  would  be  taken 
from  their  present  posts,  and  it  would 
\to  perfectly  natural  that  their  places 
should  be  filled  by  a  body  of  trained 
men  such  as  the  Naval  Volunteers, 
do  not  wish  to  detain  the  House  by 
oilargin^  upon  the  subject,  because 
your  IiordshipB  heard  it  discussed  at 
length  the  other  evening ;  but  I  cannot 
forbear  stating  that,  in  consequence  of 
what  passed  tne  other  night,  I  received 
A  letter  ficom  a  highly  distinguished 
officer  nearly  at  the  head  of  Me  pro- 
fession— an  officer  who  has  been  engaged 
specially  for  the  purpose  of  superintend- 
ing the  Royal  Naval  Beserve.  This 
-officer  writes  in  the  very  highest  terms 
of  the  Naval  Tolunteera,  and  sjpeaka 
-of  them  as  "  a  well  educated  body,  mil  of 
I  be  of  praotioal  use  in 


the  Navy,  and  well  drilled,  and  serving 
without  pay."  I  may  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  remember  that  the  Naval 
Volunteer  Corps  was  made  use  of  in  the 
French  War,  under  the  name  of  the  Sea 
Fencibles,  consisting  of,  I  think,  some 
30,000  to  60,000  men;  on  one  occasion, 
I  believe  they  ware  actually  made  use  of 
by  Lord  Nelson  himself.  I  hope  in 
what  I  have  said  on  this  subject  I 
shall  not  be  supposed  to  have  intended 
to  pass  any  slight  on  the  present  Board 
of  Admiralty.  As  far  as  my  opinion  is 
worth  anjiihing,  1  think  they  have  taken 
more  positive  steps  towards  the  forma- 
tion and  organisation  of  a  competent 
Navy  than  have  been  taken  by  any 
Board  of  Admiralty  within  my  recollec- 
tion. I  shall  be  glad  to  learn  from  the 
noble  Lord  who  represents  the  Admiralty 
in  this  House,  whether  I  am  correct 
in  the  view  which  I  put  upon  the  Act 
of  last  year. 
*LoRD  ELPHINSTONE:  Before  I 
approach  the  question  of  the  noble  Lord, 
I  would  like  to  make  this  observation. 
There  appears  to  be  an  impression 
abroad  that  the  Admiralty  wish  to  dis- 
courage rather  than  enoouragethe  Boyal 
Naval  Artillery  Volunteers.  As  I  said 
the  other  night,  the  Admiralty  fully 
recognize  the  zeal  and  the  energy  dis- 
played by  that  corps,  and  appreciate  the 
willingness  with  which  they  oome  for- 
ward at  great  personal  inconvenience  to 
themselves,  in  order  to  learn  and  become 
masters  of  the  various  parts  of  their 
drill.  In  the  course  of  the  discussion 
the  other  evening  my  noble  Friend  who 
has  just  spoken  referred  to  a  speeoh 
made  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
which  he  said  bad  caused  a  considerable 
amount  of  pain  to  the  Naval  Volunteers. 
I  immediately  took  upon  myself  to  rep^ 
that  I  felt  pOTfectly  sure  that  my  noble 
Friend  in  the  House  of  Commons  had 
not,  in  anything  he  had  said,  the  slightest 
wish  to  M^eot  in  any  way  upon  the  oorps. 
My  noble  Friend  Lord  Bavenaworth  ex- 

rressed  his  satisfaction  at  the  disclaimer 
made — a  disclaimer  which  he  said 
would  have  the  effect  of  soothing  the 
feelings  of  many  of  the  Volunteers  who, 
ftoza.  misoonoeption  of  what  had  been 
said  in  another  place,  felt  very  much 
aggrieved.  Ui^ortnnately,  tlut  dia- 
(dauner  of  mine  did  not  find  its  waj 
into  the  public  Press,  and  I  take  thu 
opportunity  of  repeating  it,  and  I  have 
the  authority  of  the  First  Lord  for  say- 
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ing  that  in  all  that  he  eiud  nothing  va« 
further  from  hie  idea  or  mteation  or  wish 
than  to  reflect  in  any  way  upon  the  oorps. 
There  are  no  doubt  very  great  difBcnltiee 
as  to  the  employment  of  theee  Naval 
Yolanteera.  Jn  addition  to  the  capita- 
tion grant  whioh  was  given  hy  the  pre- 
aent  First  Lord,  the  Admiralty  undertake 
to  provide  gnne  and  ammunition  and  in- 
struotian,  but  they  have  alvavB  &omthe 
outset  deolined  to  give  ships  tor  the  pur 
pose  of  training  toe  Volunteers.  They 
feel  that  the  chief  value  —  in  fact 
the  chief  duty — of  theee  Volanteere 
in  the  event  of  war  would  be  to  ossiat 
in  the  defence  of  the  various  mercantile 
ports.  In  those  mercantile  ports  are 
many  vesBoU  of  sufficient  size  to 
carry  guns.  They  are  handled  by 
men  who  know  every  yard  of  the 
water  in  their  own  locality,  and  the 
Admiralty  feel  that  that  is  the  field 
for  theee  Volunteers — that  is  the  place 
whera  they  m^ht  be  moat  effectually 
made  use  of.  Having  provided  instruc- 
tion  for  these  Volunteers,  the  Admiralty 
do  not  think  it  is  unreasonable  to  ex- 
pect that  the  various  ports  in  which  these 
small  vessels  exist  should  provide,  for 
the  purpose'  of  their  defence,  vessels  in 
which  to  put  the  Volunteers.  The  Ad- 
miralty cannot  looaliie  any  of  their 
men-of-war  for  the  defence  of  any 
apecial  port.^hey  mtuthave — ^Ijamsure 
any  Government  will  inaist  upon  this — a 
free  hand.  They  must  be  able  to  send 
diipB  at  any  moment  to  any  part  of  the 
world  where  they  may  be  required.  As 
I  said  the  other  evening,  the  Admiralty 
would  gladly  weloome  any  suggestion 
that  oould  be  made  for  the  better 
utilizing  of  this  corps.  With  regard  to 
the  military  Volunteers,  they  are  pro- 
vided with  arms  and  ammunition,  and 
they  take  oare  of  theaLselves.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  Naval  Volunteers  are 
provided  with  arms  and  ammuaition,  but 
they  require  the  Admiralty  to  provide 
them  ships  for  the  purpose  of  training. 
Vessels  have  to  be,  and  are  at  timee, 
diverted  from  their  regular  duties,  but 
it  is  only  at  considerable  inoonTenience 
to  the  public  servioe,  and  the  Admiralty 
are  not  unnaturally,  under  these  cir< 
cumstanoes,  reluctant  to  add  to  their 
burden  by  the  increase  of  a  force  that 
requires  these  special  facilities  to  enable 
them  to  train.  As  I  said  the  other  even- 
ing, by  the  Act  under  which  the  corps 
ia  embodied,  they  oould  not  be  ocJled 
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upon  to  serve  away  from  their  own 
ports  except  in  oases  of  "  apprehended 
mvasion."  But  I  should  have  added 
in  case  of  "  imminent  national  dan- 
ger"  or  "great  emergency."  It  ia 
perfectly  true  that  the  Act  allows  the 
Volunteers  to  be  called  out  on  the  same- 
emergency  as  the  Boyal  Naval  Reserve, 
and  that  when  oalled  out  they  may  be 
employed  on  board  of  any  ship  engaged 
in  the  defence  of  the  coasts,  the  Ohannd 
Islands,  the  Isle  of  Man,  and  the  seas 
adjacent.  But  siqipose  they  were 
wanted  suddenly  to  go  to  the  Heditar- 
rauean  or  to  some  more  diatant  point  t 
any  individual  Volunteer  could  olaim, 
under  the  Act  under  whioh  he  la 
enrolled,  to  be  removed  from  the  ship. 
It  is  only  by  his  own  consent  that  h» 
could  be  taken  from  the  ooaats  imme- 
diately adjacent  to  this  country.  I%at 
is  the  great  difference  between  the 
Boyal  Naval  Volunteers  and  the  Boyal 
Naval  Reserve.  Unless  there  Is  a 
larger  field  for  the  utilisation  of  these 
Volunteers  than  now  exists,  the  Ad- 
miralty feel  some  hesitation  as  to  any 
extension  of  the  Oorps.  I  have  heard 
it  said — and  I  believe  my  noble  Friend 
will  corroborate  the  statement — that  the 
Volunteers  are  only  too  anidons  to  go 
to  any  part  of  the  world  where  they  may 
be  required.  I  do  not  know  whether 
that  is  true  or  not,  but  I  am  delighted 
to  hear  it;  and  I  have  not  the  sligateat 
doubt  that,  if  the  occasion  arose,  they 
would  serve  with  credit  to  themselvM 
and  advantage  to  the  country.  But  I 
would  like  to  know  whether  that  state- 
ment applies  simply  to  the  Londtm 
Oorps  or  to  the  whole  body  of  Nanl 
Volunteers. 

Visoounr  8IDU0UTH :  I  bdieve 
that  the  whole  corps  are  perfectly  of 
the  same  feeliur  as  me  London  Oorps. 

•Lord  ELPHIN8T0NE :  lam  wry 
glad  to  hear  it.  What  is  proposed  by 
the  Admiralty  is  this — that  representa- 
tives of  the  various  corps  should  meet 
and  agree  upon  some  common  course  of 
action  for  the  employment  of  Yolnn- 
teers  in  time  of  war,  either  by  co- 
operating in  manning  vessels,  or  in  any 
other  way  that  offors  a  satisfactt^r 
solution  of  what  is  really  a  difficult 
problem.  If  they  do  that,  tine  Admiralty 
will  be  prepared  to  appoint  an  c^cer  to- 
meet  and  confer  with  them,  in  the  hop» 
of  arriving  at  a  satisfaotoiy  oonolusion, 
I  think,  my  Lords,  that  suggestion  on 
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the  part  of   the  Admitalt;  ought   to 
satisf;  the  TJahea  and  vieva,  aa  at  pre- 
soit  expresBBd,  of  the  Naval  Volunteer 
Otnpa. 
ViBooOBT  SIDMOUTH :  I  think  the 

3aBtion  of  the  Admiralty  is  a  very 
lent  one,  and  one  which  will  be 
gladly  received  bv  the  Volunteer  offloers. 
What  they  complain  of,  amongst  other 
things,  is  that  they  have  not  been  in  the 
past  sufficiently  consulted  in  matters 
reepecting  their  organization. 

♦LoED  ELPHIHraTONB  :  1  hope  the 
noble  Viacount  will  not  miaunderstand 
me.  We  auggeat  that  the  different  corpa 
ahould  oonaaft  with  each  other  and  pro- 
pound a  Bcheme.  Having  done  that, 
the  Admiralty  will  be  prepared  to 
appoint  an  officer  to  confer  with  them 
and  go  into  the  matter. 

TiscoiTNT  SIBMOnXH:  I  am  anre 
&e  corps  will  gladly  accept  the  anggea- 
tion. 

HoiiM  ft^ioniDedat  a  quarter  paat  SU 

o'oloob,  till  Thnreday  aeit,  a 

quarter  past  Four  o'olook. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuniay,  2nd  April,  1869. 


PRIVATE  BUS2NJS88. 

BDCE  DRAJNAQE  BILL  {hy  Ordir). 
SXCOHD  BKADUra. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mn.  HAEEI8  (Galway,  E.):  I  beg 
to  move  the  Seoond  Beading  of  thia 
Bill.  I  may  Bay  that  both  the  landlords 
and  the  tenant  farmera  and  all  peraona 
intereated  in  the  diatrict  are  entirely 
agreed  as  to  the  deairableneaa  of  this 
measure ;  and  I  hope  that  the  Qovem- 
ment  will  support  it  in  paasing. 

tiueation,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time,"  pat,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  seoond  time,  and  eom- 
mitted. 

QUESTIONS. 

KHLAOQEUENT  OF  THE  HOUSE  OF 

C0UM0N8. 

Mb.  HENET  pease  (York,  N.  E., 

Olereland)  asked  the    First    Commis- 


sioner of  Worka  when  he  would  bo- 
prepared  to  make  some  proposal  for  en- 
larging the  Houae  of  Commona,  so  as  to 
provide  a  eeat  for  every  Member  7 
*THa  FIE8T  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plumket,  Univeraity  of 
Dublin) :  Any  aoheme  for  enlarging  the 
House  of  Commona  ao  aa  to  provide  a 
Beat  for  every  Member  would  neceeaarily 
involve  lai^e  atmctural  changes  and 
oonaiderable  expense,  and  I  venture  to 
think  that  no  suoh  aoheme  ahould  bo 
proposed  except  in  obedience  to  the 
wish  of  the  House,  definitely  and  de- 
liberately expressed  after  careful  in- 
quiry. 

TEAWLING'  IN  THE  CLYDE. 
Mr.  JOHN  SINCLAIR  (AyrBurghs( 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate  if  it  wa» 
the  intention  of  the  Fishery  Board 
to  iaaue  a  bye-law  prohibiting  beam 
trawling  in  the  Firth  of  Clyde  within 
a  line  drawn  from  the  Mull  of 
Kintyre  acroas  by  Pladda  and  Ailaa 
Craig  to  Coraewall  Point ;  when  such 
bye-law  was  likely  to  be  passed  and 
pnt  in  force  ;  whether  the  Oovernment 
now  saw  their  way  to  sanction  such 
restriction  of  trawling  in  the  estuary  of 
the  Clyde ;  and  whether  it  was  the  case 
that  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  has 
declared  that  a  Bill  waa  in  course  of" 
preparation  to  effect  the  aarae  or  similar 
ends? 

*A  LORD  or  thb  TEEASDRY 
(Sir  Hbrbekt  Maxwsix,  Wigtonahire) 
in  the  abeenoe  of  the  Lord  Advocate, 
aaid :  Aa  regards  the  first  three  para- 
raphs  of  the  queation,  the  Fiahery- 
loard  have  no  power  to  paaa  a  bye-law 
prohibiting  trawling  wiuiin  the  points 
mentioned,  and  as  regarda  the  fourth 
queation,  I  am  informed  that  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  has  no  recollec- 
tion of  making  any  suoh  declara- 
tion. I  may  oall  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's attention  to  an  Amendment 
on  the  Herring  Fishery  Bill  which 
has  been  put  on  the  paper  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Ayrtdure,  which  will 
put  the  question  of  prohibiting  trawling 
within  this  area  be&re  the  House  for  its> 
decision. 

THE  ARDEE  BOABD  OF  QDABDIANa 
Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone.  8.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  LorA. 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  wa» 
aware  that  the  Ardee  Board  of  Quar- 
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•Aims  Moentl;  gave  the  oontnct  tor  the 
«r6Ctioii  of  a  number  of  labourers'  cot- 
-tages  to  a  person  named  Cooke,  son  of 
an  erioted  tenant  on  Lord  Maasereene's 
estate,  who  is  whoUj  uaskilled,  being 
-only  accustomed  to  farm  work,  and  that 
Bererol  skilled  masons,  including  tenants 
-on  Lord  Maasereene's  estate  who  had 
paid  their  rent,  also  tendered  for  the 
Tork,  but  their  tenders  were  rejected  ; 
-whether  the  two  sureties  accepted  by  the 
"Ouardians  for  the  due  carrying  out  of 
the  work  were  two  persona  named 
lAwless  and  Finnegan,  both  of  whom 
have  h^en  evicted  &om  their  holdings 
OD  Lord  Massereene's  estate  for  non- 
payment of  rent;  and  if  the  Local 
Qovemment  Board  intended  to  take  any 
Bteps  to  protect  the  interests  of  the 
latepajrers  ? 

Thb  &OLIOITOR  GENERAL  fob 
UtELAND  (Ur.  Masdsn,  Dublin  Uni- 
-veraity):  The  olerk  of  the  Ardee 
TTnion  reports  that  it  is  the  case 
tiiat  the  Ouardiana  accepted  the 
-tender  of  Bernard  Oooke  for  the  ereo- 
iion  of  11  labourers'  cottages.  Oooke 
ia  the  son  of  an  evicted  tenant  on 
Lord  Uaasereene's  estate,  and,  so  far  as 
the  clerk  is  aware,  has  no  skilled  know- 
ledge as  a  bnilder,  he  having  been  ac- 
customed to  farm  work  only.  Of  the 
-three  other  persona  who  tendered,  two 
vere  masons,  and  the  olerk  believes  they 
.are  tenants  of  Lord  Masaereene,  but  he 
has  no  information  as  to  their  having 
paid  their  rente.  The  Guardians  ate 
represented  to  have  accepted  Cooke's 
tender  on  the  gro"i^  that  it  was  the 
loweet.  The  olerk  states  that  the  sureties 
are  not  the  persons  mentioned  in  the 
-qnestion,  but  two  solvent  farmers  named 
Denis  U'Cullough  and  Thomas  H'Don- 
Tiell.  The  works  will  be,  in  aooordanoe 
with  the  nsual  practice,  inspected  and 
reported  upon  by  one  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  Engineering  In- 
apeotors  prior  to  the  issue  of  the  instal- 
ments of  the  loan  sanctioned. 

Me.  sexton  (Belfast.  W.) :  Haathe 
lion,  and  learned  Gentleman  asoertained 
whether  the  Guardians  did  more  than 
aooept  the  lowest  tender  ?  Would  the 
auditor  have  passed  the  contract  if  they 
had  done  otherwise,  and  would  not  the 
^hiardians  have  been  surcharged  ? 

Hb.  madden  :  1  do  not  think  it 

the  Autj  of  the  auditor  to  suroharre  the 

^hiardianfl  merely  because  they  did  not 

^aooept  the  lowest  tender.  I  do  not  think 

Jfr.  T.  W.  RwieU 


they  are  bound  to  aooept  the  lowest 
tender. 

Ma.  SEXTON :  If  they  aooepted  any 
but  the  lowest  tender,  would  not  tiu 
auditor  call  on  them  to  explain  why  the; 
had  done  so  ? 

Mb.  madden  :  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wishes  to  have  infoKnationI 
will  endeavour  to  obtain  it  for  him,  bat 
I  do  not  think  that  this  is  a  mattai 
which  arises  out  of  the  question. 

INDIA-STATISTICAL  ABSTEACT-M. 

PORT  OF  PETROLEUM  PBOM  THB 
UNITED  STATES. 

9a  EDWAED  WATKIN  {Hythe) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  his  attention  had  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  the  "Statistical 
Abstract  relating  to  British  ladia,"  Ust 
published,  shows  (pp.  142,  143)  thatths 
imports  into  India  from  the  United 
States  of  America,  had  increased  from  a 
value  of  £297,717  in  1878,  to  £I,B87,39iS 
in  1687;  whether  the  larger  item  in 
these  figures  was  petroleum  ;  why  petro- 
leum was  not  to  be  found  in  the  olassi- 
fioation  of  artiolea  of  import ;  and  if  ha 
DDuld  state  the  value  of  petroleum  from 
the  United  Statee  imported  into  India  in 
1887,  and  the  probable  value  in  the 
year  about  to  end  ? 
•The  under  SEOEETAET  m 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gomt, 
Chatham)  :  The  answer  to  the  first  and 
second  paragraph  is  "Tes."  ^ 
future  volumes  of  the  Statistical 
Abstracts,  petroleum  wilt  be  sbavD 
separately.  For  the  year  ending  Maidi, 
1887,  the  value  of  petroleum  from  the 
United  States  imported  into  India  va* 
Bxl, 136,000;  for  the  year  ending 
March,  IS86,  Bx96t,000;  and  for  ten 
months  to  the  Slst  of  January,  1889, 
Bs802,000. 

AUSTRALIAN  POSTAL  RATES. 
Mb.  HENNIKEE  HEATON  (Csn- 
terbury)  asked  whether  the  Fostmsstsi 
General  would  take  into  considerstiaD 
the  advisabili^  of  altering  the  titls 
"long  sea  route"  to  "cheap  sea  route" 
in  all  advertisements  and  official  notifics- 
tions  of  the  new  fourpenny  service  to 
Australia  direct  ? 
*8m  H.  MAXWELL:  Myii|:hthos. 
Friend  does  not  consider  that  it  wonld 
he  desirable  to  make  the  ohaiW* 
suggested.     He  prefers  the  term  "All 
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«M  route,"  And  inteads  to  adopt  it  in 
«11  offloial  notices  issued  by  tne  Post 
Offloe  io  future  in  relation  to  mails  for 
Australia  embarked  on  board  the 
Imperial  oontraot  packets  in  tlie  Thames 
«r  at  Flymouth. 

POST  OFFICE  WOEK  FOH  OTHER 
DBPAKTHENT8. 

Mb.  H£NNI££B  HEATON  asked 
-the  Postmaster  Qeneral  whether  the 
total  value  of  Post  Office  work  done  for 
other  Departments,  stated  in  the  Esti- 
mates at  about  £490,000,  includes  the 
«ost  of  free  money  orders  issued  for 
Inland  Berenne  purposes,  and  the 
flerrices  rendered  in  reoovering  revenue ; 
and  what  is  the  estimated  value  of  the 
postal  services  performed  for  the  Inland 
Bevenue  Department  for  the  current 
year,  including  the  free  money  orders, 
which  for  the  nine  months  ending  Slst 
Decembw  last  exceeded  a  quarter  of  a 
million? 

*6is  H  MAXWELL:  Intheabseaoe 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Postmaster 
General,  I  will  answer  the  question.  It 
is  presumed  my  hon.  Priead  refers  to  the 
Bam  of  £366,000  on  page  US  of  the 
Setimates  for  the  ourrent  year,  which  is 
the  Estimate  of  the  ooet  of  the  oonvey* 
«noe  of  letters  and  parcels  only.  If  he 
will  refer  to  the  page  quoted  be  will  see 
that  £171,700  is  the  estimated  cost  of 
the  oorreapondence  of  the  Post  Office. 
If  that  be  deducted  &om  the  total,  it 
will  be  seen  that  the  value  of  convey- 
ance for  other  Departments  is  not 
£400,000,  but  about  £196,000.  This 
does  not  include  the  cost  of  money 
orders  issued  for  Inland  Kevenue 
purposes,  or  of  any  other  service  than 
ttie  conveyance  of  official  oorrespondenoe 
and  parcels.  The  estimated  value  of 
the  postal  servieea  performed  for  the 
Inland  Bevenne  Department,  including 
the  ooet  of.  official  money  orders,  is 
£116,000. 

ADMIBALTT  CONTRAOTS. 
Ma.  HOWARD  VINOENT  (Shef- 
field, Central)  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  why  the  Contract  De- 
partment, in  the  years  1886-7  and 
1887-S,  placed  orders  for  preserved 
butter  and  salt  pork,  amounting  to 
£24,910,  outside  the  United  Kingdom ; 
and  i^  having  rn»rd  to  the  importance 
of  enooora^ng  Home  indnstriea  and  to 
VOL.  OOOXXXIV.  [tsibd  sAusb.] 


the  Bgricnltural  depression  in  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  direotions  can  be 
given  that  in  future  no  article  required 
for  the  Public  Service  produced  at  Home 
is  to  be  ordered  from  abroad  F 

Thk  8E0RETART  -ro  ths  ADMI- 
BALTY  (Mr.  Fobwood,  Lanoaehire, 
Ormskirk) :  Tenders  for  pork  were  in- 
vited by  public  adyertisement  in  1886 
and  1687,  and  those  for  butter  tiom  a 
selected  list  of  £rms  connected  with  the 
Irish  as  well  aa  the  foreign  butter  trade. 
In  1886  the  tenders  from  Cork  packers 
of  pork  for  delivery  at  HaulBowline 
were  accepted  to  a  value  of  about  £6,000 
at  a  slightly  higher  price  than  that  paid 
for  the  pork  offered  for  delivery  at 
Deptford  t)y  Danish  packers.  The  Irish 
tenders  for  delivery  at  Deptford  were  8 
per  cent  higher.  In  1887  orders  for 
£7,600  in  value  were  given  to  Irish 
firms  for  delivery  at  Haulbowline  at 
higher  prices  than  for  Danish- packed, 
delivered  at  Deptford.  The  value  of 
butter  purchased  was  only  £1,600  in 
the  two  years.  It  is  used  chiefly  hj 
officers  in  troopships,  and  samples  of 
Irish  and  Danish  manufacture  were 
submitted  to  a  Oommittee  of  Officers, 
who  chose  the  Danish  as  preferable  for 
the  Service.  It  is  the  practice  of  the 
Department  to  give  a  preference  in  all 
cases  to  Home  produce,  and,  as  will  be 
seen  from  the  Parliamentary  Betuma, 
the  proportion  of  purohaaesof  forngn- 
made  stores  compared  to  thoee  of  British 
origin  are  exceedingly  small,  being  only 
£48,000  out  of  a  total  of  some  miUiooe. 

INLASD  BEVENUE. 
Ma.  MAODONALD  CAMEBON 
(Wick  Burghs)  asked  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  it  was  true  that 
in  the  proposed  scheme  to  abolish  the 
Collector  at  Great  Winchester  Street, 
City,  the  Beoeivsr  General  is  to  undn- 
take  merely  the  receipt  of  cash,  and  to 
leave  the  really  important  dntiea  of  ool- 
leotor  to  be  done  elsewhere ;  that  the 
Beoeiver  General  was  to  require 
the  taxes  oolleoted  in  the  City 
to  be  paid  to  him  at  Somerset 
House,  instead  of  as  heretofore  to  the 
Collector  of  Inland  Bevenue  within  the 
City;  was  the  majority  of  the  Com- 
mitt«e  engwed  in  oonsideriiig  the  qaes- 
tion  of  breuiag  the  collection  and  re- 
o^aaimg  the  Beoeiver  OenenU'a  post 
in  &VOUT  of  the  proposal ;  and  haa  the 
proposal  the  approval  of  the  Ohuzman 
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of  tha  Board  and  of  the  pnetioal  offloera 
vho  kdviw  th«  Boai^  ? 
♦TebQHANOELLOR  07  thx  EXOHB- 
OUSB  (Ht.  OosOHKr,  St.  Oeorse'B, 
Hanover  Sqaare):  I  most  reapeot£iU7 
dealine  to  give  information  aa  to  pro- 
oaedingB  of  Departmental  Committees, 
at  least  ontil  I  have  m^eelf  been  able 
to  form  a  judgment  on  them.  I  oaanot 
aooopt  the  qaestions  of  the  hon.  Hemher 
aa  iudioating  oorreot  faota,  aa  I  do  not 
ue  how  he  ooold  hare  had  any  intimO' 
tion  of  the  oonfidendal  prooeedinga  of 
the  Oommittee  withont  a  Dreaoh  of  con- 
fidence, whioh  I  am  relnotaat  to  think 
pooaiblein  eo  well-regtilated  and  discreet 
a  Department  of  tiie  Oivil  Servioe  as  the 
biland  Berenue. 

INDIA^FINANCIAL  8TATEUEHT,  1SB9 
—POSITION  OP  8ILVEB— THE  ODE- 
EENCT  QDESnON. 

Hb.  HOYLE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood)  ashed  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  if  hii  attention  haa  been 
called  to  the  following  remarks  made  by 
the  Finance  Minister  for  India  in  his 
Annual  Financial  Statement  for  1889- 
90,  in  referenoe  to  tha  position  of  silver, 
that  "  the  present  oondition  is  not  one 
of^ermanenteqailibriiuii,"and  that  the 
action  of  the  United  States  of  America 
and  the  Oontinental  Nations  of  Europe 
may  brine  on  a  crisis  at  any  moment,  and 
titatno  Bcuutiou  of  the  currency  question 
is  possible  without  intematioDar  agree- 
ment ;  if  so,  when  may  a  full  report  of 
hia  speech  be  expected  in  this  oountn ; 
and  will  copies  of  it  be  placed  in  uie 
Library  for  the  use  of  Members  7 

8a.  J.  QOBST:  The  ftiU  Beport 
■honld  airive  in  this  country  on  April 
S3.  I  will  see  that  a  oopy  of  it  is  plaloed 
in  the  library. 

Sm  B.  LBTHBBIDGE  (Kensington, 
N.)  asked  the  COianeellor  <^  the  Exohe- 
^er  whether  the  attention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's GoTemment  had  been  directed  to 
the  declaration  of  the  Ghtremment  of 
India  in  this  year's  Budget  statement, 
that  "  no  solution  of  the  currency  ques- 
tion is  possible  without  international 
agreement";  and  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Goremment  wonld  take  any  steps  to  ob- 
tain such  an  intamadonal  u;reement  ? 

•Mn.  QOSOHEN :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber by  the  "  currency  question  "  means 
the  quMtion  of  bi-metallism,  then  it  is 
true  that  no  aolntion  is  possibla  without 
international  agreement.    But  the  point 
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is  whether  it  wonld  be  possible  even 
with  international  agreconent.  That  i» 
a  ^oeetion  apoa  whiui  the  Boyal  Oom- 
misaion  is  hbpeleaaljr  divided ;  but  th«< 
House  will  have  aa  opportunity  of  dis* 
ouBsinK  the  matter  on  the  Motion  of  thft 
hon.  Member  for  linoolnahire. 

THE  HDEEICANB  AT  8AM0A- 
Sn  OEOROE  BADEN  -  POWEUJ. 
(liverpool,  Kirkdale)  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiral^  whether  h» 
oould  give  the  Honse  any  information 
as  to  the  acta  of  seamaosiup  by  whioh 
Her  Majesty's  Ship  CmUiope  escaped 
disaster  during  the  hurrioane  which, 
visited  the  Samoa  Islands  last  month  ;. 
and  whether  orders  had  been  ^ven  for 
any  of  Her  Hajee^'s  ships  to  visit  those- 
islands  for  the  protection  or  aid  of  those- 
who  may  have  suffered  by  the  hnrri- 

Ma.  FOBWOOD :  No  detailed  Beport 
haa  yet  been  received  as  to  the  droum- 
stancea  under  which  the  (7aM)fwe£EiB0ted. 
her  escape  from  Samoa;  huteofarasoaik 
begathwedahemust  have  returned  ther» 
after  the  hurricane  was  over  and  con- 
veyed the  news  to  Auckland,  from  which 
diaoe  it  was  sent  to  England  by  cable^ 
Full  details  will,  no  doubt,  be  reported, 
by  the  Oommander-in-Ohief  in  the  next 
mail.  The  Oommander-in-Ohief  on  th» 
Australian  Station  has  ordered  Her 
Majesty's  ship  Sapid  to  leave  Auddand 
to-morrow  for  Samoa,  calling  at  Fiji. 

LO  BENaULA'S  OONCBSSIONS. 
Mb.  LABOUOHERE  (Northamp- 
ton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Seoretaty 
of  Steto  for  the  Ooloniee  whether  it  is  » 
fact  that  Lo  Bengula  denies  having 
knowingly  signed  a  concession  such  a> 
that  held  by  Messrs.  Budd,  and  asserts 
that  the  UiMdonaiT,  who  acted  as  inter- 
preter between  him  and  Mr.  Budd, 
erroneously  interpreted  the  document  t& 
him;  whether  he  will  lay  the  oonses- 
sion  upon  the  Table  ;  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  Lo  Besgula's  terri- 
toTj  is  within  the  area  of  British 
influence,  he  would  be  allowed  to  grant 
such  a  concession  to  a  person  who  is  not 
a  British  subject ;  and,  if  not,  whethw^ 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  deem  that  he 
is  entiUed  to  grant  a  oonoesaioQ  which 
excludes  all  but  three  British  subjects 
and  their  a^nts  from  mining  operatioiB' 
in  his  territory ;  whether,  if  the  agents 
of  the  company  (being  British  sul^eots} 
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Jmt  themselvee  at  the  head  of  ao  armed 
broe  of  Lo  Benftrula'a  aubjeota,  and 
hinder,  by  force,  Britiah  subjects  from 
oanTing  on  miiiin||-  operationa  in  the 
territory,  they  are  acting  in  violatioQ  of 
the  Foreign  Enlistment  Act ;  vhetber 
he  has  obMrred  the  following  aanonooe- 
mentinthe  BtehuanalimdNtwt ; — 

"  I  hear  it  it  pablished  in  the  newnupart 
that  1  have  gtanted  a  conoeuion  of  the  mmenU 
in  all  my  ooaiitry  to  Charles  Danell  Budd. 
Bochlord  Uagoire,  aad  Francii  Bobert  Thomp. 
too.  AathetaiaagraatDiisiuidersbuidinKBboDt 
tikis,  all  aotioD  in  rsapect  tA  said  eonoessioii  is 
hareby  sospanded  psnding  an  investigatioo  to 
be  made  oy  me  in  1117  oountrj,  (Signed) 
LoBenguIa,  RoyslKiaal,  Matabeleland.  Jan. 
IS,  1S89." 

Whether  he  is  aware  that,  on  17th 
November,  1887,  Lo  Bengula  us^ed  a 
oonoessian  to  Joseph  Wood,  Edward 
Chapman,  and  William  Franois,  grant- 
ing the  exclusive  right  to  mine,  to  erect 
muls  and  smelting  worka,  and  to  use  all 
water,  in  the  land  between  the  Bivera 
Shasha  and  Maklutei,  in  oonsideratioa 
of  a  payment  of  a  rental  of  £100  per 
annum :  and  whether  he  can  see  his 
way  to  put  an  end  to  all  exclusive 
ooncesfiiona  granted  to  Britiah  subjects 
within  the  South  African  territory  which 
is  under  Britiah  influence  F 
•The  under  8E0KETART  of 
STATE  TOB  THK  00L0NIE8  (Baron  H. 
DX  WoBMB,  Liverpool,  Toxteth):  Her 
Ifi^ea^'a  Uovemment  have  no  official 
information  on  the  subject  referred  to  in 
the  first  paif^aph  of  toe  hon.  Member's 
question.  The  concession  is  among 
Papers  which  are  being  prepared  for 
early  presentation  to  Parliament.  The 
answer  to  the  third  paragraph  is  in  the 
affirmative;  the  deouiration  of  British 
influence  does  not  enable  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  to  control  the  grant  of  con- 
oeseions  by  the  chiefs.  In  reply  to  the 
fourth  paragraph,  the  Foreign  Enlist- 
ment Act  cannot,  it  is  conceived,  have 
any  bearing  on  these  questions.  Her 
Hajeaty's  Government  liave  seen  the 
announcement  quoted  in  the  fifth  para- 
graph, but  have  no  means  of  judging 
whether  it  is  authentic.  It  would  seem 
to  have  been  obtained,  if  genuine,  by 
•oma  parties  competing  with  Mesara. 
Budd  and  Company.  The  persons  in 
the  sizth  paragraph  mentioned  allege 
that  they  nave  obtained  a  ooncession  of 
the  nature  deaoribed  on  the  date  men- 
tioned ;  but  the  land  in  queation  ia  ia 
diapute,  being  olaioned  by  Khama,  who 


I  under  British  protection,  and  all 
lartiea  purporting  to  hold  concessions 
lave  been  warned  not  to  enter  the  dis* 
puted  area.  We  have  learnt  that  the 
concession  mentioned  in  the  first  ques- 
tion has  already  been  largely  shared 
with  other  Companies  and  persons,  and 
it  appears  to  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment 
that  the  best  mode  of  putting  an  end  to 
all  exclusive  and  competing  concessiona 
in  that  part  of  South  Afnca  which  ia 
under  Britiah  influence  may  be  by 
uniting  all  valid  oonceasions  under  one 
oontrot,  subject  to  important  modifica- 
tions, as  for  example  the  supply  of  armSr 
and  also  to  such  restrictions  as  may  fully 
secure  the  interests  of  the  natives  and  aU 
other  legitimate  claims. 

Mb.  LABOnCQEBE :  Does  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  intend  to  oarrv 
out  that  policy  of  not  interfering  with 
the  rights  of  the  chiefs  to  mate  con- 
cessions, with  a  view  to  put  an  end  to  the 
difficulty  ? 

*BABoir  H.  sx  W0BM8 :  I  can  only 
g^ve  the  same  answer  that  I  gave  th« 
other  day,  that  within  the  sphere  ot 
British  infiuence  we  are  able  to  advise, 
but  we  cannot  do  more,  in  a  country 
which  is  not  under  our  protection,  and  w* 
cannot  prevent  the  Buler  of  that  country 
from  making  a  concession. 

Me.  OONTBEARE  (Oomwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  Is  there  any  authority  from 
which  we  can  gather  information  aa  to 
what  "  the  sphere  of  British  influence  " 
means? 

Mr.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton ) : 
On  the  8th  of  May  last  did  not  Lord 
Knutsford  express  a  strong  opinion  a» 
to  these  ooncessions  in  regard  to  ter- 
ritory under  the  protection  of  the  British 
Government  7 

BxBOir  H.  ss  WOBMS :  Perhaps  the 
hon.  Member  will  kindly  give  notice  of 
that  question. 

THB  CASE  OF  JOHN  WITHBT. 
Hb.  lewis  FBY  (Bristol.  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  fbr  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  had  had 
under  consideration  the  case  of  John 
Withey,  now  under  sentence  of  deatib 
in  Horfield  Gaol,  Bristol,  for  the  murder 
of  his  wife  on  the  1  Ith  of  February 
last;  whether  he  was  aware  that  tho 
jniy  stated  in  giving  their  verdict  that 
there  was  no  premraitation  on  the  part 
of  the  prisoner,  and  reoommended  him 
to  mer)^  on  that  ground,  and  on  that 
8  0  2 
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of  preriouH  good  charsoter ;  wbether 
ten  of  the  jury  had  einoe  forwarded  to 
the  Some  Office  a  memorial  etating 
that  there  was  no  direct  or  positiTe 
evidence  that  Witbey  killed  his  wife, 
nor  any  evidence  of  premeditation,  and 
strongly  repeating'  their  recommenda- 
tion to  meroy ;  and  whether,  ander  the 
oiroumstancea  of  the  case,  the  finding 
of  the  jury  was  eqnivalent  in  lav  to  a 
▼erdiot  of  manslaughter  only,  and  not 
of  wilful  murder  ? 

Thi  SECEETAHY  op  STATE  foe 
THS  HOME  DEPABTMENT  (Mr. 
BIattbsws,  Birmingham,  E.)*  My 
answer  to  the  first  three  paragraphs  of 
the  queetioa  of  the  hon.  Member  is  in 
the  affirmative ;  and  to  the  last  in  the 
negative.  The  matter  is  engaging  my 
most  eameet  attention,  and  I  am  in 
communication  with  the  learned  Judge 
with  regard  to  it. 

OOST  OP  TEE  POLICE. 

Hb.  FELL0WE8  [Huntingdonshire, 
Bamsey)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  all 
payments  by  Government  towards  the 
eost  of  the  police  (beyond  those  which 
may  be  due  for  the  year  ended  29th 
September  last,  and  were  unpaid  on 
Slat  March,  IS89)  are  henceforth  to  be 
diseonttnued ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
Oonnty  Oounoils  are  to  be  responsible 
for  these  debts  contracted  before  they 
cams  into  existence  ? 

Mn.  MATTHEWS :  Hy  answer  to 
both  questions  is  in  the  affirmative. 
The  Qovemment  contribution  in  re- 
spect of  all  police  expenditure  accrued 
up  to  the  29th  of  September  last  was 

C'd  before  the  SIst  of  March,  and  no 
tber  direct  contribntion  in  aid  of 
police  expenditure  will  be  made.  I  am 
advised  that  under  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act  oontribution  to  police  expen- 
diture during  the  police  year,  from  the 
SOtb  of  September  last  to  the  29th-of 
September  next,  becomes  a  charge 
against  the  County  Councils,  and  has  to 
be  met  by  them  out  of  the  revennes 
which  will  be  handed'  over  to  them  by 
the  Ch)yemment  in  respect  of  the  finan- 
oialyear  from  the  31st  of  March,  1889, 
to  the  Ist  of  April,  1890. 

OHABQB  OF   ASSAULT  AQAINST   A 
HETROFOLITAN  FOLIOEUAN. 
Hb.  OONTBEASE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  lor  the  Home  Department 


whether,  on  Tuesday  last,  applioalioi 
was  made  by  the  legal  representative  of 
the  Home  Office  (Mr.  Wontner),  at  the 
Thames  Police  Court,  for  the  adjonro- 
meut  of  a  summons  for  assault  taken 
out  by  the  steward  of  the  International 
Workmen's  Club  against  Detective 
Frost,  until  after  the  chai^^  preferred 
by  the  police  against  memben  of  the 
club  have  been  tried  at  the  Oonn^  of 
London  Sessions ;  whether  this  appGca* 
tion  was  to  be  renewed  on  Wedoeaday 
next ;  whether  it  was  the  fact  that  Mr. 
W.  M.  Thompson,  counsel  for  the  com- 
plainant, stated  that  the  case  of  his 
client  would  be  prejudiced  if  such  ap- 
plication were  granted ;  and,  whether, 
in  the  interests  of  justice,  he  would  in- 
struct Mr.  Wontner  not  to  press  for  such 
further  adjournment  ? 

Mn.  MATTHEWS :  The  answer  to 
the  first  paragraph  is  in  the  affirmative. 
I  must  deoUne  to  interfere  with  the 
course  pursued  by  the  solicitor  in  thii 
case.  His  application  will  bo  dealt 
with  by  the  Magistrate  in  the  exarciee 
of  his  discretion,  and  he  will,  no  doubt, 
carefully  consider  any  objection  that  tite 
counsel  for  the  complainant  may  raise. 

IBELAND— TBBaTUENT  OF  UB. 
WILLIAM  Q-BHIEN. 

Mk.  sexton  asked  the  Bolicttot 
General  for  Ireland  whether  the  inquiry 
into  the  prison  treatment  of  Mr.  William 
O'Brien  had  concluded ;  what  witaieases 
were  examined ;  and  how  soon  a  Oopjof 
the  Evidence  would  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  F 

Ma.  MADDEN :  So  far  aa  the  Chief 
Secretary  is  aware,  the  inquiry  into  the 

C'  ion  treatment  of  Mr.  Wiliiam  OBrien 
been  concluded.  The  doctor,  the 
Governor,  the  head  warder,  three  other 
warders  ooncemed,  and  the  acting  chap- 
lain of  Clonmel  Prison,  also  Alderman 
Hackett  and  Mr.  William  O'Brien,  have 
been  examined.  The  evidence  is  now 
being  priated,  and  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table  aa  soon  as  it  is  ready. 

TBKATMENT  OF  PBI80NEB8. 
Mb.  SEXTON  asked  the  SoUcitor 
General  for  Ireland  who  were  to  act  on 
the  Oommission,  or  Committee,  to  in- 
quire into  the  treatment  of  prisonen; 
what  were  the  terms  of  the  direotiCHU 
upon  which  they  were  to  act;  and 
wnether,  pending  the  inquiry  and  re* 
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pmonen  aantenoed  under 
HmioKl  Law  and  Proosdnre  (InUndJ 
Act,  who  refuse  to  wear  the  orimioal 
g»b  would  be  fordUr  stripped  P 

Ms.  HADDBN :  Olhe  constitution  of 
the  Oommittee  is  not  finally  determined 
n^D.  Uae^>ected  del^s  luve  ooourmd 
with  regaia  to  peraons  requested  to 
■erre.  As  soon  as  the  Oommittee  is 
mpointed,  the  terms  and  directions  on 
wnich  the;  are  to  act  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  In  answer  to  the 
last  paragraph,  I  hare  to  say  that  rules 
embodying  the  opinions  which  the  Ohief 
Beoretary  has  expressed  in  this  House 
upon  the  sabjeot  of  prison  dress  hare 
been  provisionally  passed  and  pnt  in 
feroe.  They  wiU,  taowerer,  of  oourse 
not  apply  specially  to  persons  impri- 
soned under  the  Criminal  Law  Act, 
1S87,  but  will  be  of  general  applica- 
tion to  persons  confined  in  looal  prisons 
in  Ireland. 

INDISPOSITION  OF  THE  CHIEF 
SECRETAB7. 

Hs.  SEXTUH,  who  had  on  the  Paper 
aereral  questions  to  the  Ohief  Secretary 
6yr  Ireland,  said,  he  would  not  put  them 
to  the  Sdiaitor  Oeneral,  but  prefened  to 
hold  them  over  until  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  in  his  place. 

Hb.  MADDEN:  l^ortuaately  my 
right  hon.  Friend  is  suffering  from 
indisposition,  which  I  hope  is  shght; 
but  he  will  not  be  in  his  place  in  the 
House  to-day. 

GOTEBNOB  OF  OBYLON. 
SmEDWAUD  WATKIN  asked  the 
Under  Secretaiy  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  information  has 
reached  the  Ooloaial  Office  that  a 
Memorial  is  now  being  ciroolated  for 
aigsature  in  Ceylon,  pming  for  an  ex> 
tension  of  the  term  of  office  as  Govemor 
of  Sir  Arthur  Qordon;  whether  that 
Memorial  was  circulated  with  the  know- 
ledge of  Sir  Arthur  Oordon  and  under 
the  influence  of  his  confidential  native 
aide-de-camp,  the  Haha  Mudliyar; 
whether  the  Memorial  has  been  for- 
warded to  the  native  headmen,  offioers 
of  Qoreroment,  with  the  request  that 
they  will  cause  it  to  be  signed  by  the 
people  of  the  districts  under  their  con- 
trol; and,  whether  the  Secretary  at 
State  will  cause  Sir  A.  Oordon  to  take 
steps  to  recall  the  Memorial  &om  oitoa- 
lation,    as  having    been  issued  by   an 
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officer  under  his  immediate  control  to 
Native  offioers  of  his  Oovemment  ? 

Baboit  H.  dk  W0HM8:  The  Sec- 
retary of  State  has  seen  a  statement 
in  a  Ceylon  newspaper  that  such  a 
Memorial  was  being  circulated  by 
"  anonymous  indiridnals  calling  them- 
selves a  Committee  to  the  Mudliyars  of 
the  different  districts  to  obtain  the 
signatures  of  the  natives  under  their 
iimoenoe."  It  was  also  stated  by  an 
anonymous  correspondent  that  the 
author  of  the  Memorial  was  the  Maha 
Madliyar ;  but  the  Secretary  of  State 
has  no  reason  for  believing  that  the 
Qovemor  has  any  knowledge  of  the 
matter,  and  does  not  propose  to  issue 
any  instructions  to  him  on  the  subject. 

IBELAND-THEATHENT  OF  MB.  E. 
HAHRINQTON'. 

Ms.  JOHN  MOHLKY  (Newcastle-on- 
Ty  ne] :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Solicitor  Oaneral 
for  Ireland  whether  the  wife  of  Mr.  E. 
Harrington,  M.F.,  accompanied  by  Hr. 
T.  Hamngton,  M.F.,  on  visiting  Tulla- 
more  Prison  on  Monday,  April  Ist,  were 
not  allowed  to  see  Mr.  E.  Harrington, 
though  more  than  three  months  of 
his  term  have  expired ;  whether  Mr.  E. 
Harrington  haa  been  allowed  to  receive 
a  single  letter  or  a  single  visit  during 
these  three  months ;  and,  whether  the 
reason  assigned  for  this  refusal  to  permit 
letters  or  visits  is  that  he  gets  no  marks 
as  ar  consequence  of  being  engaged  in 
preparing  his  defenoe  before  the  ^>eoial 
Commission  T 
*Mb.  MADDEN  :  In  reference  to  tlus 
question  and  another  which  appears  in 
toe  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast,  I  have  not  yet  been  able  to  ob- 
tain the  information  to  enable  me  to 
give  an  answer.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
ue  Prisons  Board  will  consider  the 
special  oircumstanoee  of  the  case,  even  if 
they  have  not  done  so  already. 

Ms.  SEXTON:  Is  the  hon.  asd 
learned  Qentieman  aware  that  after  Mr. 
Harrington  had  been  imprisoned  for 
three  months  his  wife  and  brother,  who 
had  travelled  a  long  distance  to  see  him, 
were  compelled,  owing  to  the  refusal  of 
the  governor,  to  leave  without  seeing 
him? 

*Mb.  madden  :  That  is  one  of  the 
particnlar  mattara  of  fact  upon  which  I 
have  not  yet  be«L  able  to  obtain  io- 
fbnnation. 
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GOVEENMBNT    DOCKTAED8— DIS- 

CHABOB  OF  WOBEUEN. 
Us.  CONTB£A£E  asked  the  Fint 
Lord  of  tlia  Admiralt;  whsther  it  was 
the  fact  that  osrtifioatea  were  given  in  the 
following  form  to  the  workmen  who 
have  been  rooentl;  diaoharged  from  the 
Devonport  Dook^ard — 

"  H.U.  Dookfri,  Daronpart. 

Thliiitooartifytliftt hMbMnam- 

■doj«d jean  and montlu  in 

{hi*  dodkyxd  M  B  bind  goiotr,  or  m  Om  cmw 
mar  be),  uid  duiing  that  period  his  chanotw 
•ad  oondnot  kaTS  bMO  ran  good,  and  lie  ia  a 
nrj  good  woAmuL  He  haa  bant  diaobaq^d 
in  ooMeqiMace  of  radnotioii  of  hand*. 
(Signad)        J.  U.  Hoddr, 

Chief  OcaKtrnctoT. 
ApproTod, 

Admiral  Snpeiintandent." 
whether  he  can  state  how  many  of  the 
total  number  of  men  receotly  diioharged 
liad  been  employed  for  a  longer  period 
than  one  year,  either  oonseoudTely,  or 
U  different  times ;  what  stepa  are  taken 
to  ascertain  which  of  the  men  should 
first  be  discharged,  whether  on  account 
of  efficiency  or  duration  of  eervioe ;  and, 
vhether,  in  effecting  such  disoharges, 
any  consideration  is  paid  to  character 
and  good  conduct  t 

Mb.  FOfiWOOD :  ElsTsn  of  the  men 
recently  discharged  from  DeTonport 
Dockyard  had  been  longer  than  a  year 
in  oonsecutiTe  employ,  but  I  cannot  say 
how  many  had  beeo  prerioualy  employed 
from  time  to  time,  or  for  what  total 
period  'they  had  been  so  employed. 
Efficiency  and  duration  of  serrice  ore  the 
prinoiples  that  guide  the  Dockyard 
officers  when  selecting  men  for  dis- 
oharge. 

ORAHTS  IN  AID  OF  LOCAL  BATES. 
OoLoirsi.  NOLAN  (O^w&y,  N.)  asked 
the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  if  he 
oonld  state  in  what  month  the  money  in 
aid  of  local  rates  will  be  paid  to  the 
authorities  in  Ireland  ;  and,  when  the 
anomaly  of  £1,000,000  haviiig  been  paid 
in  England  against  £S,000  in  Leland 
will  be  brought  to  a  close  ? 

•Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  I  am  informed  that 
it  is  expected  that  the  proportion  of  thi 

S-obate   duty  grant    payable    to    the 
oards  of  Ouardians  In  Ireland  will  bi 


AQthoritiee  cannot  be  made  tiU  they  hare 


fnmiahed  oertain  neooeaay  infimBBtion, 
and  will,  theiwfl»e,  probably  have  to  be 
deferred  till  u^ct  month. 

CoLoxxL  NOLAN:  What  is  the 
approximate  date  when  the  money  is 
to  get  into  the  hands  of  the  looal 
anthoiity  f  Will  it  be  in  a  week  oi  a 
fortnight  ? 

*Ma.  GOSOHBN :  I  have  no  oontral 
over  the  matt^,  bnt  I  will  inquire. 

■OoLonL  NOLAN :  Will  Thonday  ba 
a  eonvenient  day  to  repeat  the  qne^ 
tionF 

*Us.OOSOaEN:  Yea. 

TEE  OOUNTT  OOUNOIL  BLBCmONS 
FOB  OOBNWALL. 
Uk.  LABOTTOHERB  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  GoTemment  Board 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  fact  that  at  the  recent  Oounty  Conn- 
oil  Elections  for  Oomwall  the  Saltash 
ballot  boxes  were  improperly  opened 
and  their  seals  broken  at  the  piiTate 
house  of  the  legal  adviser  to  the  aepnty 
returning  officer  on  the  evening  of  the 
polling  day,  and  that  they  remained 
open  until  the  official  counting  of  the 
votes  at  nine  o'clock  on  the  following 
morning;  whether  he  would  oanse  in- 
quiries to  be  made  with  a  view  to  punish- 
ing the  offenders  and  preventing  the 
recurrence  of  the  offence  against  the 
Act ;  and,  if  not,  what  course  he  was 
prepared  to  take  or  to  recommend  in  the 
matter  f 

*Thk  PHE8IDENT  op  the  LOCAL 
QOVEKNMENT  BOAIED  (Ur.  Bitchu, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The  Local 
Government  Board  have  no  jurisdicticn 
in  this  matter ;  but  I  learn  from  the 
Under  Sheriff  for  Cornwall  that  what  ii 
said  to  have  taken  place  at  the  recent 
County  Election  is  as  follows:— Ths 
presiding  officers  handed  to  the  legal 
adviser  of  the  Deputy  Betumine  (A&- 
cer  for  the  electoral  divisions  in  the 
St.  Germans  Union  with  their  ballot 
boxes  their  ballot  paper  account,  which 
Btatedthe  number  of  ballot  papers  which 
had  been  used.  This  gentleman  con- 
sidered that  he  could  not  receipt  the 
account  and  give  the  presiding  officers 
their  discharge  unless  they  counted  the 
papers  in  the  several  boxes.  He,  there- 
fore, in  the  presence  of  each  presiding 
officer  and  of  his  own  son,  all  of  whom 
had  taken  the  declaration  of  secrecy, 
opened  the  boxes,  and  without  looking 
at  any  of  the  papers  oounted  them,  and 
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those  notiwa  have  been  witiidraini,  and 
on  what  groilnds ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
they  are  to  be  carried  into  effect,  and 
at  what  date ;  whether  he  could  state 
the  exact  nnmber  ai  those  so  discharged, 
or  notioed  to  be  discharged,  who  were 
employed  under  the  written  agreemvnt 
mentioned  in  his  letter ;  and,  how  he 
ezpluaed  the  fact  that  a  oonsideTable 
number  at  men  have  been  discharged, 
who,  having  been  continuonely  emplo^«d 
in  the  yaras  and  factory  for  periods 
ranging  from  three  to  14  years,  oould 
not  possibly  hare  oome  under  the  terms 
of  the  signed  agreement  as  to  serrioe 
referred  to  in  his  letter  ? 

Me.  FOEWOOD  :  419  men  were  dia- 
ohargedonthe23rd  Uarch,  and  10  Tom 
reoeived  notice  of  discharge;  but  their 
notice  has  sines  been  withdrawn,  as 
sufBoient  work  fortheir  employment  has 
been  found.  All  the  men  Recharged 
had  beensngagedf  or  shortservice,  except 
11,  and  these  men  were  discharged,  aa 
they  were  not  so  efficient  in  the  perform- 
anoe  of  their  duties  aa  other  men  who 
had  been  in  the  Berries  for  a  shorter 
period  of  time  and  who  were  retained. 


€sw  that  they  ooiresponded  witb  the 
aQmbers  in  the  ballot  paper  account. 
He  then  again  looked  eacn  box  and  kept 
-the  key.  It  is  stated  that  no  voting 
paper  was  opened  further  than  was  neoes- 
«aiT  to  ooot^  it,  and  that  the  boxes  re- 
mained in  his  custody  until  the  next 
aoming,  when  they  were  re-opened  for 
the  purpose  of  counting  in  the  usual 
WBf.  Z  find  that  the  Returning  Officer 
bebeved  this  explanation  to  be  true,  and 
took  no  further  notice  of  the  matter. 
Section  3  of  the  Ballot  Act  imposes 
oenaltiea  on  every  person  who,  without 
dne  authority,  opens  any  ballot  box  in 
use  for  the  purposes  of  an  election;  but 
whether  the  gentleman  referred  to  has 
lendered  himself  liable  to  penalties  under 
this  section  is  a  question  upon  which  I 
do  not  think  I  ought  to  express  any 
opinion.  If  those  locally  interested  con- 
fltder  that  he  has,  they  can  institute  pro- 
ceedings against  him  if  they  think  proper 
4o  do  so,  or  they  can  bring  the  matter 
under  the  notice  of  the  Director  of 
Public  Prosecutions. 

Mr.  OONTBEABE  :  Apart  from  the 
question  of  penaltiea  or  otherwise,  is 
tnere  any  question  about  the  iuTalidi^  of 
ihe  election  f 

*Mr.  BITCHIE  :  I  do  not  think  that 
any  question  of  that  kind  can  arise ;  but 
I  have  told  the  bon.  Gentleman  that  I 
iiave  no  authority  in  the  matter.  Those 
who  feel  that  they  ought  to  take  steps 
hare  a  remedy. 

GOVERNMENT  DOaKYARDS-DIS- 
CEtAEOE  OF  WOEKMBN. 

Ma.  CONTBEAKE  asked  the  First 
[x>rd  of  the  Admiralty,  with  regard  to 
tuB  letter  of  the  21atinstantto  thehon.  the 
senior  Member  for  Devonport,  in  refer- 
■ence  to  the  present  Dockya^  discharges, 
in  whiofa  he  sud — 

"  Thii  and  oUisr  work  was  givsn  to  the 
Dockyard,  and  %  laree  anmlwr  of  extra  men 
wei«  tempoiaril;  taken  on  for  that  pntpose. 
Bvery  one  bo  taken  on  ngned,  before  being 
emplojed,  the  form  of  which  I  enclose  a  copy. 
l^e  work  is  now  approaching  completion,  and 
ithe  meo  engaged  on  it  are  not  required,  and 
itherefore,  in  aocordanoa  with  the  terms  of  th«r 
-engagement,  th«T  employment  lapses.  The 
itotal  number  to  affnoted  ii  about  450." 

Whether  it  is  the  fact  that,  in  addition 
ito  the  above-mentionod  460  men,  eome 
150  to  200  other  men  were  notioed  to 
fee  discharged  on  Saturday  last ;  whether 


THBLOOLIiBOE  OF  8DEGKON8. 
8m  GTTTEE  HUNTER  (Haokney, 
Central)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  it 
was  the  case  that  certain  formulra  for 
new  bye-laws  had  been  put  forward  by 
the  Governing  Body  of  the  Royal  Col- 
lege of  Surgeons  of  England  for  his 
approval  without  their  having  been  duly 
confirmed ;  whether  he  was  aware  that 
the  said  formulee  included  a  repetition 
of  the  demand  that  every  member  of 
the  Council  of  the  College  to  be  elected 
in  future  ahall  declare  his  acceptance  of 
the  existing  bye-laws  of  the  College, 
including  bye-law  xvii.,  which  toe 
general  body  of  the  members  have 
formally  declared  to  be  in  contravention 
of  their  ancient  rights,  and  are  now 
contesting  at  law ;  and  whether  he 
would  withhold  his  assent  to  the  formnlse 
until  toe  provisions  referred  to  were 
withdrawn,  or  until  they  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  a  meeting  of  the  members  of 
the  College? 
*Ma.  MATTHEWS :  The  matters  re- 
ferred to  in  the  question  are  now  under 
my  consideration,  and  I  will  consult  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  before  taking 
any  action. 
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THE  THIJCK  ACT. 
Ma.  BBADLAUGH  asked  the  8oo«- 
taj7  of  State  for  the  Home  Departmeiit 
VJUtber  the  Distriot  Inspector  of  Fao- 
toriee  and  the  Home  Office  had  received 
oTOi^aints  of  repeated  breaches  of  the 
Tmxk  Act  at  Banowford,  near  Bomiey ; 
and,  if  so,  on  what  dates ;  and,  whether 
any,  or  what,  action  had  been  taken  on 
encn  complaints  ? 

•Mb.  MATTHEWS;  There  has  been 
a  complaint  to  the  Home  Office  from  one 
person  alleging  breaches  of  the  Truck 
Act  at  Barrowfotd.  The  letter  contain- 
ing the  complaint  was  not  auffloiently 
dear  as  to  the  facts  to  j  uatify  an  action  ■ 
and  I  have  directed  further  inquiriea. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  preriouB  com- 
plaints have  been  made  to  the  Distriot 
Lnapector  of  FactorieB,  and  that  the  time 
lor  imposing  fines— namely,  three 
months— has  nearly  elapsed  ? 

*Mr.  MATTHEWS ;  I  was  not  aware 
of  the  lapse  of  time. 

SlONALLISa  AT  SEA-THE  FATAL 

COLLISION  OFF  OSTEND. 
Mb.  OHANMING  {Northampton- 
«»ire,  E.)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  inquiry  will 
be  held  into  the  oircumBtances  attending 
the  fatal  collision  between  the  i^inctn 
BmrietU  and  the  ComtMia  d»  Ftandrt; 
whether  the  Committee  of  Experts,  ap- 
pointed about  18  months  ago  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  consider  the  whole 
^nestion  of  signalling  at  sea,  especially 
m  foggy  weather,  have  sent  in  their 
Keport;  and,  if  not,  whether  the  Board 
of  Trade  will  urge  them  to  carry  out 
their  inquiry  as  promptly  as  possible; 
and  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
increased  frequency  of  oolliBionB,  the 
Board  of  Trade  will  take  steps,  in  oon- 
iunction  with  the  Foreign  Office,  to 
bring  together,  at  the  earliest  date,  the 
utemational  Conference  as  to  Signal- 
Ong  at  Sea,  originally  suggested  by  the 
United  States  Government? 
*Thb  president  op  the  BOARD 
OJ  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Htcics  Bbach, 
Bristol,  W.):  The  Bteamers  referred  to 
are  shipB  belonging  to  a  Foreign  Go- 
TOnment,  and  the  collision  between 
them  happened  on  the  high  seas.  Of 
ODorse,  the  Board  of  Trade  have  no 
ao^ority  to  order  any  inquiry.  The 
Committee  appointed  to  revise  the  Inter- 


iS9r 

national  Code  of  Signal  Book  hare  mad» 
an  interim  Beport  which  will  be  snb- 
mitted  to  Foreign  Ooreroments  as  sooir. 
as  the  revised  Ixwk  is  received  from  ths- 
printers.  They  are  now  considering  tli» 
question  of  signalling  in  fogs,  and  nm 
in  communication  with  owners  «tiif- 
masters  of  steamshipB  thereupon.  No- 
time  is  being  lost.  The  date  on  which 
the  Maritime  Conference  at  Washington 
will  commence  its  labonrs  rests  with. 
the  Gtoremroent  of  the  United  Statea^ 
and  has  not  yet  been  fixed. 

IRELAND— FATHEB  M'PADDEN. 
Me.  JAMES  8TUABT  (Sboreditoh^ 
Hoxton)  asked  the  Solicitor  GouMal  for 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  had  beaiL 
called  to  the  following  statement  in  the 
report  given  in  the  J>aily  JUnet  of  tha 
magisterial  examination  of  the  cha^« 
of  murder  against  Father  M'Fadden. 
and  others  at  iietterkenny — 

"  The  «Tideaoe  bung  oonolnded.  Dr.  Honitoa. 
endetk*oiu«d  in  tuq  to  get  s  ■tstemont  foim. 
Dr.  Bom,  (Jrown  coonsel,  u  to  whether  he  vts 
proceeduiK  agaiiut  all  the  defendanta  on  the 
charge  of  mutder.  He  then  a&id  that,  in  the 
default  of  the  etalement  he  mmtod  from  the 
Crown,  he  cculd  not  addrsM  the  magiati&tM ;  V 

and  whether  it  was  thecase  that  theCrowB 
counsel  refused  to  state  whether  he  was 
proceeding  against  all  the  defendants  on 
the  charge  of  murder ;  and,  if  not,  what 
was  the  charge  stated  to  be  ? 

Mb.  madden  :  All  the  defendant* 
were  charged  with  murder.  The  Grown 
counsel,  in  opening  the  case,  stated  the 
charge  and  the  law  bearing  on  it.  He 
then  placed  before  the  magistrates  evi- 
dence in  support  of  this  charge.  Hav- 
ing done  tbiB,  he  was  not  called  on,  in. 
response  to  the  defendants'  counsel,  to- 
do  more  than  refer  to  his  opening  state- 
ment, which  he  did.  The  place  of  trial 
has  not  yet  been  fixed.  The  depositions' 
in  the  case  will  in  due  oourse  be  laid- 
betore  the  Attorney  General  for  IrelAnd^ 
who  will  then  exercise  his  discretion  is. 
the  matter.  As  regards  the  time  of' 
trial,  it  will,  in  ordinary  course,  be  had 
at  next  Assises. 
Ma.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  &.)  -.  Is 
e  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
aware  that  it  is  possible  under  the 
Crimes  Act  to  change  the  venue  and  to- 
secure  a  more  honest  trial  than  at 
Belfast? 


*Mb.  8P£AKBB  :  Order,  order 


Order,  order  j 
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Ub.  HAO  NEQiL :   I  mast  ask  for 
ft  zsply  to  the  qneation. 
•UL  SFEAKEB:  Order,  order! 

COLLBOnON  OF  TITHES  IS  WALB& 

Ub.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
Bbire)  ftiked  the  Secretftrj  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  an;  ap- 
plioation  had  been  mftde  for  the  nee  of 
Om  military  for  the  ocdleotion  of  tithes 
in  Cardigan  ah  ire  and  Fembrokeehire ; 
and)  if  so,  vhether  the  application 
ironid  be  sranted  f 

Mb.  UATTHEWS  :  I  wae  informed 
bj  the  War  Offloe  on  th«  23rd  of  March 
that  troops  in  aid  of  the  oinl  power  hod 
been  demanded  hj  the  magistrates  at 
Cardigan.  Troops  were  aooordinglj 
held  m  readiness,  but  on  the  SSth  of 
Maioh  the  Chief  Constable  reported 
that  troops  were  not  now  required,  j 
am  not  aware  that  the  Femhroheshire 
magistrates  have  made  any  applioatioa 
for  militaiy  aid.  The  law  enables  the 
magistrates,  if  they  believe  the  oiTil 
fone  is  inadequate  to  keep  the  peace,  to 
apply  directly  to  the  military  autboridea 
for  aid.  The  applioatioa  does  not 
osaally  come  to  me,  nor  does  it  rest 
with  me  to  refuse  or  grant  it. 

Mb.  T.  ELLIS  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  use  his  influence  to  prevent 
the  troops  &om  beiag  employed  until 
tiie  recommendation  of  the  Chief  Con- 
stable of  Cardiganshire  has  been  acted 
apoaf 

Ma.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  done  aU 
that  I  prop^y  can  do  in  the  direction 
indicated.  Tne  local  magistrates  are 
reroonsible  for  the  munteuanoe  of  the 
pnblio  peaoe ;  they  are  best  acquainted 
with  the  facts  in  detail ;  and  it  would 
be  most  improper  in  me  to  interfere 
with  their  discretion. 

Mb.  a.  WILLIAMS  (Glamorgan- 
nhira,  8.) :  With  whom  does  the  re- 
monsibility  of  granting  the  assistance  of 
tna  forees  of  the  Crown  rest?  la  it 
with  the  War  Office  7 

Mit.  MATTHEWS:  I  apprehend 
that  the  War  Offloe  ought  not  to  decline 
the  application  of  the  magistrates.  The 
magistrates  are  responsible  for  the  prs- 
■ervation  of  the  public  peaoe,  and  they 
are  entitled  to  call  upon  all  citizens  to 
assist  them.  If  the  War  Office  are  ap- 
plied to  they  ought  not  to  refuse. 

Ms.  A.  WILLIAMS  :  If  they  apply 
to  the  War  Offioe  would  the  War 
Offloe  assist  them  without  inquiir  ? 
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Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Yes ;  the  magis- 
trates are  responsible  for  the  preserra- 


ole  reeponsibili^  V 
Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  hare  given  n^ 


ElUQRATION  TO  THE  ABOBNTINE. 
BEFUBLIO. 

Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
S.) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Under  Siaoretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  hia 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing warning  issued  by  the  Fr^fet  of 
Avignon  to  thepeopleof  that  district: — 
"The  QoTemment  i(  infonnad  thst  thoss- 
who  emigrsted  from  Angaon  to  foiogit 
cooDtries,  and  Mpoeudl;  to  Bamo*  Ajtm, 
foimd  thsmaslTM  on  their  anlTSl  in  th«  moat 
miionibls  pocition.  The  Fritet  ol  Angnoii,. 
therefore,  leela  it  hii  dnty  to  wsm  the  peopls 
to  be  on  Uieir  gaaxd  sguiut  the  offer*  and  pro- 
nuMs,  Mneisirf  falae  or  ej(Sgget«ted,  that  msy 
be  msda  to  them  by  joomiila  or  igent*  whe- 
hsTB  an  intareat  in  tempting  them  to  emigrate," 

and  to  a  statement  in  the    Vkivtr*  ot 
2Hth  March — 

that  thooa  irho  have  ■noceodad  in  making  thmr 
waj  back  to  France  declare  that  thonaandi  ot 
Preoeh  emigrsnta  are  dfing  of  hnnger  in  the^ 
itreeti  of  BoBQoa  Ajrea ; ' ' 
and  whether,  if,  on  inquiry,  he  finds- 
these  statements  to  be  true,  he  will  issue 
a  similar  warning  to  the  people  in  these- 
oonntries  who  may  be  likely  to  emigrats- 
to  Buenos  Ayres,  particularly  to  poor 
emigrants  &om  Ireland  f 
*Tbb  tJNDER  SEOBETABT  or 
STATE  ros  FOBEION  AFFAIBS  (Sir 
Jambs  FsBOTrasoir,  Manchester,  N.E.):. 
Her  Majesty's  Glovernment  have  no  in- 
formation  about  the  particular  wamingr 
referred  to  in  the  question.  After  tb» 
inquiry  on  the  subject  addreased  to  me> 
some  days  ago.  Her  Majesty's  itepre- 
sentativss  were  directed  to  inquire  whe- 
ther any  complaints  had  been  reoeivedr 
of  the  ill-treatment  or  disappointment  of. 
emigrants  to  the  Argentine  Bepublic. 
Lord  Lyttca  replies  that,  although  no 
official  Beport  to  that  effect  has  beea. 
received  from  Buenos  Ayres,  the  news— 
papers  have  mentioned  that  the  Frefeota- 
of  several  Departments  have  oomplained. 
lately  of  the  return  of  such  emigrauts. 
owing  to  the  ooo-fulfilment  on  their 
arrival  of  promises  made  by  a  person^ 
calling  himaelf  an  agent  of  the  Argentins 
(ioTernment.  Lord  Vivian  reports  bom. 
Brussels  1i)ia(  the  Belgian  Qovemmeot. 
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has  hftd  DO  caiue  to  oomplain  of  breaoh 
•of  faith,  or  Ul-treatmetit  on  the  part  of 
the  Argentine  Government  towards  Bel- 
:Cian  immigrants,  but  that  many  have 
been  gross);  deceived  as  to  the  prospects 
'  of  obtaining  employment  b;  persons  vho 
asanme  without  authority  to  act  as  Emi- 
.  gtation  Agents,  and  who  are  swd  to  re- 
oeive  a  bonus  from  the  Steamer  Oom- 
,vanies  tor  every  person  sent  out.  The 
Emigrants  Information  Offloe  in  Bioad- 
vay,  Westminster,  and  the  Irish  Qo- 
vemment  are  being  furnished  with  all 
.tte  information  reoeived  by  the  Foreign 
Office  on  this  subject,  so  that  trust- 
Torthy  intelligence  may  be  afforded. 
The  suggestion  of  giving  a  warning 
against  unauthorized  agents  will  be 
-oonsidered. 

Hb.  BKADLAUOH  :  Has  it  come  to 
:ifae  knowledge  of  the  Government  that 
complaints  have  been  made  that  emi- 
grants have  had  to  put  up  with  almost 
starvation  diet  on  board  ship,  as  well 
as  hardships  when  they  arrived  ? 

»8ia  J.  TERGUS80N:  A  returned 
emigrant  has  told  me  that  he  had  been 
-  stinted  in  diet  and  had  suffered  seriously 
in  consequence ;  bnt,  as  I  have  explained 
to  the  House,  the  Argentine  Government 
undertwik  no  responsibility  whatever 
about  the  passage  of  emigrants ;  and 
-therefore  their  trMtment  on  board  ship 
was  only  a  matter  of  contract  between 
them  and  the  shipping  company  who 
'"took  them  oat. 

Ua.  BBADLAUOH:  Would  it  be 
possible  to  appoint  anyone  in  the  Aigen' 
tine  Bepublio  to  receive  money  sent  w>m 
ittiis  oonntry  for  the  relief  of  the  immi- 
grants ;  because,  if  it  were  entrusted  to 
-uie  agents  whose  conduct  was  com- 
plained of,  it  would  probably  not  reach 
those  for  whom  it  was  intended. 

•Sib  J.  FEEQU880N :  Her  Majesty' 
Government  have  authorized  our  Minis- 
ter at  Buenos  Ayres  to  employ  an  officer 
for  the  special  purpose  of  looking  after 
the  interests  of  immigrants. 

Ma.  J.  O'CONNOfi  :  How  soon  wiU 
the  House  be  told  the  reeult  of  the  oon- 
:eideratioii  that  has  been  promised  as  to 
the  praotioability  of  steps  being  taken  bv 
the  Foreign  Office,  in  connection  with 
the  Irish  authorities,  for  warning  poor 
Lrish  emigrants  of  the  risks  of  this 
-Mnigration  ? 

•Sib    J.    FBEGTJ880N:     The   hon. 
.  Member  only  put  down  his  question  last 
night,  and  thwefore   it    is    manifeotly 
Sir  Jtm**  Ftrgtu»<m 
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impossible  that  it  oould  have  been  oon- 
ridered  before  the  meeting  of  the  Houae 
to-day. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOB;  I  may  explaiB 
that  I  spoke  to  the  right  hon.  Qmtta- 
man  some  time  ago  upon  the  aubjeot, 
and  I  was  under  the  improasion  thwt  ha 
was  in  a  position  to  give  the  infbrmai- 
tion  to-day.  That  was  the  reason  of 
the  short  notice  given  to  him. 


OOTEHNMEKT  DOOKTABDS  — DIS- 
CHAEOB  OF  WOBKMKN. 

Ma.  JOHN  O'OONNOE:  As  I  do 
qot  see  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralfjy 
in  his  place,  may  I  ask  the  Oivil  Iioid 
why  over  400  msn  have  been  dischaigsd 
^m  Haulbowline  Docks;  and  whether, 
if  the  docks  are  completed,  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  get  any 
naval  constructive  or  repuring  work 
done  there  ? 

Thb  OIVTL  LOED  of  the  ADMI- 
BALTY  (Mr.  Ashickad  -  BABTi.nT, 
Sheffield,  Eoclesall} :  No  conuderabls 
number  of  men  have  been  dis- 
charged tnm  Haulbowline  this  year. 
WitMn  the  past  two  years  most 
of  the  man  on  the  Haulbowline 
extension  works  have  been  by  de- 
grees discharged,  because  the  works 
were  practically  finished.  The  Govem- 
ment  hope  to  utilize  the  docks  from  time 
to  time  as  the  Service  may  require ;  but 
there  is  noimmediate  intention  of  having 
work  done  there. 

Mb.  J.  O'OONNOB :  May  I  ask  the 
hon.  Member  if  he  can  inform  me  what 
the  machinery  is  that  was  paid  for  in 
the  Estimates  last  year?  Has  it  been 
put  up ;  and,  if  put  up,  has  it  been  ke^ 
in  order  so  as  to  be  useful  for  the  exi- 
gencies of  the  State  and  of  the  Navv  ? 

Ma.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  :  1  be- 
lieve the  only  machinery  was  a  pumping- 
engine.  That  was  the  only  machmery 
in^uded  in  the  Estimates  last  year.  The 
pumping  is  nearly  finished,  but  tbere 
are  some  minor  works. 


QAB   UMDEBTAXtMOS  (OTKBB   THAU  THOSE 
OF  LOCAL  AirTHO&ITIBS). 

RetnrD  ordered,  "  Telatiiig  to  all  sothoiUed 
Gss  Undertaidngi  in  the  Uutsd  Eiogdom 
other  than  those  ol  Lcxail  Authorities  tor  tha 
jeai  ended  the  31«t  of  Decflmbei,  tSSS."— <AK 
MithoA  Riekt  Btaeli.) 

Batnm  presented  i 
the  Tahl«,  and  to  tw^ 
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(local  ATTTHOBrnBH). 
Reton  ordered,  "  nbtiiig  to  all  authomed 
flu  Undeitakingt  in  Um  Umtod  Bjogdoiii  be- 
IpJWing  to  IjomI  AuthontiM  foi  the  year 
-endsd  Oia  3£th  day  of  Maroh,  138!.— (A'r 
Miihatl  BiekM  BttuA.) 


TOmt  OOCKOILLOBS  (sOOrL&Mo)  BELL, 
On  Hotioil  of  Ut.  Bnlemont,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Laws  tor  the  Laws  for  the  Election  of 
Town  Oouncillors  of  Boyal  and  Parliamentary 
BDivha  in  Sootland,  ordered  to  be  bronght  in 
by  Sir.  Eulemoot,  Mr.  Edmond  Bahntaaa; 
Hi.  Hmtro  Fergiuon,  and  Ur.  Baiid. 
Bill  pMMnted,  and  read  firrt  time.  [BilllTT.] 

OMDSSa    OF  TSS  BAY. 


eUPPLT— OIVII.  8BHV1CB  ESTIMATES. 

ScTFLT— ooneidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Gomtnittee.) 

Olam  I. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 

"That  a   sum,  not  uoMding  £36,370,   be 

granted  to  Her  Uajertv,  to  complete  the  mm 

neoeenry  to   defray   the   Cha^;e  which   will 

oome  in  ooniBe  of  payment  during  the  year 

ending  on  the  Slit  day  of  Matoli,  ISSO,  tor 

the  Building!  of  Ui«  Hou«ee  of  Parliament." 

*Ma.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottinghamshire, 
Bnshcliffe) :  In  the  present  Estimates 
there  is  a  sum  of  £7,854  asked  for  in 
oonneotion  with  the  restoration  of  West- 
minster Hall.  I  see,  on  referring  to 
Cllass  1,  that  the  sum  of  £31,899  has 
been  spent  ap  to  the  end  of  last  year ; 
ftnd  a  further  sum  of  £3, 447  up  to  the 
Alst  of  Uaroh,  1889,  making  a  total  of 
£35,346,  or,  together  with  the  sum  now 
«Bked  for,  a  total  of  £43,200.     As  no 

firOTision  is  made  for  railings,  or  for 
Bjriog  down  the  inoloenre  around  the 
Cew  building,  I  presume  that  we  shall 
t>e  asked  for  a  further  sum  on  that  ao- 
•oonnt.  Therefore,  I  think  I  am  oorrect 
in  saying  that,  before  the  work  is  com- 
(ileted,  we  shall  hare  expended  a  sum 
snore  nearly  approaohing  £50,000  than 
JE40,000.  Now,  it  appears  to  me  that 
the  Committee  may  approach  the  Vote 
to-day  with  a  perfectly  free  and  open 
■niad.  It  is  quite  true  that  a  Committee 
was  appointed  to  consider  the  question  in 
.1884;  that  it  preeented  aBeport;  and 
that  in  July,   1866,  a  dieousrion  took 
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^aoa  in  this  House  upon  that  Beport. 
But,  in  the  firat  plaoe,  the  Oommittee 
was  appointed  under  very  different  dr- 
cumstanoes  &om  those  which  now  exist. 
I  wish  to  disolaim  most  empbatio^r 
that  this  Vote  has  any  oonneoUon  wiuL 
the  aide  of  the  House  on  which  I  noir 
sit;  and  if  I  were  sitting  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  supporting  Her 
Majes^'s  QoTemment,  I  should  object 
to  it  in  preinsely  the  same  way.  Indeed, 
I  believe  that  Uie  Amendment  I  propose 
to  move  will  have  the  support  of  many 
If  embers  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
There  is  no  Party  feeling  whatever  in 
the  matter,  but  tfie  simple  question  is, 
whether  we  approve  of  the  works  which 
are  now  being oarriedout,  and  particularly 
to  one  portion  of  them,  to  which  I  ehaU 
allude  before  I  sit  down.  I  would  like 
the  Committee  to  look  a  little  closer  to 
this  Select  Committee  and  its  Beport. 
It  was  appointed  in  1884,  and  oon- 
sietedof  13  Ifembers,  most  of  them  of 
high  position.  The  terms  of  the  re- 
ferenoe  were  "to  examine  and  report 
upon  plans  for  the  restoration  of  the 
exterior  of  Westminster  Hall."  I  lay 
considerable  stress  upon  the  word  "  ex- 
terior." There  was  laid  before  the 
Oommittee  a  scheme  which,  it  was  sug- 
gested, would  cost  £35,300;  bat  that 
included  the  addition  of  two  oor- 
ner  towers  at  the  north  end 
of  the  Hall,  which  proposal  was 
apparently  even  too  strong  for  the 
stomach  of  the  Oommittee.  It  was 
therefore,  ruthlessly  out  out,  and  left  a 
sum  of  £26,500  as  the  estimated  cost  ot 
the  works  which  the  Committee  approved 
of.  As  the  works  are  likely  to  cost 
£50,000,  it  is  not  too  much  to  say  that 
they  will  exceed  the  Estimate  by  nearly 
100  per  cent.  The  expenditure  up  to 
Saturday  last  was  £35,336;  we  are 
to-day  aaked  to  vote  £7,854  or  £43,190 
against  £26,600,  without  the  sum 
that  will  be  necessary  to  complete  the 
tncloBurea  and  railing^.  The  proceed- 
ings of  the  Committee  were  very  inte- 
resting, and  occupy  a  considerable 
volume.  The  Oommittee  wound  up 
their  Beport  with  the  observation  that 
"this  10  a  most  difficult  subject."  loan 
onlv  wish  that  the  Oommittee  and  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr, 
Shaw  Lefevre),  who  was  mainly  respon- 
sible for  it,  had  proceeded  a  little  more 
judiciously  in  what  they  admitted  to  be 
a  difficult  subject.    The  Tote  came  on 
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for  diwnuiion  in  this  Hooae  on  the  ISth 
<rf  July,  18SS,  and  it  naderwent  oon- 
Bidenble  oritioism.  It  waa  pointed  out 
tliat  the  monc^  obtainsd  in  Angort, 
1S84,  wu  aaked  for  and«r  a  certain  plea, 
and  that  it  had  not  been  applied  to  the 
purpose  for  which  it  was  aaked — namely, 
•trenrtheuing  and  preeerring  &om  the 
veat£er  the  flying  buttreoaea.  In  the 
oonrse  of  the  i£soaauon  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  made  use  of  one 
ex  two  cnrioaB  ezpreMions.  He  said 
that  he  had  found  it  not  ea*y  to  act  aa 
Ohairman  of  the  Committee  and  aaFtrat 
Oommisaioaer  of  Works  at  the  name 
time,  and  that,  on  the  whole,  ha  had  felt 
bound  to  Btand  by  the  Architect. 
Therefore  we  may  take  it  that  as  Ohair- 
man of  the  Oommittee  he  acted  aa  conn- 
■ellor,  guide,  and  friend  of  the  principal 
witneea,  and  that  he  did  not  poaaess  that 
impartial  mind,  aa  Ohainnan  of  the  Com- 
mittee, which  waa  to  have  been  ex- 
rtd.  To  a  certain  extent  ha  acted  as 
Pearaon'a  advooate  before  the  Com- 
mittee. Delay  waa  pleaded  for.  It  was 
ginted  out  that  it  was  a  moribund 
ouse  of  OommouB,  ^at  a  General 
Election  waa  imminent,  and  that  it  was 
not  desirable  to  do  more  tiian  keep  the 
flying  buttresaea  from  damage— tbat 
there  was  no  necessity  for  hurrying  the 
•oheme  through  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. These  arguments  did  not  pre- 
vail, and  what  ocounred  then  m^  occur 
again  this  afternoon.  Hon.  Members 
who  had  not  heard  the  discussion  came 
into  the  House  when  the  division 
bell  waa  rung,  and  gare  their  Totea 
without  being  o^nizant  of  the  merits  of 
the  case.  The  Vote  was  oarried,  and  I 
should  like  to  ask  what  the  public  hare 

Sat  for  this  expenditure — somsthing  like 
40,000.  I  will  not  criticise  the  outside 
architectural  features  of  the  scheme: 
but  inside  we  hare  got  a  few  rooms  ill- 
lighted,  badly  approached,  and  too  far 
otf — altogether  a  most  inoonvenient 
arrangement  for  those  who  are  engaged 
in  the  business  of  this  House.  So  far  as 
the  upper  rooms  are  oonoemed,  they  are 
worth  little  or  nothing,  and  upon  the 
basement  there  are  only  three  or  four 
cellars.  I  cannot  conceive  an  arrange- 
ment more  exposed  to  ridicule.  There 
is  a  oovered  apace  for  horses,  but  it  is 
approached  by  a  declivity,  which  it  is 
dangerous  to  drive  a  horae  down.  But, 
leaving  the  oast  of  the  building  and  the 
want  of  arrangement,  my  spedfia  ground 
Mr.  J.  £.  Mi* 


of  objection  is  the  work  inside  Weafe- 
minater  Hall.  The  Oommittee  w«r» 
appointed  to  examine  and  report  n[K»i 
plana  for  the  reatoration  of  the  exteiior 
of  Weatminster  Hall.  If  it  could  hare 
been  foreaeen  that  such  a  structure  would 
have  been  erected  in  the  middle  of 
Weatminster  Hall,  I  do  not  think  th« 
money  would  have  been  granted  in  July, 
IBaS,  eo  readily.  It  is  quite  evident 
that  the  matter  of  these  stepa  waa 
preaent  in  the  minds  of  the  Select  Oom- 
mittee, and  to  show  this  I  wilt  read  som» 
of  the  questions  put  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  to  Mr.  Pearson,  together 
with  Mr.  Pearson's  answers.  Mr. 
Pearson  was  asked — 

(Qaestaan  167.)— "How  do  ;oa  pnjpoaa  t» 
give  MoeM  to  these  todhu  P — By  atturcaaes  from 
the  HsU.  [Question  1S8  )— Is  that  followii^ 
the  oiiKinal  ]^hi  f — The  onginal  pUa  at  this 
and  (pomtiiig  to  it},  ud  ■  eeoocd  flight  of  rteps 
lasdiDg  np  from  the  lontli  of  the  Hall :  and 
then  an  wlilitioiial  flivht  of  «t«p«  tonrda  the 
centie,  •omewbat  limiUi  to  the  etepa  whidi 
anrtad  before  in  the  Hall,  aa  may  be  laen  in 
one  of  the  old  views. 

"169.  Would  thoee  «tepa  be  any  detrimeat 
to  the  Hall  itaalf  f— None  whaterer. 

"ISD.  Buppoeinff  exception  ware  taken  t» 
thoM  ttepe,  wonld  it  be  poonble  to  giro  aocess 
to  thoie  room*  in  the  anie-rooau  ohown  in  the 
plan  of  the  lower  atory  f— Certainly ;  it  would 
aocrifiae  ooma  portion  of  the  upper  floor.  The 
Caofarenoa  RiNHn  here  [pointing  to  it)  wonld. 
hare  to  be  diminiibed  in  siM. 

••  161.  It  wonld  neoeamUte  some  Uttle  re* 
arrangement  of  the  upper  floor  P— Yes. 

"  161.  But  if  it  were  thoaght  objeotionable 
to  let  the  olaircaau  be  itepe  in  the  HaU._ai 


Certainly  "  steps,"  but  not  anything 
like  what  Mr.  Pearson  has  put  in 
Weatminster  Hall.  Mr.  Pearson  ad- 
mitted that  there  would  be  no  difficult 
ia  avoiding  these  steps  in  Westminster 
Hall,  and  the  effect  of  his  examination, 
was  that  they  were  not  neoeeear;  in. 
order  to  give  access  to  these  rooms. 
But  a  good  deal  more  occurred  in  refer- 
ence to  the  steps  than  that.  When  the- 
matter  cams  on  for  discussion  in  thia 
House  on  the  16th  of  July,  1885,  the- 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  said  (.^oa- 
lard,  Vol.  299,  page  826)— 

"Ithae  been  objeoted  by  the  hon.  Uember 
that  the  acoeee  to  theae  roomi  woold  partly  be 
by  itone  sMiroaaea  in  the  cornora  of  w«atuin- 
oter  Hull,  1 0  feet  in  height.  That  i*  ondooU- 
edly  how  aooasi  wm  given  to  tham  in  former 
times.  It  wai  my  intention,  it  I  had  remained 
In  charge  of  the  Offioe  of  Works,  to  try  by  a. 
model  how  these  wonld  look,  and  wlksthor  thev 
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-would  interfere  with  the  apptamiM  ot  Weat- 
■miMtBt  Hall.  lo  the  mlmon  of  Mr.  Peanon, 
thejr  would  not  debaot  from  tlte  appeamiM  of 
Qie  Hall.  If,  however,  it  should  tarn  out  that 
tiiat  wu  not  K,  and  that  the  effect  waa  bad,  it 
would  1]fl  qnite  iioaribia  to  tilaos  the  stepa  in  the 
lower  ;pai  of  the  CUlen  by  norifloing  a^art 
<rf  Qie  ipaoe  there,  and  in  this  way,  I  thinh, 
the  objeotiona  of  the  hoQ.  Gtotleman  would 
te  completely  met" 

That  I  regard  aa  one  ot  the  auggestioiiB 
-vhioh  we  often  see  thrown  out  ftom 
the  Traasor;  Benoh  to  Boothe  the  mind  o  f 
the  ohjeotoTS  to  a  partioular  Vote,  and 
I  hare  no  douht  tnat  this  was  a  sng- 
gestion  made  with  that  object.  The 
effect  of  it  waa  that  the  objection  to  the 
ateps  waa  allowed  to  sleep ;  the  Vote 
was  obtcuned,  and  hoardings  pat  up,  so 
"that  it  was  impOBsible  to  eee  what  was 
taldng  plaoe  behind  them.  Now  that 
-the  hoardings  hare  been  taken  down, 
we  see  the  structure  exposed,  in  all  its 
liideous  deformity,  entirely  destroying 
the  rista  down  the  Hall.  I  beliere  it 
is  quite  impoBsibla  to  show  that  there 
was  anything  like  it  in  bygone  days.  I 
liare  been  to  the  British  Uuseum,  and 
Although  the  representationB  of  the  Hall 
^o  not  go  baekreryfar,  there  is  nothing 
like  these  steps  to  be  found  in  any  old 

Jrint.  This  is  a  matter  for  which  I 
old  no  Party  responsible,  but  it  !s  a 
matter  for  the  Oommittee  to  take  into 
-their  own  hands  and  deal  with  as  they 
-think  fit.  The  historic  glories  of  this 
old  Hall  are  or  ought  to  be  dear  to 
■erery  Member  ot  wis  House,  I  say 
unhesitatingly  that  these  erections  mar 
-the  grand  and  serere  lines  of  one  of 
the  nohlest  halls  in  this  oountry.  I 
Ask  (^e  Oommittee  to  support  the 
Uotdon  I  now  make,  that  this  Vote 
be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £fiOO  as 
-a  protest  against  what  I  cannot  help 
oharaoterizing  as  a  ruthless  act  of 
"Vandalism. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, "That  Item  B,  £7,6S4,  for  the 
Restoration  of  Westminster  Hall,  be  re- 
duced by  £600."— (JTr.  JbAa  ElUi.) 

•Mb.  SHAW  LBFEVBE  (Bradford, 
-Central)  :  I  was  First  Oommiaaioner  of 
Works  at  the  time  Mr.  Pearson  was  em- 
^yed  in  the  work  of  restoring  West* 
nunster  Hall,  and  as  I  acted  as  (Suirman 
of  the  Oommittee  whioli  my  hon.  Kiiraid 
has  frequently  adrerted  to,  I  think  the 
Oommittee  will  not  be  surprised  if  I  take 
'sp  at  oooe  the  tJialleoge  of  my  hon. 


Friend.  My  hon.  Friend  haa  alluded 
to  the  Report  of  the  Oommittee,  and  to 
my  action  as  Ohairman  of  it.      I  do  not 

firopoee  to  detain  the  Oommittee  at  ^y 
ength  upon  this  somewhat  stale  sub- 
ject, but  I  am  quite  pr«iared  to  defend 
my  conduct.  As  First  Cfommissioner  of 
Works,  I  fbund  it  necessary  to  defend 
Mr.  Pearson  from  what  I  considered  at 
the  time  to  be  an  unfair  attack  from  a 
small  clique  of  professional  men,  who 
had  detennined  to  destroy  his  scheme 
if  they  could.  It  is  not  necessary  to  go 
into  ul  the  matters  which  were  brought 
before  the  Oommittee,  bat  simply  to 
ascertain  whether  on  the  whole  the  re- 
sults of  our  action  were  satisfacton. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Rushdiffb 
Diriaion  (Mr.  J.  Ellis)  saya  that  the 
upper  rooms  of  the  new  building  are 
ill-lighted,  badly  approached,  and  too 
far  off.  I  take  issue  with  him  on  all  of 
those  points.  I  say  that  they  are  not  ill 
lighted  nor  badly  approached.  Fach 
has  a  separate  approacQ,  and  it  is  not 
the  fact  that  they  only  oommnnioate 
with  one  another.  Eaeh  has  a  separate 
communication  with  the  Hall.  They 
are  not  ill  lighted,  and  the  building  at 
right  angles  with  the  Hall  is  one  of  the 
most  aohle  rooms  to  be  found  in  London. 
My  hon.  Friend  says  they  are  worth 
rery  little ;  but  it  appears  to  me  that 
they  are  extremely  runable  rooms.  I 
hare  no  doubt  that  great  use  will  be 
found  for  them,  and  that  they  will  free 
other  rooms  in  this  House  which  may  be 
dedicated  to  hon.  Members  in  other  re- 
spects. My  hon.  Friend  went  on  to 
refer  to  the  staircases,  and  I  presume  that 
they  form  the  main  object  which  haa  in- 
duded  him  to  more  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote  to-day.  He  has  truly  said  that 
the  question  of  the  staircases  was  asab- 
jeot  of  long  discussion  both  in  the  Oom- 
mittee and  in  this  House.  Mr. 
Pearson's  idea  was  that  he  waa  re- 
storing the  building  on  the  west 
front  of  WestDiinster  H^  as 
nearly  as  possible  to  the  condition  whidi 
he  beliered  to  exist  from  the  time  of 
Bichard  II.  to  a  oomparatirely  recent 
period.  Unquestionably,  rooms  sindlai 
to  those  now  re-built  existed  in  former 
times,  and  were  approached  by  stair- 
oases  &om  the  Hall.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber haa  thrown  some  doubt  upon 
the  fact,  and  says  that  in  his  opinion 
they  nerer  had  any  direct  oommnnicatioa 
witb  Weatminster  Hall  itself.    But  in 
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ihe  north  stwrooM  an  old  archway  can 
be  pointed  out  which  ahowa  th&t  all  the 
rooma  oommimicated  with  the  Hall  in 
the  manner  they  do  now.  H7  hon. 
Friend  has  referred  to  the  atateiDant 
which  I  made  when  the  Ileport  of  the 
Seleot  Oommittee  waa  disonsaed  in  thia 
Honse  that  I  liod  intended,  had 
remained  First  Commiseioner,  to  pnt  np 
models  ot  the  proposed  atoiroaaee,  ao 
that  the  public  might  judge  of  the  effect 
of  them.  That  waa  nndoubtaidly  the 
fact  Now,  I  never  aet  up  to  be  a  great 
authority  on  Hiatters  of  taste,  and  I  nave 
always  been  anxioos  on  soob  matters  to 
take  the  opinion  of  the  pnblio  outside 
aa  far  OB  I  oon,  and,  probably,  hon. 
Hembers  will  reooUeot  that  when  the 
idana  for  the  restOTfttion  of  Weatminster 
Hall  were  originally  made,  I  had  a  model 
made  of  the  exterior  of  IJie  new  bniid- 
ing,  so  that  Members  might  be  able  to 
judge  the  effect  for  themselTea.  80  far 
as  the  stairoaseH  are  oonoemed,  not- 
withstanding all  that  the  hon.  Uember 
has  said,  I  maintain  that  they  are  no 
detriment  whaterer  to  the  existina;  Hall. 
On  matters  of  taste  it  is  adnsable  that 
the  House  shonld  be  guided  by  the 
best  authority  of  the  day,  and  I 
^ve  authorities,  which  will  be 
oognized  as  Tery  high  authoritiee,  for 
the  statement  I  have  just  made. 
I  do  not  wish  to  foroe  my  judgment 
on  the  House,  I  prefer  rather  to  quote 
the  opinions  of  four  men  who  wUl  be 
leoognized  by  hon.  Members  to  bs  the 
highest  authorities  on  this  subject, 
Ur.  Waterhoaso,  Mr.  Ohriatian,  Hr. 
Blomfield  and  Professor  Brooks.  I  have 
bad  communications  from  all  four  gen- 
tlemen on  the  subject  of  the  final  de- 
sign of  the  new  buildings  on  the  side 
of  Westminster  Hall,  and  especially  on 
the  point  of  the  atairoasee.  The  first 
of  the  four  opinions  to  which  1  shall 
refer  is,  I  think,  the  most  important. 
It  is  that  of  a  gentleman  who  had  very 
Rave  donbta  indeed  on  the  subject  of 
tiis  staircases  before  they  were  erected. 
Mr.  Ohriatian  had  told  me  that  now  he 
is  able  to  judge  the  general  eoffeot  of  the 
atoiroases ;  his  opinion  is  entirely  difler- 
ent  to  what  it  waa  before.  He  aaya — 
"ABK^ardi  theintcoior  of  tha&llud  the 
new  atuioua,  I  am  thnUal  to  mj  tliat  Uw 
dnsd  with  wbioh  J  tX  oo«  t)ni«  looked  forward 
to  Udr  iotrodaotion  luu  becm  oktiraly  diesipated 
by  wli&t  I  liava  aoen  to-daj.    Tim  north  and 

•mtli  ■ttircaiefl  ai«  admint''  

tiis  Tlawa  of  ths  roof  of  theB 
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iag  of  tbe  fomwr,  and  of  St.  Stqiiai'i  Hall 
ma  a  rimilar  porition  on  tlie  latter  would  alone 
ooeipaaMte  for  aaj  olxbeotmi  if  thanwsre 
any  nx^  to  defend.  Tha^  ore  raally  to  an 
architact'a  svs  quite  ohainuiif.  The  centaal 
rtalicHa  and  Ilia  aroh  bantath  it  givinc  aeoew 
to  Uw  lowar  avisa  of  rMMia  ai«  dsaLgiMd  in  the 
tnw  apirit  ol  a  medinTal  nuMm.    llw  oataide 


the  main  featona  are  reoD;  adwiahle.  . 
Toa  an,  I  praame,  awate  that  the  nod 
rtalioase  givea  aooBaa  to  the  upper  aariea  of 
room*  by  an  andeDt  doorway  admirably  re- 
■tored,  and  oompletedby  Paanon,  withont  dis. 
tnrbing  the  inner  ring  of  the  arch  which  gfivea 
clear  and  strong  eTidraoe  to  the  trntbfalneaa  o< 
hia  thaoy  of  natoiation." 

Hr.  Waterhouse  writee — 

■■  The  Btairouei  leading  from  the  Hall  aro 
Tery  well  oonbiTad,  not  taUne  up  moch  room, 
and  yat  by  their  vaiiety  adding  inlereat  and 
k»1b  to  that  nda  of  the  HalL  l^s  only  doubt 
I  haTs  is  ai  regardi  the  oential  ttidicaaB,  and 
that  i*  with  reteenoa  to  the  fonr  pedeatala 
tmninatiog  the  aide  walla  of  ths  conn  flights. 
Hey  appear  to  me  too  hi^  and  iinnnrwiMi  il  1 
intsrfeis  with  the  view  of  the  btanlifiil  anm. 
•apportiiig  the  upper  flighta.  The  atairoaaea 
would,  in  my  npinion,  hars  been  well  worth 
building  if  only  for  Uie  new  and  nneipeotad 
viewa  tbey  afford  of  tha  HaU  itaalf.  The 
Dorthen  one  ha«  ntiliaad  the  f reahly  diaooraed 
Early  Englith  doorway,  and  enables  the  apeo> 
tator  to  aae  tho  Hall  nom  probably  the  moat 
faronrabla  point  of  view,  He  central  one 
allows  of  the  examination  of  the  del^  of  the 
roof  in  away  impoesible  from  below;  while  the 
aoDthem  ataiioue  aaniea  one  Into  a  oomv  of 
the  Hall  from  whence  is  a  *""'"^ti"g  view  of 
the  entrance  to  tit.  Stephen's  HaU. 

Professor  Brooks  said — 

"  Naver  before  hare  I  aeen  tha  Great  Halt 
look  so  well.  For  aome  canae  it  looked  mneh 
larger;  this  I  oonaidir  arises  from  the  staih^ 
caaat,  which  prejeot  into  the  Hall  and  thtcefav 
break  np  the  lat^sorfsM  of  the  west  waU  ana 

E'  re  a  scale  to  the  bnildiug  it  so  mnchreqalted. 
BuwiisafiiHy   hays   these   atainases   bean. 

designed  (hey  form  good  appcooehas  to im. 

they  riva  scale  to  the  buildug,  and  thay  do  not 
tntrnde  too  mnoh  into  or  obs^ct  Qie  oiroula- 
tioQ  in  tha  Hall.  From  ths  landing  of  theae 
staircasoa  mosteharminK  viswa  can  be  obtaiaad. 
of  the  Hall  itself  and  A  the  flneat  timber  roof 
in  England.  Suoh  views  were  nerer  obta^ble 

Mr.  Blomfield  said — 

Hb  interior  of  the  Hall  has  certainly  basft 
materially  improved  by  tha  change.  The  west 
wall  was  tmrnwly  disflgnred  by  nx  snoimoae 
doorways,  which  detracted  voymnolifrrai  the 
Bcala  and  proportfona  of  the  building,  and  hod- 
altogether  a  most  diaagreeablealbct.  nenew 
docnwni  and  staircases  have  quite  leneditd. 
dcMot,  and  to  iw  mindfona  vecy  inteisit- 
and  nlffaaing  feanuea  on  that  lule  of  the 

I  said  I  did  not  intend  to  pnt  myntC 
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fomrd  as  an  aathori^  on  these  mat- 
tery but  haviDp  got  Buoh  judges  as  I 
outuA,  and  haTing  looked  at  the  whole 
mrk  e£Fected  by  Mr.  Peonon,  I  can  bnt 
oonolode  that  it  has  been  carried  out 
irith  very  great  aueoees.  I  oan  see  no 
defect  whatersr,  and  I  would  ask  hon. 
Uembers  who  entertain  any  doubts  to 
reeerra  their  final  judnnent  until  the 
work  is  oompleted,  and  they  can  judge 
of  it  as  a  whole,  which  is  the  only  way  to 
arrive  at  a  fair  jud^ent.  It  is  not 
quite  fair  to  the  architect  that  it  should 
be JudMi  in  its  inoomplete  state. 

*Ms.  J^.  ELLIS :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  pardon  me  for  interrupting 
him  ?  Is  uiere  any  more  work  to  be 
done  in  Westminster  Hall  ? 

*Hb.  SHAW  LEFEVBB:  No,  I  think 
not. 

*Ub.  J.  E.  ELIJS:  Then  we  o&n 
judge  the  effect  of  the  alterations  there. 

*Mb.BHAWLEFEVEE:  It  is  hardly 
fair  to  oondemn  Mr.  Pearson  on  a 
aingle  piece  of  hie  work  before  the  vbole 
xeanlts  of  his  building  can  be  seen. 
1  do  not  think  it  would  be  quite 
fair  to  the  architect  to  oome  to  a  final 
jodgment  on  the  subject,  yet  I  wish  I 
might  venture  to  detain  the  House  with 
an  opinion  on  the  general  effect  of  the 
restoration.  All  the  Reports  I  have 
quoted  speak  in  enthusiastio  terms  of 
toe  way  id  which  the  work  has  been 
carried  out,  and  of  the  building  as  a 
whole,  and  Mr.  Christian  especially 
says— 

"  I  aennot  bat  think  that  the  throwla*  odbd 
of  the  Unat  H^  wd  the  clothing  o 
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stMngth  mi  power  ■■  s  gnuid  uohileotiual 
teati^,  is  one  ot  th«  moat  snecicuful  wortu  of 
modem  times.  It  is  to  ma  a  very  i«»l  MliS' 
fau^n  to  look  npon  it,  and  T  tnist  moat 
•inotrely  that  in  the  enoloanre  of  the  nonnd 
ontaide  nothing  will  be  done  that  am  id  any 
WSJ  mar  the  grand  dmplldtj  of  a  piotim 
which,  when  completed,  ought  to  be  one  of  Uie 
wy  flneat  to  be  seen  in  London." 

lir.  Waterhousa  also  refers  in  the  same 
tenna  to  the  general  result  of  the  work. 
1  have  only  again  to  ask  the  House 
Dot  to  oome  to  a  final  judgment  on  this 
aoeetion :  it  is  only  fair  to  the  architect 
uiat  time  should  be  given  for  the  com- 
plation  of  it  as  a  whow.  I  may  venture 
to  express  my  regret  that  no  money  has 
been  taken  in  the  Estimates  for  the 
present  year  for  completing  the  ap- 
proaches, laying  out  the  ground,  and 


putting  railings  in  front  of  the  enolo- 
Bure.  It  is  hsrdly  fair  to  the  architect^ 
when  the  work  is  practioally  complete, 
that  it  should  still  be  surrounded  by 
hoarding  for  twelve  months,  and  that 
no  opportunity  should  be  afforded  to  tbe- 
publio  of  viewing  the  building.  I  caa 
only  oonolude  by  saying  that,  in  my  judg- 
ment, Ur.  Pearson  has  carried  out  & 
work  of  the  greatest  diffioul^  in  a  most 
satisfaoto^  manner,  and  I  believe  the- 
verdict  of  the  architectural  world  if 
decisively  in  favour  of  what  he  hat- 
done.  I  regard  it  as  a  worthy  comple- 
tion of  Westminster  Hall,  and  a  work 
which  will  be  an  honour  and  digni^  to- 
this  part  of  London. 

Sm  GEOfiGE  OAUPBELL  (Eirk- 
oaldy] :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has- 
said  a  great  deal  about  the  feelings  of 
the  architect,  but  surely  tbere  is  some- 
thing  to  be  said  for  the  feelings  of  the- 
British  taxpayer,  and  for  the  way  in 
which  he  is  tyrannized  over  by  artists- 
and  architects.  1  tbin^  indeed,  th* 
greatest  tyranny,  and  the  most  injurious- 
tyranny,  that  we  have  to  put  up  with  !•■ 
that  which  oomesfrom  the  architect.  H» 
makes  buildings  which  we  not  only 
have  to  pay  for,  bnt  which  we  have  to 
live  in,  and  which  aETsct  the  comfort  (rf* 
our  lives  for  all  time  to  come.  It  seema 
to  me  that  it  is  a  terrible  misfortune  to 
the  country  that  architects  look,  as  a- 
rule,  not  to  the  convenience  of  the  pub- 
lic, but  seek  to  gain  their  artistic  end,, 
and  in  99  oasee  oat  of  100  desiga 
buildings  which  are  not  suitable  for  tho 
purposes  for  which  they  are  intended- 
We  have  only  to  look  for  an  instance  of 
that  la  the  new  Law  Oourts,  for  which 
«e_paid  so  large  a  sum  of  money,  and' 
which  have  tnmed  out  to  be  so  singularlT 
ill-adapted  to  the  purposes  for  whioa 
th^  are  intended.  Not  only  is  tt» 
architecture  bod,  bnt  the  work  was  ill- 
dono.  The  roofs  have  shrunk  and  are  in 
danger.  I  think  we  have  been  grossly- 
led  astray  by  the  arohiteot,  with  regard 
to  the  work  he  has  done  to  the  exterior- 
of  Westminster  Hall.  Indeed,  I  fear 
the  thing  is  now  past  praying  for.  I 
think  a  great  deal  of  money  nas  been 
spent  uselessly,  for  the  only  result,  so  far 
OS  I  can  see,  is  that  a  number  of  wretched 
rooms  have  been  erected,and  those  rooms- 
are  good  for  no  practical  purpose  what- 
ever. There  might  have  been  built  a- 
really  magnificent  room,  if  only  the  archi- 
tect had  gone  the  right  way  to  work.  W* 
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wen  prerented  from  having  any  know- 
ledge of  what  was  going  on  by  the 
•rection  of  hoaidings  aiound  the  works, 
and  I  believe  that  if  the  House  hod  had 
oa  opportanit;  of  judgingwhat  was  pro- 
posed, the  arohiteot  would  not  have  been 
allowed  under  the  cover  of  the  hoarding 
to  erect  a  hideous  atairoose.  I  am  a 
-modeet  man,  but  if  I  pride  myseU  on 
anvthing  it  is  that  I  have  a  sober  mind, 
and  am  not  carried  away  by  passion.  I 
^am  not  arohiteoturally  ot  morally  drunk. 
I  have,  I  repeat,  a  sober  mind  in  matters 
relating  to  art,  and  the  result  of  what  I 
'have  seen  has  been  to  eonvinoe  me  that 
matters  of  high  art  are  all  bosh  and 
humbug.  I  do  admire  the  interior  of 
WestminHter  Hall ;  I  believe  it  is  the 
finest  Hall  in  Europe,  or  at  least  it  was 
ttefore  those  awful  stairs  were  put  in. 
I  also  believe  that  the  exterior  of  West- 
minster Hall  was  never  meant  to  be 
-otherwise  than  simple,  for  the  reason 
that  itwae  enrrouoaed  by  the  kitchens 
of  Boyal  Palaces,  and  could  not  be  seen 
to  advantage.  I  join  with  my  hon. 
Triend  in  being  shocked  and  disgusted 
with  the  way  in  which  the  Hall  has  been 
treated.  The  steps  which  have  been 
put  in  are  not  only  ridiouloosly  out  of 
Larmony  with  the  rest  of  the  building, 
but  they  are  altogether  out  of  propor- 
tion, and  we  find  they  are  intended 
for  no  possible  use  whatever  but  to  give 
aooesa  to  those  wretched,  little,  miser- 
able rooms,  for  which  even  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Uember  for  Brad- 
ford can  find  no  use  whatever.  I  hope 
the  Members  of  this  House  will  exercise 
their  common  senae,  will  put  a  stop  to 
these  proceedings,  and  will  have  the 
stairs  removed,  and,I  therefore  heartily 
support  my  hon.  Friend,  and  certainly 
deoune  for  myself  to  be  tyrannised  over 
l>y  arohiteots. 

Me.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
^Whitehaven) :  I  had  honed,  Sir,  that 
-the  First  Gonunissioner  of  Works  would 
have  followed  the  ri^t  hon,  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford  in  this 
debate,  and  have  given  the  Oommittee 
his  views  in  regard  to  this  matter. 
Since  he  has  not  done  so,  I  desire  now, 
Sir,  to  state  the  reasons  which  induce 
me  to  support  the  Amendment  I  am 
afraid  the  House  is  now  committed  to 
this  e^tenditure,  and  that  it  is  of  no  use 
-tiying  to  overthrow  it.  But  when  I 
was  a  Member  of  the  Oommittee  dealing 
^th  this  question  I  expressed  an 
Bir  Qttrgt  CamfhtS 


opinion  that  if  the  First  Oommiasioner 
of  Works  employed  Mr.  Pearson  he 
would  be  pretfy  sure  to  find  himself  in 
a  mess,  Moause  Mr.  Pearson  and  hia 
school  did  not  follow  the  ideas  of  the 
old  masters.  We  have  now  seen  the 
result  of  Mr.  Pearson's  work.  These 
are,  no  doubt,  all  questionB  of  taste ; 
bat  my  doctrine  has  always  been  to  fbl- 
low  the  old  masters,  because  they  were 
right.  Mr.  Pearson  and  his  aehool,  of 
course,  tiiought  that  the  Ideas  which 
they  adopted  were  better  than  those  of 
the  old  masters,  and  they  aotdBacooid- 
ingly.  My  opinion  was  that  either  the 
magnifloent  deaigns  of  Sir  Charles 
Barry  should  be  completed  or  the  mat- 
ter should  be  let  alone  until  a  future  time. 
Instead  of  that  the  risht  hon.  Gentleman 
decided  to  employ  Mr.  Pearson.  With 
regard  to  the  outside  of  Westminster 
Hall,  we  are  committed  to  the  works 
there.  We  protested  against  them  in 
1885,  but  we  were  overruled,  and  now 
we  must  make  the  best  we  can  of  the 
boUdings.  But  the  inside  of  the  Hall 
is  an  entirely  new  question.  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  designs  for  the  steps 
were  ever  submitted  to  the  Oommittee, 
and  there  is  no  evidence  to  show  that 
they  were.  The  plan  is  nothing  hut  a 
mere  ground  plan,  and  there  is  nothing 
in  it  to  show  this  large  erection,  which, 
so  far  as  I  can  see,  is  a  copy  of  the 
pulpit  used  by  Mr.  Spurgeon.  Then 
there  is  another  great  defect  about  the 
alterations  in  Westminster  Hall,  and 
that  is  their  want  of  symmetry.  I  should 
like  to  know  why  the  doorway  waa  not 
made  exactly  opposite  to  the  entamoe 
to  St.  Stephen's  cloister.  Then  agun 
there  is  the  roughness  of  the  western 
wall ;  I  tiank  it  is  most  unsightly  and 
that  it  destroys  the  whole  hazmo^  of 
the  southern  end  of  Westminster  HmJL 
Thrae  is  another  defect  in  this  new  ar- 
rangement. One  idea  of  the  olaas  of 
architects  to  which  Mr.  Pearson  belongs 
seems  to  be  that  you  must  not  have  any- 
thing smooth  and  sightly  to  the  eye,  but 
that  you  must  go  hook,  to  some  barbarous 
period,  and  that  you  must  make  every- 
thing rough  and  unsightly. 

Bbt.  SHAW  LEFBVBE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man refer  to  the  interior  or  the  exterior 
waU? 

Ma.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK  :  I 
refer  to  the  exterior  wall  between  these 
famous  staircases.    The  new  arohiteot 
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rhu  Toughened  the  whole  faoe  of  the 
western  wall,  and  it  prewnta  a  very  on- 
■«ght1j  appearance.  No  doubt  the 
arohiteotB  haTS  been  filled  with  the  idea 
-that  they  were  going  to  put  somethiog 
itbere  which  was  there  originallf ,  bnt 
there  is  nothing  to  show  that  lb.  Fear- 
■aon'a  raetoration  is  anTthing  but  the 
cieation  of  hia  own  mind.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  autboritiee  who  have  been 
quoted  in  support  of  this  work  are  auoh 
as  the  Oommittee  ought  to  follow.  Ho 
•one  who  can  put  two  and  two  together 
<vill  fail  to  aee  that  the  atairoasea  will 
interfere  with  the  whole  idea  of  the 
Ball.  The  Ohampions  of  England  were 
acoaatomed  in  former  days  to  ride  into 
•the  Ha!l ;  if  die  Ohampions  of  Eoglond 
«ode  into  it  now  1  think  it  wonM  be 
difficult  for  them  to  get  out  on  the  other 
side.  The  Bburoasee  are  nothing  but 
obstmotionB,  and  are  not  ueoeMary  even 
for  the  porpose  of  obtaining  aooess  to 
the  email  door  at  the  end.  Then  there 
is  a  parapet  at  the  end  whioh  I  hope 
will  be  removed.  Uy  reason  for  voting 
lor  the  Amendment  is  that  tbeee  par- 
lioular  staircases,  and  the  alterations,  on 
the  wbole,  have  never  been  sanctioned 
hj  the  Oommittee,  and  ore,  therefore, 
open  to  tbe  decision  of  the  House 
upon  them,  and  we  shall  be  quite  juati- 
£ed  in  reducing  the  Vote  to  show  oiu 
'Sense  of  the  wrong  that  baa  been  done 
to  Westminster  Hdl. 
•Mb.  CAU8T0N  (Southwark,  W.) 
I  eordiallj  support  the  Motion  of  mj 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Busholiffe 
(Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis).  I  think  we  oan  very 
froely  express  our  deep  regret  that  the 
present  Ohiet  Oommissioner  (Mr.  Plun- 
cet]  did  not  in  168fi  accept  the  advice 
given  to  him  in  this  House  not  to  hastily 
adopt  Mr.  Pearson's  proposals.  The 
^mmbUng  we  hear  to-dav  would  not,  I 
&ink.  have  been  heard  if  the  right  hon. 
<}entlemas  had  not  been  too  anxious,  I 
think,  through  ooorteqr,  to  adopt  die 
plans  of  his  right  hon.  IVedeoeaaor  in 
xiffloa  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre).  I  think, 
Mr.  Ooortney,  you  yourself  stated  pret^ 
'Olearlv  what  would  happen  if  this  new 
building  was  erected.  Yon  said  the 
outer  rooms  would  be  nothing  hut  oell&rs, 
to  which  people  would  have  to  descend 
inaa  Westminster  Hall  by  means  of  a 
^ight  of  steps,  that  the  inner  portion  of 
the  Hall  would  he  more  oi  leee  dis- 
£guied,  aod  that  the  outside  building 
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;  that  of  darkening  the  interior  of  the 
Hall.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  Hr. 
Shaw  Lefevre  bos  talked  a  good  deal 
about  style  and  about  architects,  bnt 
what  I  said  in  ISB6  I  say  now,  namely, 
that  he  has  thought  more  about  style 
than  utili^.  What  we  used  is 
to  have  some  useful  buildingereoted  in 
order  that  the  business  of  Pailiament 
may  be  mme  conveniently  conducted. 
The  ri^bt  hon.  Oeotlenuut  appean  to 
have  given  no  instmotionB  at  all  to  Mr. 
Pearson  as  to  the  requiisments  of  th« 
House.  He  merely  instructed  him  to 
prepare  plans  which  he  approved,  and 
got  the  Qovemment  of  the  day  to  ap- 
prove,  and  then  had  them  referred  to  a 
Select  Oommittee  with  an  altogether  in- 
aoffioient  reference.  Even  to-day  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Shaw 
Leifevra)  has  no  idea  as  to  what  use 
the  rooms  are  to  be  applied.  The 
Select  Oommittee  state  in  their  Report 
that  when  they  oommeneed  their  inquiry 
the  only  plans  before  them  were  those 
of  Mr.  Pearson.  I  hope  even  to-day 
that  we  shall  have  some  declaratioix 
from  the  First  Oommissioner  that  the 


purpose  the  rooms  are  goii^  to  be  used. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mt.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  says  that  there  is  a  separate 
entrance  to  evety  room,  bnt  in  oraar  to 
get  to  the  separate  entrance  you  have 
to  pass  throi;^  other  rooms. 

*Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE :  I  venture 
to  say,  without  fear  of  oontradiction, 
that  you  oan  approaeh  evety  room 
through  Weatminster  Hall  without  pass- 
ing through  ottiet  rooms. 

*Mb.  OAUSTOM  :  Well,  I  went  thero 
to-day  with  an  hon.  Friend,  and  I 
have  been  there  before,  and  I  certainly 
think  that  yon  cannot  do  so.  I  hav6 
protested  before  against  these  plaos, 
and  I  protest  again.  I  o&lyhope  that 
the  First  Oommisdoser  of  Works  will 
be  able  to  say  something  that  will  cheer 
us  up  on  the  sutiieot. 

*Mb.  si  lisle (Leioestershire,  Mid): 
I  hope  the  Oommittee  will  allow  me 
to  give  my  reasons  why  I  cannot 
support  this  Amendment.  I  take  very 
great  interest  in  Westaunster  Hall,  and 
if  it  were  possible  to  have  reoooaidered 
the  whole  question  aud  to  have  carried 
"■    Ohas.  Barry's  plan,  If"    *■ 


I  no  poasiUe  purpose  bat  I  would  have  been  wise  to  do  so.    Thai 
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is  an  impoBsibilit;  u  thinea  now  ore, 
and  I  think  it  is  a  great  minoitune  that 
when  eomethinK  is  being  done  with  the 
authority  of  this  Hotue,  and  is  ap- 
proaching completion,  an  attempt  should 
be  made  to  undo  what  has  been  done. 
I  have  no  doabt  that  if  any  modiasral 
arohiteot  had  had  to  put  these  steps  into 
the  Hall,  he  would  have  plaoed  thi 
nrmmetrioally  opposite  the  entrance 
this  Honee.  The  modem  idea  that  eo- 
oentridty  is  a  great  feature  of  mediceral 
architecture  is  an  ill-founded  one. 
Whenever  aymmatry  is  departed  from 
in  such  architecture,  it  is  done  from 
neeesai^  and  not  from  choice.  I  think 
that  the  general  effect  of  Westminster 
Hall  has  not  boon  damped  by 
the  additions  which  have  been  made 
to  it.  With  reeard  to  the  rough- 
ening of  the  wall,  I  hold  that  the 
treating  of  the  wall  in  that  manner 
gives  a  prett;  variation  of  light 
and  shade  and  is  much  superior  to  leav- 
ing it  smooth.  I  cannot  vote  for  this 
Amendment  because  I  earnestly  desire  to 
■ee  Westminster  Hall  completed.  When 
it  is  completed  it  will  then,  I  think,  be 
time  to  oouBtder  whether  any  alterations 
should  be  made  in  it.  I  think  the  great 
window  on  the  north  side,  which  looks 
as  bare  and  cold  as  poesible,  onghtto  be 
filled  with  stained  glass.  Uyright  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
has  informed  me  that  the  cost  of  filling 
it  with  stained  glass  would  not  exceed 
£1,200,  and  I  do  hope  that  next  year, 
if  the  right  hon.  Qentlemao  has  the 
oourage  to  put  this  down  in  the  £Bti- 
matee,  he  will  ask  Parliament  to  grant 
that  tarn.  It  might  be  made  a  window 
oommemorative  of  Her  Maieety's  Ju- 
bilee, and  I  would  suggest  that  the 
arms  of  Her  Majesty  and  of  all  the 
Sovereigns  who  came  to  take  part  in  the 
Jubilee  Service  should  figure  in  it. 
There  are  other  windows  also  which 
seed  a  little  colour  so  as  to  brighten 
up  the  Hall.  The  shields  aloo  running 
round  the  Hall  were  at  one  time  resplen- 
dent with  gold  and  colour,  as  were  also 
the  shields  borne  by  the  carved  angels 
in  the  roof.  It  would  not  oost  much  to  re- 
punt  and  re-gild  them  bo  as  to  give  a 
bright  line  of  colour  round  the  Hall. 
I  think  also  the  glass  panels  in  the  north 
door  of  the  HaU  might  be  filled  in  so  as 
to  make  the  door  ul  solid  wood  work. 
Ton  would  then  have  the  grand  effect 
of  a  dark  dado  running  round  the  Hall, 
Mr.  (U  ZUk 
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and  the  splendour  and  dignity  of  &» 
building  would  be  much  increased.  If  I 
might  make  a  few  remarks  about  th» 
great  Oentral  Lobby,  it  seema  to  me  it 
would  be  ft  good  Uung  if  the  statues 
of  Lord  Iddesleigh  and  Lord  John 
Buseell  were  moved  into  Weatminater 

HalL    At  present  they  are  oompletdj' 

them  out  of  place,  beoanae  a  different  standard' 
of  symmetry  is  given  by  the  statnatj  in 
the  mouldings  leading  up  to  the  groin- 
ings,  which  gives  a  soua  of  elegano» 
and  dignity  to  the  Oentral  Hall  an- 
equalled  by  any  other  hall  in  Europe. 
They  might,  at  present,  stand  at  the  top 
of  the  first  flight  of  steps.  I  am  sure  that 
the  public  are  anxious  to  see  this  build- 
ing, which  is  essentially  the  people's 
palace,  completed,  and  I  hope  that  the 
Sepresentatives  of  the  people  will  en- 
deavour to  bring  about  this  result.  L 
ho^e  the  task  w£  not  be  approached  in 
a  niggardly  manner,  and  that  this  palaee 
which  ie  the  glory  of  our  nation,  fwill 
be  properly  completed. 

Ma.BEEBEET  GAEDNEB  (Eesox, 
Saffron  Walden) :  I  cannot  om  I  agre» 
with  the  criticism  of  my  hon.  EViend  the 
Uember  for  Kirkcaldy  ( Sir  G.  Campbell} 
that  the  high  art  of  this  oentury  is  all 
bosh  and  hnmbng,  but  I  must  say  that, 
if  the  present  interior  of  Westminster 
HaU  ie  an  example  of  the  high  art  of 
this  19th  oentury,  I  should  be  very  much 
of  the  opinion  of  my  hon.  Friend  as  to 
the  value  of  that  art.  Uy  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford  (Ur. 
Shaw  Lefevre]  urged  that  we  should 
reserve  our  opinions  on  this  subject,  bat 
my  right  hon.  Friend  subsequentlv  ad- 
mitted that  the  interior  of  the  Hall  was 
practically  completed,  and  it  is  to  th» 
interior  of  the  Hall  that  we  apeoially 
object.  What  we  chiefly  complain  of  is, 
this  staircase,  which  I  regard  as  nothing 
less  than  hideous,  and  also  the  blank 
space  on  the  south-west  of  the  Hall  which' 
balances  so  ill  the  iron  screen  on  the 
opposite  side,  and  is  altogether  a  perfeot- 
eyesore.  I  do  not  set  myself  up  as  a- 
judge  of  taste,  but  I  know  what  I  think 
is  ugly  and  I  know  what  I  think  is 
pretty ;  I  am  not  going  to  be  guided, 
therefore,  in  a  matter  of  this  kind  by 
any  number  of  architects  or  any  amount 
of  architects'  opinions.  I  am  obtain 
that  if  hon.  Qentlemen  had  been  able 
to  see  how  hideous  the  present  interior- 
of  Westminster  HaU  waa  going  to  be, 
they  would  have  done  everything  they- 
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oould  Then  the  pl&ns  were  tinder  di»- 
oussion  to  prereiit  their  adoption.  I 
shall  certainly  sapport  the  Amendment. 
♦Da.  FAHaUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W) :  I  qnite  s^ree  with  the 
right  hon.  Oeotleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre)  that  the 
Oommittee  which  sat  on  this  subject 
was  a  good  one,  and  certainly  one 
member  ot  it  had  a  kind  of  prophetic 
insight  into  what  was  to  happen.  The 
only  Gentleman  who  really  understood 
the  plans,  namely,  Mr.  Dick  Peddie, 
predicted  very  accurately  a  great  many 
of  the  grave  defects  which  would  be 
found  in  this  building.  I  think  a  study 
of  the  report  of  the  Committee  throws  a 
lurid  light  upon  what  was  stated  by  the 
tight  b on.  Oentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford,  namely,  that  we  should  sub- 
ordinate our  own  tastes  and  feelings 
entirely  to  the  tastes  and  opinions 
of  arohitects.  When  we  invite  the 
opinion  of  experts  we  find  them 
hopelessly  at  Tarianoe ;  some  will 
be  one  side,  and  as  many  on  the 
other  side ;  and  so  we  find  in  this 
instance  first-rate  architects  on  one  side 
and  on  the  other.  But  what  struck  mt 
in  regard  to  the  opinions  of  those  Gentle- 
men quoted  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  ShawLefevre)  was— 
if  I  may  use  on  expression,  which  I  hope 
is  not  [un-Farliamentaiy — that  they 
damned  the  work  with  very  faint  praise. 
Everyone  had  some  amount  of  qualifi- 
cation of  his  commendation ;  the  steps 
veie  good,  but — something  else  was 
wrong.  This  only  bears  out  my  view 
that  you  may  find  experts  on  both  sides 
of  any  question  of  this  kind.  I  should 
like  to  know  whether  an  attempt  has 
been  made  to  get  the  opinion  of  any 
other  arohitects,  for  I  feel  sure  that  we 
should  not  want  the  support  of  profes- 
sional <^imoa  to  our  view  that  these 
steps  are  an  outrage  to  one  of  the  finest 
ola  halls  in  the  world.  I  am  not  going 
to  take  the  sweeping  line  taken  by  some 
hon.  Members  who  have  spoken,  for  I 
am  of  opinion  that  the  outside  work  on 
Westminster  Hall  is  good  in  design  and 
thoroughly  in  harmony  with  the  rest  of 
the  building.  So  far  as  my  judgment 
goes,  Ur.  Pearson  has  there  been  quite 
sucoeeafol,  but,  when  we  get  inside,  my 
fkvonrableopinionceosss.  Anyoommon- 
sense  man  familiar  with  the  appearance  i 
of  the  Hall  will  agree  that  the  stairs  | 
ate  not  beautiful  m  themselvea,   and 
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glaoed  as  they  are,  they  break  up  the 
ne  majestio  sweep  of  that  side  of  the 
Hall  and  spoil  the  grand  simplicity  of  the 
whole.  I  confess  I  have  been  unable  t» 
find  the  separate  entrances  for  the  rooms, 
and  I  wish  the  right  hon.  Qentlemaa 
(Mr.  Shaw  Leferre)  would  organize  a 
personally  conducted  tour  and  explain 
this  to  US.  I  was  there  to-day,  and  I 
could  find  no  trace  of  such  things.  As 
Mr.  Diok-Peddie  said  long  ago,  the 
arrangement  is  inconvenient  if  there 
should  be  anything  like  a  crowd  entering 
these  rooms,  and  the  rooms  will  be  sub- 
jeot  to  unpleasant  odours  from  below. 
I  do  not  know  what  the  rooms  ar» 
meant  for,  bat  I  suppose  for  the  use  of 
Members  of  Parliament.  If  that  is  so, 
if  JUembers  are  likely  to  be  there  at 
all,  you  must  have  some  machinery  by 
which  they  may  have  an  intimation  of 
a  dividon  in  the  House,  and  it  is  hardly 
possible  to  get  from  those  rooms  in, 
time  to  take  part  in  a  division  without 
running,  an  exsrciBe  for  which  the 
habits  and  physiasl  conformation  of 
many  Members  are  ill-adapted.  Even 
now,  it  is  difficult  to  get  from  the  Com- 
mittee Booms  upstairs  to  this  House  in 
time  when  a  division  is  called.  We 
sometimes  hear  of  fatal  ooneequenoee  to 
elderly  gentlemen  &om-  running  to 
aatoh  trains,  and  I  suppose  if  some- 
thing of  the  kind  happens  to  some- 
of  us,  something  will  be  done 
to  olsviate  the  necessity  of  pro- 
ceeding at  a  headlong  pace.  It 
strikes  me,  looking  at  the  new  rooms, 
that  the  old  la,w  Courts  might  as  well 
have  been  saved.  I  remember,  too,  th» 
staircases  were  unobtrusive  and  some- 
thing like  the  staircases  of  old  times,  no 
more  obtrusive  aod  no  more  interfered 
with  the  architectural  appearance  of  the 
Hall  than  the  old  orange  woman  who 
kept  ber  stall  in  the  oorner.  To  com- 
pare these  olumsy  stairs  to  the  light 
night  of  stairs  that  led  up  to  those  pic- 
turesque doorways,  as  I  remember  tLey 
were,  is  an  outrage  on  common  sense. 
It  is  a  great  pity,  I  think,  the  old  Law 
Courts  were  not  kept ;  they  were  qnite 
as  convenient  as  rooms,  the  arohiteoture 
was  not  much  worse,  and  preserving 
them  would  have  saved  a  large  sum  ^ 
money.  I  shall  give  my  support  to  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

MK.LABOtrOHEBE  (Northampton).- 
We  adopted  the  usual  coarse  in  regam 
to  OUT  pablio  boildings.  We  left  tha 
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matter  to  the  Chief  OommiBsioDer  and  a 
profeouoDal  arohiteot,  and  thej  have 
made  a  thoroug>h  mess  of  it.  There  waa 
an  idea,  I  believe,  when  at  oonsiderable 
enense  a  number  of  roonu  were  pro- 
vided, tbatthej  would  be  so  manj  extra 
Committee  rooms.  Now,  we  have  to 
come  to  the  oonolusion  that  the;  will 
not  be  used  for  Committae  rooms,  sor 
do  I  see  how  they  oould  be,  seeing  that 
they  open  one  into  the  other.  ["No!"l 
*Ma.  0AU8T0N  :  Will  the  hon. 
Member  allow  me  to  correct  the  state- 
ment I  made  just  now,  that  to  go  to 
one  room  joamnstpass  through  anther? 
That  would  be  so  if  you  went  up  the 
centre  staircase,  but  I  find  this  can  be 
avoided  by  descending  the  centre  stair- 
case, and  ascending  others  at  each  end 
of  the  Hall ;  and  as  regards  the  baae- 
tnent,  I  find  that  thsre  is  a  hole  on  the 

rund  floor,  that,  it  not  filled  up,  can 
made  the  means  of  access  from 
outside  the  building  to  the  comer  room. 
Ua.  LABOUGHEBE ;  The  real  facts 
are,  there  is  so  present  intention  to  use 
these  as  Committee  Booms,  for  you  can- 
not pass  from  one  to  the  other  without 
coming  down  one  staircase  into  West^ 
minster  Hall  and  ascending  another,  a 
most  inconvenient  arrangement,  more 
specially  when  witnesses  and  oounsel 
and  agents  are  required  to  attend  to 
matters  in  more  than  one  room.  The 
only  possible  use  to  which  I  can  see  the 
rooms  can  be  pat  is  to  use  them  as  a 
sort  of  prison  for  those  Members  who 
happen  to  offend  the  House,  and  who,  if 
now  imprisoned  by  way  of  punishment, 
are  sent  to  the  CIock  Tower,  to  the 
great  injury  to  their  heal^  &om  the 
noise  of  the  clock.  We  have  built  the 
xooms  at  considerable  expenditnie  of 
nuinmr,  but  I  do  not  suppose  we  are  pre- 
pared to  pnU  them  down  again,  but 
with  these  staircases  it  is  a  different 
thing.  The;  are  a  great  eyesore.  So 
far  as  I  know,  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  and  the 
arobltects  he  has  mentioned  are  the 
onl;  people  who  admire  them.  There 
is  a  oonsensus  of  opinion  that  these 
staircases  ought  to  come  awa;,  and  the 
simple  course  is  to  take  them  away ;  we 
can  get  into  the  rooms  without  them  by 
— 1.1 — .  2  staircase  in  the  little  room 
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_  up  to  thsae  Committee  Booms. 
It  is  too  fate  to  argue  about  ibo  rooms, 
bat  at  least  these  objectianable  stairs 
might  be  taken  away. 

Jfr.  ZofowoW* 


*Thb  FIH8T  00MMI8SI0NEE  or 
W0EK8  (Mr.  Pltiukbt,  Dublin  Qni- 
versity) :  I  must  ask  the  Committee 
to  bear  with  me  while  I  endeavour  to  deal 
with  the  many  arguments  addressed  to 
me  on  this  matter  of  the  restoration  of 
Westminster  Hall  by  Mr.  Pearson.  I 
notice,  in  the  first  place,  that  whereas 
the  criticisms  a  few  years  ago  were 
very  loud  and  very  unoom promising  as 
regards  the  effect  which  would  be  pro- 
duced b;  proposed  additions  to  the 
exterior  of  the  Hall,  on  tho  preesnt 
oooaaion  those  oritlcisms  have  hardly 
been  heard  at  all.  I  think  I  may  say, 
having  been  in  communication  with 
man;  people  on  the  subject  inside  and 
outside  the  Houae  of  Commons,  that, 
at  last,  there  is  an  almost  universal  oon- 
sensus of  opinion  as  to  the  excellence  of 
Mr.  Pearson's  work,  on  the  outside  at  all 
events,  and  as  to  his  having  made  a  sub- 
stantial and  handsome  addition  to  the 
general  appearanoe  of  the  old  Hall. 
The  Committee  are,  no  doubt,  aware 
there  was  a  necessity  for  some  such  work 
being  done  in  order  to  preserve  the  walls, 
the  roof,  and  the  fijnng  buttresses, 
which  were  in  a  state  which  caused  con- 
siderable anxiet;,  and  I  ma;  say  at  once 
that  the  main  reaaon  why  it  becune 
necessary  to  make  a  cousiderable  addi- 
tion to  the  Estimate  formerly  before 
the  House  was  that,  when  the  matter 
oame  to  be  examined,  it  was  found 
that  the  flying  buttresses  were  in  a 
much  more  advanced  stage  of  decay 
than  had  been  supposed,  and  it  was 
found  essential  to  renew  the  old  work  bi 
a  greater  extent  than  had  bean  antici- 
pated. That,  I  think,  further  shows  the 
urgent  necessity  there  was  for  taking  the 
work  in  hand  if  the  old  Hall  was  to  be 
preserved  at  all.  Another  reason  (or 
moreasing  the  Estimate  is  that  a  vezy 
elaborate  and  complete  system  of  venti- 
lation has  been  provided  under  the 
directions  of  our  distinguiabed  adviser, 
Dr.  Feroy,  for  the  new  buildings,  and  it 
was  found  neoeasar;,  in  order  to  meet 
the  requirements  ia  this  respect  to  give 
further  support  to  the  walls  and  flying 
buttresses.  This  accounts  for  the  greater 
part  of  the  increase  in  the  Estimate. 
And  now  let  me  sa;  a  word  or  two  about 
the  stairoaaee.  Cn  course,  after  all, 
it  is  a  matter  of  taste,  but  so  far  as 
I  have  been  able  to  judge  there  is 
nothing  like  such  a  universal  oonsMuns 
of    opmion   as  the  hon.   Member  for 
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NorthunptoD  aajs  ag^nst  thesA  Btair- 
oaaeo.  Thare  are  some  people  who  aa; 
they  do  not  make  much  differenoe,  and 
others,  notably  the  dietinguiabed  arohi- 
tecta  to  vhich  the  right  hon.  Qeatleman 
has  referred  to-day — and  manr  others 
apeak  to  the  aame  effect — declare  that 
taej  add  greatly  to  the  beauty  of  the 
Hall.  Oae  thing  ia  certain,  that  any 
person  who  walks  up  the  centre  etair- 
case  and  looka  around  will  get  a  much 
better  view  of  the  Hall  than  he  can  get 
from  any  other  part  of  the  building,  eX' 
cept,  perhapa,  from  the  wide  flight  of 
steps  at  the  end  of  the  Hall.  However, 
this  ia  a  matter  of  taats,  and  I  am  not 
anxious,  dogmatically,  to  press  my  own 
opinioa,  but  I  think  that  any  Member  of 
the  Committee  who  ia  not  an  architect 
will  probably  agree  with  me  that  he 
has  seldom  aeen  a  change  made  in 
any  old  building  which  did  not  at 
firet  produce  on  him  the  effect  of  a 
surprise,  if  not  of  a  shock,  but  that 
having  got  over  the  surprise  of  the 
change,  he  will  some  times  come  to  the 
opinion  that  the  result  did,  after  att, 
juatif  J  the  change.  But  I  do  not  preaa 
that  view  too  far.  It  is,  I  repeat,  a 
matter  of  taste.  And  let  me  say  in  pass- 
ing that  when  one  has  to  stand  the 
criticisms  differing  so  widely  as  those  of 
my  right  hon.  Fnend  the  Member  for 
Whitehaven,  who  has  devoted  much 
study  to  the  old  maatera,  and  ia  alwaya 
ready  with  a  particular  affirmative,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy,  whose 
judgment  on  art  results  ia  a  universal 
negative,  and  who  would  study  utility 
alone,  it  must  be  admitted  that  any  Ohi«i 
Oommiasioner  will  alwaya  have  a  consi- 
derable number  of  assailants  in  reference 
to  the  carrying  out  of  any  architect's 
plan.  I  have  myself  little  doubt  that 
if  the  steps  were  removed  and  other 
steps  were  put  in  their  place,  or  if 
no  steps  at  oU  were  erected,  there  would 
be  another  cloud  of  witnesses  to  raise 
objections  to  the  new  arrangement.  I 
had  beat,  I  think,  under  these  oircum- 
stancee,  fall  back  upon  the  strong  Com- 
mittee which  reported  in  1885  on  these 
idans  after  going  fully  into  the  subject. 
That  Oommitiee  had  before  them  the 
architect  and  his  plana,  and  its  mem- 
bers had  every  opportunity  of  cross- 
examining  him  and  ventilating  their 
own  views.  I  must  remind  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  the  Committee  of  1885, 
after  going  into  the  matter  most  care- 


fully, and  occupying  sitting  after  sit- 
ting during  several  months,  ultimately 
carried  the  report  upon  which  the  archi- 
tectural work  nos  Imen  baaed  by  majo- 
rities of  seven  or  eight  to  two  or  three  ia 
every  important  division.  Then  it  is 
said  these  plana  were  never  before  the 
Committee  at  all,  but  there  I  say 
hon.  Members  are  entirely  mietaken. 
Not  only  had  they  these  plans,  Sa  and 
6a,  in  which  the  three  staircases  are 
plainly  shown,  but  they  had  No.  8,  which 
gives  a  section  of  the  ataircaae  at  the 
northern  end  of  the  Hall. 

Me.  cavendish  BENTINOK: 
Only  a  sectional  elevation. 
•Mr.  PLUNKET  ;  I  am  speaking  of 
that.  It  is  shown  as  a  sectional  eleva- 
tion of  the  northern  end  of  the  Hall.  I 
admit  that  the  double  staircase  in  the 
middle  of  the  Hall  is  not  shown. 

Mk.  cavendish  BENTINOK: 
Hear,  hear ! 
•Mb.  PLUNKET  :  But  that  la  merely 
a  duplication  of  the  sturcase  at  the  north 
end  of  the  Hall.  All  its  characteristics 
will  be  found  in  the  elevation  given,  and 
there  was,  as  I  have  already  atated, 
before  the  Committee  a  ground  plan 
of  what  was  to  be  done,  in  whidi  the 
three  staircases  were  plainly  ahown.  It 
is  not,  therefore,  a  true  representation 
to  say  that  these  staircaaes  were  not  be- 
fore the  Committee,  and  they  are  necea- 
aary  for  access  to  theupperrooms.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Eushcliffe  Division 
aska  why  I  did  not  disclose  to  the  House 
of  Commons  and  the  public  the  deed  of 
darkness  which  waa  being  done  behind 
the  wooden  screen.  I  was  not  very  long 
First  Oommisuoner  of  Works  after  the 
debate  on  this  subject  in  1885,  but 
when  I  returned  to  the  office  I  was 
asked  a  question  on  the  20  th  of 
September,  1886,  about  two  of  these 
flights  of  eturs,  and  my  answer  wa« 
certainly  no  Mppretiio  f«ri.  I  stated 
that— 

The  Mhema  which  has  been  auiationed  by 
the  Honse  includes  the  erection  of  two  open 
flights  o(  Btepa,  having  projections,  not  of  33 
foet  and  Ifi  fsst  reepeotiTcly  (a*  atated  in  the 
qneition),  but  of  20  feet  6  inohes  and  9  feet  6 
inches  iBspoctively.  STighta  of  steps  fulfilling 
the  same  object  u  those  now  proposed,  and 
occuppng  very  similar  poeitions,  have  siisted 
in  WMtminstor  Hall  very  nearly  throughcat  ita 
whole  history." 

And  then  I  went  on  to  explain  that  Hr. 
Pearson's  plan  waa  a  modern  repro- 
duction of  what  existed  in  aneient  times. 
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I  spoke  of  two  ataircasea,  the  qneetion 
addteesed  to  me  haTine  reference  to  two 
Htaircasea  odIj,  and  I  only  cits  this 
aniwer  to  shov  that  I  fully  explained  to 
the  House  what  was  going  on  be- 
hind the  mysterioaB  screen.  What  the 
Honse  is  really  interested,  I  think,  ta 
know,  however,  ia  what  use  is  to  be 
made  of  the  rooms  we  have  thna  ao- 
qnired.  Some  such  buildings  were 
necessary  for  preserving  the  old  Hall 
from  min  ;  but  I  think  they  might  be 
made  extremely  usefnL  I  entirely  differ 
from  the  estimate  which  has  been 
formed  of  the  rooms  by  some  hon. 
Members.  They  have  more  light  than 
the  rooms  in  which  many  of  the 
officers  of  this  House  have  to  sit 
eve^  day.  One  is  a  veiy  large  and 
handsome  room,  and,  even  if  not 
Urge  enough  for  a  Grand  Oommittee,  it 
vould  do  tot  a  Committee  of  very  con- 
siderable sise.  The  other  rooms,  I  ven- 
ture to  think,  could  be  turned  to  better 
aoeount  than  as  Committee  Booms.  Uy 
idea  is,  in  the  first  place,  to  transfer  into 
those  rooms,  which  are  certainly  at  an 
inconvenient  distance  from  the  House 
for  Members  wishing  to  attend  Divisions, 
the  Private  Bill  Office,  at  present 
running  along  the  side  of  St.  Stephen's 
Hall.  The  clerks  of  that  office  would 
Dot  complain  of  the  difficulty  of  access 
to  the  rooms,  for,  instead  of  having  only 
one  aooesH,  as  they  have  to  their  present 
rooms,  they  would  have  five.  I  would 
also  suggest  that  it  would  be  well  to 
transfer  the  officers  of  the  Journal 
Offloe,  who  have  rooms  facing  on 
to  the  terrace,  to  these  new  rooms, 
which  are  quite  as  large  and  as  well 
ventilated  and  lighted  as  those  they  now 
occupy.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the 
acoommodation  at  present  in  the  House 
for  interviewing  strangers  and  deputa- 
tions is  extremely  small,  and  my  idea  is 
that  the  room  along  the  aide  of  St. 
Stephen's  Hall  would  be  a  very  con- 
Tenient  place  for  Members  to  meet  depu- 
tations and  to  see  strangers  or  their 
private  secretaries.  With  respect  to 
the  rooms  facing  on  the  terrace,  it  has 
often  been  represented  to  me  that  more 
smoking  accommodation  is  desirable, 
and  I  propose,  therefore,  to  convert  one 
of  these  rooms  into  a  aeoosd  smoking 
room.  I  do  not  bring  forward  these 
ideas  dogmatically,  andl  would  be  glad 
of  enggestions  from  hon.  Members  as  to 
the  disposal  of  the  rooms.  But  it  is,  I 
Mr.  P/uHktt 


believe,  a  sound  principle  to  utilise  the 
new  rooms  for  the  offions  of  the  Houm, 
whose  immediate  closeness  to  the  House 
itself  ia  not  essential,  and  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  rooms  which  they  now 
occupy  tor  the  greater  comfort  and  oon- 
venience  of  Members  themsdvea.  On 
the  whole,  I  can  see  no  reason  for 
taking  a  step  so'  strong  aa  that  of 
aboli^ing  the  staircases.  Let  hon. 
Members  give  them  a  fair  trial,  and  sea 
what  the  general  opinion  will  be.  I 
am  in  favour  of  opening  Westminster 
Hall  to  the  public  if  the  Home  Secretary 
eomes  to  the  conclusion,  aa  I  have  reasoo 
to  hope  he  will,  that  it  is  possible  agun 
to  do  so.  ^ 

*M:h.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  I  thank  the  right 
hon. Gentleman  for  his  explanation.  I  am 
sure  we  shall  all  be  glad  to  know  that 
these  new  rooms  will  be  put  to  a  reason- 
able, practical  use.  The  object  with 
which  I  move  this  reduction  ia  to  protest 
against  the  steps  in  Westminster  Hall 
— I  ask  the  judgment  of  the  Oom- 
mittee simply  and  solely  in  regard  to 
the  work  done  insidB  the  Hall. 

*Mk.  8T0RT-MA8KELTNE  (Wilts, 
Oricklade):  One  objection  that  has  been 
made  to  the  steps  is  that  they  destroy 
the  symmetry  of  the  Hall,  and  that 
Gothic  architects  always  studied  sym- 
metry. The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
who  stated  this  half-truth  forgot  that 
the  Gothic  architect  first  considered  what 
was  wanted,  and  in  carrying  out  what 
was  necessary,  studied  symmetry  if  it 
was  convenient,  but,  if  not,  defied  it,  and 
still  built  what  was  beautiful.  No 
bmlding  could  more  apUy  illustrate  this 
than  this  historic  Hall.  The  "  central" 
doorway  is  not  in  the  centre.  Six  win- 
dows Sank  it  on  one  side,  five  on  the 
other,  and  the  buttresses  and  arches  on 
the  Weet  side  are  unsymmetriaal  with 
the  windows  and  with  each  other.  No, 
Mr.  Courtney,  the  thing  is  done,  and  the 
staircases  are  built,  though  not  yet 
finished.  They  may  look  better  then, 
and  to  alter  them  will  cost  a  great  deal 
more  money,  and  probably  at  the 
further  cost  of  oonvenienoe.  I  do 
not  admire  them,  but  I  cannot  say 
they  are  ugly.  They  are  necessary,  and 
as  in  Gothic  architecture  regard  ia 
always  paid  to  the  practical  necessities 
of  the  case  at  as  littie  sacrifice  of  beauty 
as  possible,  and  as  the  steps  are  paid 
for,  I  think  we  had  better  keep  them 
awhile  and  see  how  they  chime  in  with 
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-the  old  baildiog  when  they  are  finiihed. 
X  Bhall  oertainl;  vote  againat  the  Amend' 
onent  

*Ur.  G.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green, 
"N  Jl.) :  With  regard  to  that  part  of  the 
oritioism  whioh  has  been  haried  at  the 
liead  of  Hr.  Feaieon,  the  arohitoot,  aa  to 
the  stone  used  in  the  new  work  not 
haTioe  a  emooth  face,  I  woald  point  out 
-that  iJ  it  had  a  amooth  face  it  wonld 
be  altogether  ont  of  charooter  in  the 
"building.  The  atone  referred  to  has 
what  is  teohnicalljr  called  a  tooled  sur- 
Aoe,  and  aooords  with  the  fiaoe  of  the 
.stone  need  throoafiout  the  boildiiu;. 

*Ha.  SB  LISLE  (Lnoestershire.  Midi 
7  wish  to  ui^  upon  the  GoTemmentthe 
denrabilitr  of  remoring  the  olosed  np 
dormer  windows  on  the  eaetom  slope 
of  the  roof  of  Westminster  Hall,  and  of 
completing  the  timbers  of  the  roof  in 
uniformity  with  the  weeteru  slope.  The 
Alteration,  I  am  informed,  would  not  oost 
more  than  £7SD,  and  it  is  surel;  a 
disgraoe  to  the  nation  that  we  cannot 
afford  to  retain  and  restore  both  slopee 
'Of  the  roof  which  is  renowned  through' 
•oat  the  world  as  the  finest  specimen  of 
anoient  timber  work,  the  effect  of  whioh 
is  oompletel;  destroyed  at  night  when 
the  ball  is  lighted  np  by  these  ugly  holes 
in  the  eaitem  slope.  I  do  hope  the 
'GoTemment  will  next  year  ask  for 
-suficient  money  to  complete  the  roof 
at  least,  for  the  Flantagenet  kings  or 
ancient  Abbota  of  Westminstor  would 
fflerer  have  tolerated  for  dz  months 
moh  a  miserable  exhibition  of  national 
yenniy. 

The  Oommittee  divided: — Ayes  129; 
JNoee  230.— (Div.  List,  No.  S9.) 

Original  Qnesdon  again  proposed. 

Sra  G.  OAHPBELL :  The  first 
4iotioe  of  Amendment  I  have  on 
•flie  Paper  is  rendered  nnneoeesaiy  by 
ihat  we  have  just  disposed  of;  but  I 
will  move  my  second  Amendment  as  a 
protest  against  the  excess  asked  for  over 
the  Estimate  for  the  restoration  of  West- 
minstor Hall,  and  as  a  protest  against 
the  lofty  manner  in  which  the  right  hon. 
-Gentleman  the  First  Uommiasioner  of 
Works  replied  to  oriticismB  upon  that 
«xoeas.  Tnere  is  nothing  more  objec- 
tionable than  this  constant  practice  on 
itfae  part  of  architects  and  engineers  of 
giving  us  an  estimate  in  the  first  in- 
stance, and  then  leading  us  into  enor- 
mous excesses.    There  seems  to  me  no 


excuse  for  excess  in  this  case,  the  ques- 
tion having  been  for  years  before  the 
Honae,  and  the  architect  having  had 
every  facility  for  perfecting  his  plana 
and  completing  his  estimate  on  a 
reasonable  bans.  Whereas  the  original 
estimate  for  this  work  was  some 
£26,000,  the  actual  coet  has  been 
£43,000,  and  before  the  railings  are 
finished  the  amount  will  probably  rise  to 
£60,000.  If  the  andiitect  is  as  capable 
and  cfKoiant  a  man  as  he  ia  said  to  be, 
why  did  he  not  prepare  a  capable  and 
honest  estimato,  and  let  us  know  at  once 
the  amonnt  to  be  expended  7  I  move 
to  rednee  the  vote  by  £7,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Item  B,  £7,864,  for  the  Bestora- 
tion  of  Westminstor  Hall,  be  reduced 
by  £7,000."— (5»-  Beorgt  CampieU.) 

Mb.W.  G.OAVENDISH  BENTINOK 
(Pen^  and  Falmouth) :  I  wieh  to  ask 
m^  right  hon.  Friend  the  Firat  Oom- 
missioner  of  Works  whether  any  stops 
have  been  or  are  being  taken  to  put 
the  oontraet  of  this  boilding  under 
one  anthority  ?  We  have  been  told  that 
the  building  is  under  the  Lord  Great 
Chamberlain,  and  that  it  ia  owing  to 
that  functionary  that  the  Stetue  to  the 
late  Lord  Iddedeigh  haa  been  put  np  in 
the  central  hall. 

The  chairman  :  The  subject  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  going  into  ia 
relative  neither  to  the  item  under  di^ 
cussion  nor  to  thu  reduction  which  haa 
been  moved, 
•Mr.  ISAACS  (Newiugton,  Wal- 
worth) :  I  was  informed  that  the  Vote 
laat  taken  was  on  a  Motion  to  reduce 
the  saluy  of  the  architect  by  £200, 
to  whioh  I  am  opposed,  and  I  wish 
most  emphatically  and  decidedly  to  aaj 
that  I  went  into  the  wrong  Lobby. 
I  cannot  support  the  reduction  of  the 
Voto  now  pTopoaed,  for  the  work  haa 
been  done,  and  as  honest  men  we  must 
pay  for  it ;  but  I  must  aay  that  I  think 
the  staircases  very  objectionable,  and 
that  the  architect  appears  to  have  utterly 
failed  to  oatob  the  spirit  of  the  design 
of  the  Hall. 

Thk  OHAIKMAN:  That  question 
has  already  been  discussed. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 
*Uit.  OBEMEB  (Shorediteh,  Haggw- 
ston) :  I  beg  to  move  the  reduction  of 
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engaged  by  the  Board  of  Works,  and 
reoeire  eveiy  farthing  of  the  sunt  voted 
b;  this  House,  whereas  the  men  whoea- 
oause  I  reproaent  are  not  GoTemmrat 
serranta,  bnt  are  nnder  the  control  of 
the  contractor.  As  the  Goremment 
have  a  Olerk  of  Works  here,  I  think 
it  is  most  desirable  that  the  whole  of 
the  tmploj/ig  ahoald  be  under  his  control. 
The  Olerk  of  the  Works  reoeives  a 
Balar;  of  £260  or  £300  a-year.  I  do 
not  complain  of  that  as  an  extravagant 
sum,  but  I  do  think  that  he  ought  to- 
enperintend  the  work  of  all  the  men 
who  are  emplojed  about  this  bailding. 
No  one  seems  to  have  troubled  himsuf 


the  Vote  tmder  Item  "0"  by  thei 
of  £500,  and  in  doing  so,  if  what  I  have 
tosayisnotnew,  theJaultisnotmiueibut 
that  of  the  First  CommiBaionar  of  Works. 
For  the  last  three  yeara  I  have  brought 
this  question  before  the  Hooae,  and  I 
hops  that  the  House  will  not  thia  year 
turn  a  deaf  ear  to  the  prayer  of  the 
workmen,  whose  case  I  represent.  I  am 
sore  that  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  is  not  desirous  of  oontinoing  to 
do  them  an  injustice,  and  I  hope  that 
he  has  given  to  the  subject  the  attention 
he  promised  me  last  year,  as  I  think 
we  are  now  entitled  to  a  distinct 
promise  that  the  system  of  which  I 
complain,  and  under  which  the  workmen 
are  subjected  to  severs  hardships,  should 
be  apeedily  terminated.  The  nght  hon. 
Gentleman  promised  to  inquire.  I  want 
to  know  wl^t  is  the  result  of  his  inquiry, 
and  what  is  going  to  be  done  ?  I  do 
not  complain  that  new  worka  or  exten- 
five  alterations  in  connection  with  the 
Houses  of  Parliament  should  be  eze- 
onted  by  ordinary  contract,  but  what  I 
do  protest  against  is  the  extraordinary 
system  of  contracting  for  human  labour, 
and  allowing  some  one  to  deduct  from 
the  wages  of  the  men  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  the  sum  which  we  vote  in  this 
House  year  by  year.  I  am  told  that 
this  system  haa  prevailed  for  aome  yeara, 
and  that  nobody  knows  how  it  came 
about.  The  present  contractors  are 
Messrs.  Brass.  Some  of  the  workmen 
are  contracted  for  at  the  rate  of  5^d. 
per  hour  and  others  at  the  rate  of  6}d. — 
very  small  sums ;  a  great  deal  too  small. 
But  out  of  these  sums,  small  as  they 
are,  the  contractor  is  allowed  to  deduct 
Id.  per  hour,  so  that  the  workmen  only 
receive  4id.  and  ■'>id.  The  work  itaeft 
ia  often  of  a  dangerous  character,  as  the 
men  have  frequently  to  mount  ladders 
to  clean  and  paint  parts  of  the  build- 
ing GO  and  70  feet  above  the  ground. 
That  men  so  employed  should  be  paid 
at  BO  low  a  rate  is  little  short  of  a  public 
Boandal.  These  men  are  also  deprived 
of  many  advantages  which  the 
tn^loyit  of  the  Board  of  Works 
enjoy.  Thay  work  longer  hours,  they 
have  no  holidays  except  Easter,  Whit 
Monday,  and  Ohrisimas-  Day,  and 
they  are  not  allowed  even  a  day's 
wages  if,  owing  to  indisposition,  they 
are  onable  to  work.  Another  evil  ia 
the  confusion  which  arises  from  the 
dual  control.     One  body  of  men  are 


boon  ended  long  ago.  Personally,  I 
have  a  ve^  deep  empathy  for  a  class- 
to  which  I  have  had  the  pleasure  of 
belonging  all  my  life.  The  present 
arrangement  ia  that  the  oontraotor  is 
Bupposed  to  supply  certun  plant  and 
materials — such  as  steps,  treaties,  and 
ladders,  and  for  that  he  is  allowed  to- 
make  these  deductions.  Surely  the 
nation  is  wealthy  enough  to  purchase- 
its  own  plant  and  materials,  so  that  the 
workmen  shall  receive  the  full  rate  of' 
wages  voted  to  them  by  thia  Houae  ?  It 
ia  said  that  thia  ia  an  eounomioal  arran^ 
ment ;  but,  if  so,  why  ia  it  only  apphed 
to  the  poorer  class  of  »mplofii  and  not 
to  the  upper  class  officials  who  receive 
high  salaries?  Her  Majestr'a  Qovem- 
meat  net  long  ago  appointed  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  Sweating 
System,  but  that  system  they  themselves 
are  guilty  of  encouraging  by  allowing- 
work  to  be  done  at  the  Houses  of  Par- 
liament and  other  public  buildings  la- 
the manner  I  have  indicated-  TToleM 
a  satisfactory  assurance  ia  given  that 
the  system  of  which  I  complain  shall 
he  ended  when  the  present  contract  ex- 
pires,  I  shall  be  under  the  necessity  of 
taking  a  Division,  and  I  shall  go  on 
pegging  away  until  the  evil  oompluned. 
of  ia  remedied.  I  move  the  reduction 
of  the  Tote  by  £S0O. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  propased 
That  Item  C,  £6,6SS,  for  Mamtenance- 
and  Bepairs,  be  reduced  by  £500."—* 
{Mr.  Crnur.) 

Mb.  LABOUCSfiBE  (Northamp- 
ton): The  matter  may  be  a  emul 
one  to  Membera  of  the  House,  bnt  it  is- 
a  very  important  one  to  the  men  con- 
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oerned.    There  miglit  be  something  to 

be  said  for  the  syetem  if  it  appiled  to  all 

the    wotkmen   employed    about  theae 

buildipga,  but  the  Hauee  baa  a  Clerk  of 

the    'V^rks    and  other    offleials    vho 

could    be  ohorged    with   the   duty  of 

employiug     sweepers.      The     system 

adopted  oomea  very  near  to  sweating. 

The  GoTemment  pay  S^d.  an  hour,  but 

the  workmen  only   receive  4^.    The 

contractor's  profit  of   Id.  an  hour  has 

not  to  meet  any   expenses  for  tOk)ls  or 

materials,  becanse  all  tbese  are  provided 

at  the  expense  of  the  House.     It  is  oom- 

puted  that  the  contractor  nets  a  profit 

of  £250  a-year  on  the  sweeping  of  the 

Houses  of  Parliament  alone  ;  and  he  has 

other  oontraote  of  a  similar  kind  fur  the 

sweeping  of  public  offices  which  oannot 

be  discussed  under  this   Vote.      I  do 

think  that  under  our  very  noses  we  ought 

not    to  allow   this   system  to   prevail. 

When    the    Government   pay   5Jd.  an 

hour  it  onght  to  see  that  the  money  goes 

into  the  pockets  of  the  men  who  da  the 

work.     Then,    again,    we   talk  of  long 

hours,  yet  here  we  have  men  employed 

from  6  in  the  morning  until  half  past  A 

in  the  evening — 1 1  and  a-half  baurs,  or, 

deducting  the  dinner  hour,  ten  hours. 

It  is  quite  evident  tbat  the  work  is  ex- 
oeesive,  and  the  pay  too  low.  I  can 
quite    understand     that     the     contract 

already  entered  into  must  run  out ;  but 
it  may  fairly  be  asked  that  such  ooa- 
traots  shall  not  be  entered  into  again, 
and  that  officials  of  the  House  should 
employ  the  labour  required. 

Mb.  J.  EO WLAND9  (Finsbury,  E. ) : 
I  wish  to  endorse  the  strong  opinion 
which  has  been  expressed  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Haggerston  f  Mr. 
Cremer),  and  also  his  appe^to  the  First 
Commissioner  to  accede  to  his  request. 
I  oonfess  that  I  was  astounded  when  I 
£rst  heard  of  the  system  under  which  the 
cleaning  of  this  House  is  provided  for.  | 
I  could  not  believe  it  poeaible  that  while  j 
the  majority  of  the  offioials  oonneoted  i 
with  this  House  are  engaged  directly  | 
through  the  Office  of  Works  or  some  , 
other  Government  Department,  a  system  ! 
of  contracting  for  the  cleaning  at  a  low  ' 
price  should  be  tolerated,  together  with 
the  principle  of  making  deductions 
&om  the  wages  of  the  workmen.  The 
contractor's  profit  on  the  labour  of  each 
man  amounts  to  something  like  4b.  6d. 
a  week — a  very  targe  sum  indeed — and 
it  is  most  discreditable  that  such  large 
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dedaotions  should  be  made  tima  the- 
wagesof  the  unfortunate  workmen.  I 
do  not  think  that  the  First  Oommissioner 
can  possibly,  for  any  length  of  time, 
refuse  to  hsten  to  the  appeal  which  my 
hon.  Friend  makes  to  him.  1  do  hope 
that  this  House,  at  least,  will  set  an 
example  against  anything  which  can  be 
considered  in  the  nature  of  sweating. 
We  are  not  asking  that  a  large  sum  of 
money  shall  be  squandered,  or  that  any 
extra  charge  whatever  shall  be  incurred. 
If  it  is  necsBsary  to  effect  economy,  it 
can  be  done  by  cutting  down  some  of 
the  higher  salaries  by  a  few  hundreds. 
Let  the  doctrine  of  supply  and  demand 
be  applied  to  all  grades  of  the  public 
service,  and  then  something  like  real 
economy  may  be  effected.  No  doubt 
these  men  stand  in  a  different  position 
from  the  workmen  employed  in  other  - 
departments,  and  they  will  not  compare 
favourably  with  men  employed  to  do 
work  of  a  similar  character  elsewhere. 
I  do  not  think  any  hon.  Member  can . 
give  a  reason  why  these  men  should  be 
left  in  this  condition,  and  why  they 
should  not  be  brought  in  direct  contact 
with  the  Chief  Commissioner. 

Ma.  MOLLOT  (King's  County, 
Birr)  :  I  thiuk  the  First  Commissioner 
is  entitled  to  some  sympathy  and  com- 
miseration at  the  hands  of  the  House, 
because  be  has  succeeded  to  a  system 
over  which  he  has  no  initial  controL 
This  system  of  contracts  existed  lung 
before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  entered 
into  office,  and  I  presume  that  he 
has  felt  himself  bound  to  continue 
matters  as  he  found  them.  There- 
fore there  is  no  blame  to  be 
attached  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  for  the  state  of  affairs  which 
DOW  exists,  but  on  the  other  hand  we 
have  to  look  at  the  matter  as  a  question 
of  principle.  By  appointing  a  BoyaL 
OommisBion,  Parliament  has  set  its  faoe 
against  the  putting  of  an  unjust  tax  on 
the  earuings  of  the  working  classes ; 
and,  therefore,  the  First  Commissioner 
may  fairly  be  asked  to  look  into  the 
matter  and  see  what  can  be  done  in  the 
future.  The  deductions  made  in  this 
case  amount  to  20  per  cent  of  the  earn- 
ings, and  that  Is  nearly  the  maximum  of 
the  cases  that  have  been  brought  before  ■ 
Uie  Committee  on  Sweating.  Itia  surely 
work  in  which  the  intervention  of  a  con- 
tractor is  quite  unnecessary.  We  have- 
our  own  Clerk  of  the  Works,  who  la  ■ 
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■  quite  oapable  of  seeing  that  the  deuimg 
IB  done  without  the  intervention  of  a 
^oontraotOT.  Therefore,  by  employing  a 
oontrootor,  vo  are  guilty  of  robbeiy  of 
the  earninga  of  the  workmen  to  the  ex- 
tent of  20  per  oent.  Surely  the  right 
'hou.  Gentleman  will  tell  na  that  the 
-question  ia  worth  looking  into,  and  will 
., provide,  when  the  present  oontraots  are 
terminated,  that  these  intermediaries 
'  ahall  be  got  rid  of. 

Mb.  J.  8TTJABT  (Shoreditoh,  Hox- 
■ion) :  I  think  that  we  ought  to  have  a 
more  definite  assuraaoe  bom  the  right 
.lioa.  Gentleman  than  that  whioh  has 
been  suggested,  and  unless  we  receive  it 
we  ought  to  go  to  a  Division.  The 
system  ought  to  be  definitely  pat  a  stop 
-  to  as  soon  as  the  existing  oontraots  oome 
to  an  end.  That  is  what  we  should 
press  for,  and  unless  a  distinct  undei- 
standing  is  oome  to  I  hope  my  hon. 
Friend    will    press   the   Motion    to   a 

*Mb.  PLUNKET  :  This  question  was 
rmsed  in  Committee  on  a  former  oooasion, 
and  also  by  a  Memorial  whioh  has  been 
sent  to  me.  I  have  considered  it  as 
carefully  as  Z  could,  and  I  shoold 
itte  glad  if  I  were  able  to  re- 
move tbe  inequality  complained  of. 
The  genera]  system  of  getting  our  work 
donetbroughoontractorahaaalwajabeen 
regarded  as  successful  hitherto;  and 
the  only  exception  to  that  system  are  the 
.gasmen  and  furniture  men  employed  in 
Uiia  House.  These  particalar  »mployit 
are  not  employed  in  any  other  public 
"building.  Tben,  of  course,  we  had  to 
ooosider  the  most  eoonomical  way  of 
doing  the  work,  but  I  am  perfectly  will- 
ing on  the  termination  ol  the  contract 
to  give  the  subject  further  considera- 
tion, and  no  doubt  by  that  time  we 
•hall  have  the  result  of  investigations 
which  are  being  made  into  the  whole 
question  of  the  employment  of  middle- 
men in  such  oases.  I  believe  it  would 
be  impossible  to  give  the  distinct  pledge 
.  I  am  asked  for. 

*Mr.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
There  ia  no  doubt  a   dif&culty   about 


ahould  have  liked  to  have  heard,  besidea 
a  promise  to  oonsider  this  subject,  some 
condemnation  of  what  does  seam  to  me 
a  system  which  requires  an  explicit  con- 
demnation in  this  House.  The  wage  of 
4heee  poor  men  is  very  low,  and  you  can 
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easily  get  enough  of  starving  men  to 
oompeM  for  employment.  Bat  tiiat  ia 
not  a  reason,  it  seems  to  me,  from  what 
has  been  allied  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, for  oontanuing  this  syatem 
of  oontraots.  I  could  understand  if 
there  was  a  difficulty  in  these  men 
receiving  their  wages  direct  from  the 
Offloe  of  Works,  but  it  seems  posmbla 
that  they  oonld  do  so.  Although  It  ia 
perfectly  true  that  while  the  ezisttng 
contract,  including  this  House  and 
otber  public  buildings,  oontinaes,  it  may 
be  impossible  for  tjie  Oommissioner  of 
Works  to  deal  with  these  men.  I  do 
think  that  the  Ohief  Oommissioner 
would  be  well  advised  if  he  would  allow 
the  good  natnre  of  his  own  character  to 
influence  him,  and  say  that  he  would 
rather  look  at  it  from  the  point  of  view 
of  these  poor  men  than  from  the  p<nnt 
of  view  of  middlemen,  who  in  this  ease 
are  unnecessary.  I  would  suKfest  to 
my  hon.  Friend  not  to  press  the  Amend- 
ment to  a  Division,  and  would  urge  the 
Ohief  Oommissioner  to  put  more  of  the 
good  nature  personal  to  himself  and  less 
of  his  office  into  the  investigation  of  this 
matter. 

Mb.  MOLLOT  :  I  do  not  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  merely  to  look 
into  this  matter  and  do  nothing ;  I  ask 
him  to  investigate  it  with  the  view  to 
making  an  alteration.  The  reason  given 
by  him  for  maintaining  this  system  of 
intermediaries  or  contractors  is  that 
the  work  is  done  cheaply.  I  go  to  thia 
extent,  and  say  that  even  though  the 
work  oost  more  than  it  does  now,  we, 
who  are  condemning  sweatiug  in  every 
other  department  of  lite,  are  hound  to 
put  an  end  to  it  in  our  own  case.  There 
IS  a  margin  of  £825  under  mainten- 
ance and  repairs.  Now,  20  per  oent  is 
deducted  from  the  earnings  of  these  men, 
amounting  to  about  £I,700.  Well,  yon 
have  this  £1,700,  and  you  have  £800  to 
employ  a  superior  Olerk  of  the  Works  to 
carry  out  repairs  and  maintenanoe, 
without  going  into  a  system  of  sweating 
as  you  are  now.  I  would  point  out  that 
in  voting  for  the  Government  in  this 
matter  you  ore  voting  tor  the  system  of 
sweating.  ["Na!"|  It  ia  of  no  use 
saying  "  No."  The  ri^ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  admitted  that  it  ia  the  sweating 
system.  [Mr.  Plttkkbt  :  No !]  WiU 
tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  de- 
ducting 2U  per  cent  out  of  a  man's 
wages  is   not   sweating  f    Twenty  par 
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«eiit  ia  the  maximom  in  a  number  of 
iuxniBatioDs  of  aweating  broaght  before 
4he  Soyal  CommissioQerB,  and  I  am 
entitled  to  say  tli&t  in  Toting  for  the 
'Government  you  are  voting  for  the 
system  of  sweating.  I  think  the  state- 
ment of  the  Chief  OommiBsioner  un- 
-Batisfsotory,  though  I  quite  admit  the 
difficulty  of  his  poration.  Those  who 
Tefnse  to  vote  for  me  Modon  of  my  hon. 
Friend  will  bftve  to  answer  tor  doing  so 
in  another  place. 

*Me.  FLIJNKET :  AU I  have  under- 
taken to  do  is  simply  this,  that  when 
the  contract  concludes  I  will  look  care- 
fully into  the  matter.  If  the  House 
•of  Commons  ia  of  opinion  that  these 
men  should  no  longer  be  employed 
nuder  the  present  syetem  of  contract, 
I  shall  gladly  endeavoar  to  give  the 
-decision  effect,  but  it  must  be  done  dis- 
tinctly as  the  act  of  the  House  of  Oom- 
jnons.  In  my  position  as  a  custodian 
of  the  public  purse,  so  far  as  my 
office  ia  concerned,    it  is   my   duty  to 

'Ondeavour  to  get  the  work  done  as 
eheaply    as   possible   consistently    with 

-efficiency.  I  have  given  an  undertaking 
to  go  carefully  into  the  matter,  and  I 
cannot  go  further. 

Ma.  WARMINGTON  (Monmouth, 
TP.):  Mr.  Gourtuey,  the  explanations 
of  Uie  right  hon.  Gentleman  are  unaatiB- 
factory.  This  ia  not  the  first  time  this 
question  has  been  ventilated  in  the  House 

■  m  CommouB.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  has  been  oooaidering  it  for 
months,  aud  what  we  want  from  him  is 
a  distinct  statement  of  what  ia  his  own 

Judgment  of  the  grievances  of  these  men. 

^^edonotaskhimto  point  out  the  remedy 
now,  but  we  ask  him  whether  he  thinks 

.-a  wage  of  5)d.  and  4id.  per  hour,  subject 
to  25  per  cent  and  20  per  cent  reduc- 
tion is  satisfactory?  If  it  is  unhand- 
some and  unfair  payment,  then  this 
House,  and  not  the  contractors,  ought 
to  do  its  own  dirty  work  by  paying  these 
men  the  low  wages  instead  of  paying 
the  contractor  the  full  wage.  We  should 
like  to  know  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 

-own  judgment  in  this  matter,  and 
whether  he  thinks  the  gnevance  eetab- 

.llahed. 

Hb.    ISAACS:    I    can   amplify  the 

■remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
lias   just  spoken  by  stating  that   the 

irednotion  of  the  wages  of  these  men 

ue    just     double     what    is     ordinarily 

.Allowed.     The  ordinary  profit  of  a  pn- 
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vate  builder  or  contractor  is  10  per 
cent,  and  I  fail  to  see,  when  we  come 
to  these  poor  men,  that  they  should 
be  subjected  to  just  double  the  redue- 
tioQ.  I  venture  to  make  this  observa- 
tion to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  be- 
cause I  am  sure  he  will  give  the  whole 
matter  his  earnest  consideration.  If  the 
contract  system  is  continued  there  ought 
to  be  a  stipulation  that  the  reduction  of 
tha  men's  wages  should  not  be  greater 
than  10  per  cent.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  do  well  to  notice  the 
feeling  of  the  House  that  the  whole 
system  should  be  changed,  and  that  these 
men  should  come  under  the  actual  con- 
trol of  the  Office  of  Works. 
*Mr.  WEB8TEE  (St.  Pancras,  East) : 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  appear  to  con- 
tend that  ^  work  done  by  contract  or 
by  sub-contract  must  inevitably  be  done 
under  what  is  known  as  the  sweating 
system.  Buch  a  contention  is,  to  my 
mind,  ridiculous.  A  great  deal  of  work 
in  this  country  is  done  in  all  industries 
by  contract,  and,  in  nearly  every  in- 
stance, the  workmen  receive  a  fair  da^'a 
wage  for  a  fair  day'a  work,  not  in- 
variably, however,  and  that  ia  what  we 
want  to  remedy  as  a  consequence  of  thia 
inquiry  into  the  sweating  ayatem.  But 
doee  the  workman  always  give  a  fair 
day's  work  for  a  fair  day's  wage  ?  Not 
always,  I  think.  To  give  an  instance, 
Westminster  Hall  is  included  in  this 
Tote.  A  few  months  ago  I  pass^  by 
Weatminster  Hall  with  a  friend,  and  we 
noticed  the  proverbial  man  and  a  boy 
on  the  roof,  nominally  at  work  slating 
the  roof,  but  practically  idling  their  time 
away;  we  passed  again  in  fonr  hours, 
andtheywereatillengaged  in  laboriously 
doing  nothing.  I  very  much  doubt 
if  one  slate  h^  been  affixed  during  the 
time.  Now,  if  we  do  away  with  the 
contracting  system,  and  the  work  Is 
done  under  the  control  of  a  Clerk  of  the 
Works  appointed  by  the  First  Com- 
miaaioner  of  Works,  it  will  be  need- 
ful to  see  that  the  country  gets  its  fair 
day's  work  for  a  fair  day's  wage.  For 
the  interest  of  the  taxpayer  that  ought 
to  be  seen  to.  If  that  is  satisfaotonly 
seen  to,  I  do  not  see  that  it  makes  muoi 
difference  whether  the  work  is  done  by 
contract  or  not. 

Ma.  J.  E0WLAND8 :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has  been 
talking  of  the  outside  of  the  building, 
when  ne    might  have  said    something 
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more  appropriate  vith  regard  to  the 
iaterior.  I  do  aot  see  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  improved  the  caes  which 
has  been  put  from  tbis  side  of  the  House. 
He  has  not  denied  the  faot  that  20  per 
oent.  is  deducted  from  the  men's  wages, 
which  is  what  I  call  sweating  pure  and 
umple.  Let  us  have  no  miaoiug  of 
terms  with  regard  to  this  question  ;  it  is 
one  on  which  we  ought  to  express  a  clear 
and  definite  opinion.  We  have  to  thank 
the  hon.  Member  for  Walworth  (Ur. 
Isaa^a)  for  what  he  has  said  with  regard 
to  the  contract  as  it  exists,  but  we  ought 
to  ask  for  a  distinot  expressioa  of 
minion  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  First  Oommissioner  of 
Works  that  the  principle  on  which  that 
contract  is  being  carried  out  should  cease 
to  be  observed  when  the  contract  is 
an  end.  What  is  asked  is  that  thi 
who  are  employed  in  the  work  you  are 
contracting  for  should  be  put  in  thi 
position  of  getting  (or  themselves  thi 
6|d.  per  hour  you  are  paying. 

•Me.  PLUNKET  :  1  think  the  time 
has  come  when  a  decision  may  fairly  be 
arrived  at.  I  have  already  stated  that 
at  the  termination  of  the  present 
contract  I  will  undertake  that  this 
whole  matter  shall  be  most  care- 
fully considered.  It  is  for  the  House 
of  Oommons  to  say  how  its  work  should 
be  done,  and  whatever  decision  the 
House  of  Oommons  arrives  at,  I  will,  of 
course,  endeavour  to  carry  out.  Beyond 
this  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  offer  any 


pw^. 


GREMER:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opporite  (Mr.  Flunfeet) 
twelve  months  ago  made  a  promise 
that  was  quite  as  clear  and  definite  as 
that  which  he  has  made  to-day;  there- 
fore, we  know  what  is  meant  by  the 
consideration  he  proposes  to  give  to  the 
matter.  The  fact  is,  that  we  are  left  in 
the  same  state  of  indefiniteness  ae  that 
in  which  we  were  placed  a  year  since, 
and  unless  the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman 
will  give  us  a  distinct  promise  not  only 
that  he  will  seriously  consider  the  matter, 
but  that,  as  far  as  he  is  concerned — for 
he  cannot  bind  his  successors — he  will 
pledge  himself  not  to  renew  any  con- 
tracts such  as  that  which  is  now  ob- 
jected to,  I  shall  insist  on  going  to  a 
I>iviBion,  so  that  it  may  be  clearly 
understood  that  our  action  on  this  Vote 
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Ha.  LABOUOHEBE:  I  should  like, 
to  avoid  a  Division  if  it  be  pouibls  to 
do  so.  The  right  hou.  Gentleman  hu 
said  that  of  his  own  motion  he  canaot 
alter  the  present  eystem,  hut  that  it  it 
aeceSBary,  if  anyalteration  is  to  he  mads, 
that  it  should  be  by  a  Resolution  of  this 
House.  He  is  merely  an  execative 
oSoer,  and  has  to  carry  out  the  contract 
system  which  he  finds  laid  down  for 
him.  It  seems  to  me,  however,  that  the 
matter  we  are  now  discussing  is  one  in 
regard  to  which  the  right  hon.  Qent]e> 
man  might  well  make  tna  alteratioD  we 
aek  for.  If  he  does  not  want  to  cou- 
promiae  the  position  of  the  men  by  what 
might  be  an  unfortunate  Division,  he 
might  offer  some  sort  of  aaauranoe  set- 
ting forth  not  only  that  he  has  the  right 
to  make  an  alteration  at  the  end  of  ths 
contract,  but  that  he  will  do  so  if  he 
finds  that  the  general  feeling  of  &» 
House  is  in  favour  of  that  course. 

•Me.  PLUNKET :  I,  have  alresdy 
said  that  if  it  be  the  wish  of  a  majori^ 
of  the  House  that  an  alteration  shonla 
be  made  in  the  system  under  whioh  the 
work  is  now  carried  on,  1  will,  at  the 
termination  of  the  contract,  give  effect 
to  that  view. 

Ma.  STUART :  This  is  a  good  oppor- 
tunity for  enforcing  the  view  of  the- 
House  in  rega^  to  the  sweating  sys- 
tem, and  I  trust  that  that  view  will  bs 
clearly  and  unmistakably  expressed. 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayes  I19j 
Noes  226.— {Div.  list.  No.  60.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Ma.  lABOUOHERE:  I  rise  to  a 
question  of  order,  Hr.  Courtney- 
Before  the  hon.  Member  for  Queens 
County  proceeds  with  his  Amendment, 
I  wish  to  ask  a  question  upon  item  0- 
Shall  I  be  precluded  firom  doing  so  if 
the  hon.  Member  now  proceeds  to  move 
to  reduce  Item  D  7 

Tub  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  muet  raise  Ms  pomt 


Mb.  LABOTTOHERE  :  I  have  already 

rkeo  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
subject,  but  1  wish  to  point  out  that 
a  very  fine  picture  in  this  House  i> 
being  graduBlly  destroyed,  owing  to  the 
state  of  ventilation,  and  I  wish  to  ask  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  consider 
the  beet  means  of  preserving  it  fiODL 
absolute  destruction  ?  I  do  not  want  to 
ttove  any  reduction  of  the  Vote ;  all  I- 

Ui^i.zcJoyCjOOgle 


1437 


Supply—  Civil 


Servie«  Sttimatet. 


1438  . 


-want  ia  an  assurance  that  the  matter 
-shall  have  attentian. 

*Mb.  PLITNKET  :  I  am  ooDsidering- 
-the  best  steps  to  be  takes  to  gain  the 
-end  desired  by  not  only  the  hon,  Mem- 
iber,  bat  by  all  of  ue. 

De.  FAEQUHARSON  :  I  think  some 
-of  the  frescoes  ttpstairs  are  in  a  verjr 
bad  and  deplorable  state.  Those  in  the 
House  of  Lords  are  gradually  becoming 
-obscured,  but  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
-Oentleman  will  consider  the  best  means 
-of  utilizing  decorative  art  to  fill  up 
'these  panels. 

•Me.  PLUNKET  :  I  have  looked  into 
-the  matter,  and  have  caused  the  piotnres 
iutd  freeooea  in  the  House  to  be  care- 
fully examined.  I  am  afraid  that  some 
■of  the  freaooes  upstairs  are  past  praying 
jor;  I  will,  howerer,  again  consider  the 
matter.  Xow,  Mr.  U)urtney,  I  must 
make  an  appeal  to  the  Committee  to 
-come  to  a  deoiaion  on  this  Vote.  We 
liave  been  discussine  it  nearly  four 
hours,  and  I  would  point  out  that  if  all 
-the  Votes  are  to  be  discussed  at  this 
length,  we  shall  take  not  weeks  but 
Tears  to  get  through  these  JGstimates.  I 
hope  the  Oommittee  will  now  agree  to 
^his  Vote. 

He.  UUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  I  am  very  sorry  to  intervene  in 
this  debate.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
Jias  told  us  that  many  of  the  fresooes  are 
past  praying  for,  but  in  the  particular 

-^Booe  of  Herbert's 

Me.  CAVENDISH  BENTINOK:  It 
is  not  a  h-esco. 

Ma.  MTJNDELLA  :  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  it  is  not  in  such  a  bad  condition 
as  is  generally  supposed,  and  it  is  really 
worth  while  spending  a  minute  or  two 
■of  the  House  in  discussing  it.  I  think  it 
is  one  of  the  beat  frescoes  we  have  in 
England.  If  the  right  hem.  Qentleman 
^posite  wishes  it,  I  will,  to  satisfy  him, 
«aU  it  a  picture.  I  do  trust  the  First 
Oommissioner  of  Works  will  think  it 
wortb  his  while  to  do  what  he  can  while 
-the  artist  yet  lives,  to  save  this  valuable 
,pictare. 

«Me.  W.  a.  MAODONAU)  (Queen's 
flouoty,  Oseory) :  In  moving  to  rednce 
Item  £  by  ifiOO,  Sir,  I  feel  that  I  am 
■about  to  discuss  a  question  which  involves 
not  only  the  convenience  but  the  health 

and  even  the  lives  of  Blembers  of  this 
House,  and  not  of  the  Members  only, 
))ut  of  the  offloials,  &om  the  Olerk 
«t   the   Table  down  to  the  humblest 


policeman.  I  consider  that  the  ventila- 
tion of  this  House  is  simply  shooking, 
and  that  our  healths  mast  suffer  if  some 
improvement  be  not  effected  is  this 
matter.  I  know  that  a  great  deal  of 
money  and  thought  has  been  expended 
on  the  ventilation  of  the  chamber  in 
which  we  are  seated,  and  I  am  aware 
that  the  great  difficulty  which  besets  any 
one  who  has  to  deal  with  this  subject 
arises  from  the  fact  that  the  House  is 
too  small  to  aooommodate  all  its  Mem- 
bers. I  have  not  sufficient  special 
scisntifio  knowledge  to  say  whether  the 
ventilation  of  this  House  is  as  good  as 
human  science  can  make  it ;  but  of  one 
thing  I  am  quite  convinced,  and  that  is, 
that  the  ventilation  of  the  other  portions 
of  this  building — of  the  Members'  lobby, 
of  the  passages  and  corridors,  and  of  the 
rooms  allotted  to  the  Press— is  aimply 
disgraceful.  Now  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  is  ■ 
always  conrteous,  and  he  will,  I  am  sure, 
tell  me  what  is  the  sxact  duty  of  the 
officer  who  has  charge  of  the  ventilation 
of  this  House,  and  whether  it  is 
simply  his  duty  to  take  care  of 
this  Chamber,  or  does  he  have  to  look 
after  other  portions  of  the  building  ?  If 
he  looks'  after  the  whole  of  the  building, 
he  has  surely  something  more  to  do 
through  himself  and  hie  agents  than  to 
see  that  the  thermometers  always 
register  an  equable  temperature, 
why.  Sir,  should  not  some  attempt 
be  made  to  introduce  pure  air  into 
the  entire  building?  I  remember  the 
state  of  things  during  the  Autumn 
Session,  when  the  atmosphere  here  was 
most  unhealthy.  Why  are  not  the 
windows  opened  at  times  when  it  would 
not  inconvenience  Members  f  Then, 
again,  I  consider  the  state  of  things 
upstairs  most  objectionable.  The  air 
which  has  to  bs  breathed  by  reporters 
and  others  concerned  in  writing  for  the 
Press  is  dreadful,  and  if  hon.  Members 
do  not  believe  it,  I  wish  they  would  go 
upst^ra  and  see  for  themselves.  Some- 
thing has  been  done,  I  am  aware,  in  the 
shape  of  substitating  the  electric  light 
for  ^as,  but  I  want  to  know  why 
electricity  is  not  to  be  carried  throngn 
all  parts  of  the  building  7  I  understand 
you  intend  to  put  it  in  the  Members' 
Lobby.  Why  should  it  not  go  into 
other  rooms,  where  we  now  burn  gas  P 
There  seems  to  be  a  fallacy  with  regard 
to  this  matter  of  thermometers. 


joyCjOOgle 


{ooimoNSf 


harg*  TUriw. 


It  being  ten  minntee  to  Seren  of  the 
dock,  the  Oburmsn  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  report  to  the  House. 

Oommittoe  report  FrogreM ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

imiOUI.     YAOTOBe     (sOOTLAim] 
[BAI.ABT,    &a.]. 

Bemlntion  reported:  "Tli&t  it  U  expedient 
to  ftotboriBe  the  payment,  oat  of  monsTi  to  be 
provided  by  PurHament,  of  »  Salaiy  to  the 
l.ooouiibuit  of  Couii,  who  may  be  iqtpointad 
nndsr  any  Act  of  the  pi'eMnt  Sesnon  to  amend 
and  eitend  the  law  relating  to  Judicial  Facton 
and  othen  in  Sootland,  and  to  unite  the  offioe 
of  tlia  Aooonntant  of  Uie  Oonrt  of  8aw(»i  and 
theAocoimtant  in  Bankmntoy  in  SooUandj  and 
of  Salarie*  to  the  olarka  who  Buy  be  appointed 
by  him,  alto  the  payment  of  eompenMtiDn  to 
the  holder  of  the  <dSoe  of  Aooonntant  of  the 
Oonrt  of  SeMon  fbt  abolWmi  of  his  offioe,  and 
of  remnneratiM)  to  inch  penone  as  may  be 
employed  to  audit  aeconnts  under  the  proviBona 
of  tbe  aud  Act." 
Beeolntion  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed. 

Attention  was  drairn  to  the  bet  that 
forty  Uembera  were  not  preseut. 

The  House  was  Donated,  and  fortj 
Uemhers  were  found  to  be  present. 

MOTION, 


POOB  IN  LABOE  TOWITB. 
•Uk.  BBOADHITfiBT  (Nottingham, 
W.):  Ur.  Speaker,  in  moving  theBeaola- 
tion  which  stands  in  my  name,  I  confess 
I  have  an  exoeedinglj  diffioolt  task 
before  me.  I  oloim  no  more  power 
of  solving  this  problem  than  others 
poesoM,  and  m;  desire  is  to  submit  this 
Sssolution  to  the  House  rather  in  the 
hope  of  eliciting  from  all  parts  of  the 
House  Dontributions  to  the  disoaBsion  of 
tbe  Bubjeot  than  with  the  intention  of 
making  a  speech  which  shall  oontain 
antidotes  for  the  erils  to  which  I 
shall  allude.  Now,  as  to  the  num- 
ber of  poor  in  the  country  at  the  present 
time  m  proportion  to  tbe  number 
in  the  post,  it  is  difficult  for  any- 
one to  make  anything  like  an  approxi- 
mate estimate  that  will  be  of  material 
importance  or  very  reliable,  simply  from 
the  fact  that  there  are  no  means  of 
obtaining  the  information.  The  Poor 
Law  fietums,  to  which  one  would  natn- 
sally  turn  for  information  of  this  kind, ' 
■eem  to  prove,  if  they  prove  anything, 
a  diminutiOD  in  the  numbra  of  pezaons 


falling  i^on  the  rates  for  i 
I  find  that  in  1S7S  the  number  of  ■^nr^ 
sons  receiving  Poor  Law  relief  was 
1,083,101,  or  abont  3}  per  cent  of  the- 
population ;  and  the  latest  Betnm  gives- 
tbe  number  at  1,036,99  \  or  about  2} 
pw  cent  of  the  population.  I  do  not 
think,  however,  that  the  Poor  Law 
Betums  ore  to  be  relied  upon  absolutely 
as  giving  a  true  indication  of  the  amount 
of  poverty  which  exists  in  tbe  country,, 
or  OS  indicating  on  increase  or  deoreas*' 
in  the  number  of  poor.  There  is  a  grow- 
ing dislike  to  the  stigma  of  Poor  Law- 
relief,  and  many  of  Uie  poorest  people- 
would  rather  suffer  the  greatest  priva- 
tion than  allow  themselves  to  be  brought 
under  this  stigma.  Then  there  is  now 
a  tendenoy  to  make  the  existence  of 
poverty  more  widely  known ;  and  a  de- 
termination on  the  part  of  thoae  who- 
snffer  not  to  suffer  in  ailenoe  in  the 
future  as  they  have  done  in  the  past. 
This  may  induce  a  belief  that  the  nnm- 
ber  of  the  very  poor  is  on  tbe  increase. 
Another  tact  which  may  make  it  appear 
that  pover^  is  on  the  increase,  is  that 
the  poor  ore  now  moreconcentrated  than 
they  used  to  be.  People  soattered  in  a 
thousand  different  parishes  in  various 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  caAjiot 
possibly  give  such  effect  to  their  com. 
plaints  as  people  gathered  together  in 
la^e  centres  such  as  Londmi,  Uan- 
chester,  Liverpool,  and  G-lasgow.  This 
may  account,  to  a  great  extent,  fbr  the 
persistency  with  which  the  existeooe  of 
poverty  is  brought  under  our  notice. 
Oertainly  it  proves  that,  whether  the  pro- 
portion of  the  ve^  poor  be  larger  or 
smaller,  it  is  not  as  safe  in  theee  days  as 
in  the  past,  to  say  nothing  of  the  right 
and  wrong  of  the  matter,  to  ignore  the- 
existence  of  the  Buffering  of  the  people. 
If  there  is  a  great  wroa^  which, 
requires  redress,  if  there  is  great 
and  widespread  poverty  which  reqnire* 
relief,  it  is  right  and  proper,  and  better 
for  the  oonnt^,  that  we  should  know  (tf 
it,  and,  if  possible,  attempt  Bome  relief  of 
it,  rather  than  it  should  go  on  indefinitely 
aocumulatii^  till  it  beoomes  a  great- 
national  danger.  I  shall  mainly  refer 
to  the  elass  mat  suffers  probabfy  moi» 
than  any  other — namely,  the  unskilled 
labour  part  of  the  community.  Ue- 
ohanies  and  artisans  possess  the  means, 
if  they  choose  to  avail  themselves  oT 
them,  of  aasisting  themselves  in  time* 
fA  trouble  and  in  times  of  seani^  of 
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employmenf.  Thore  are  few  skilled  ia- 
dnrtrieB  but  what  has  a  tradea'  union, 
and  a  trades'  nnion  proridas  for  its 
memben  in  cow  ot  want  of  emploTment. 
T^ng  3«  tradea'  nnions,  I  find  that, 
in  penoda  varying  from  10  to  SO  years, 
diej  bave  distributed  relief  in  Tarions 
fbrma  to  the  extent  of  more  than  eight 
millions  sterling.  No  one  can  tell  the 
amount  of  poverty  that  this  expenditure 
has  prevented,  and  no  one  can  tell  the 
calamity  to  the  country  it  has  warded 
off-  But  the  unskilled  taboorers  are  the 
rreateet  sufferers.  They  suffer  more 
Decausa  of  the  uncertainty  of  employ- 
ment and  the  difficulty  of  combining  in 
order  to  provide  against  want  of  ooou- 
pation.  It  ifl  to  the  unskilled  class  that 
Ta  ought  to  have  special  regard  when 
we  dwl  with  such  a  qneatiou  as  this. 
It  would  be  quite  safe  to  say  there  is 
Boarcely  a  branch  of  employment  of  un- 
skilled labour  that  is  not  terribly  over- 
orowded.  I  refer  particularly  to  the  ware- 
house labourers,  the  general  labourers, 
the  men  who  assist  mechanics  in  the 
unskilled  portion  of  their  work,  and  the 
■eamstresses  among  the  female  portion 
of  the  community,  who  are  all  engaged  in 
branohes  of  industry  so  overcrowded  as 
to  make  it  almost  impossible  to  gain 
■oythiDg  like  a  living.  Then  there  is 
the  ohun  and  nail  inaastry.  The  con- 
dition of  the  people  engaged  in  this  in- 
dustrv  ia  deplorable  beyond  description. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Camboma  (Ur. 
Oonybeare)  and  the  hon.  Uember 
fbr  Lanarkshira  (Mr.  Guninghame 
Qraham)  discussed  the  condition  of 
these  people  the'other  day  as  though  it 
had  never  previously  been  before  the 
Honsa.  I  remember  bringing  the  ques- 
tion under  the  notioa  of  the  House  four 
or  five  years  ago. 

•Ms.  OUNmOHAHB  GRAHAM; 
I  specially  referred  to  the  fact  that  the 
oondition  of  the  nail  and  chain  makers 
had  been  repeatedly  nnder  the  attention 
of  Parliament  in  past  years. 

•Hb.  BBOADHDBST:  I  aooept 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  correction  with 
much  pleasure.  What  I  wanted  to 
point  out  was  that  I  had  brought  the 
question  before  the  House,  although  I 
am  bound  to  say  the  miserable  support  I 
obtained  on  the  oooasian  was  not  veir  en- 
oouraging  to  me  to  pursue  other  efforts 
in  the  same  direction.  Then  some  fear- 
fnl  revelatioDS  were  made  in  the  Beport 
(UC  Ur.  Burnett,  of  the  Labour  Depart- 
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ment  of  the  Board  of  Trade ;  and  it  wa» 
that  Beport,  I  have  no  doubt,  which 
mainly  led  to  the  appointment  of  what 
is  oBllad  the  Sweating  Oommittee.  Thft 
House  will  remember  the  description  of ' 
the  condition  of  the  workers  in  ths 
tailoring  trades  of  the  East  End — the; 
will  remember  that  it  was  shown  that 
men,  women,  and  young  persons  were 
employed  in  the  most  unhealthy  rooms  - 
for  wages  not  sufficient  to  keep  body 
and  soul  together.  We  hope  that  the 
inquiry  now  proceeding  will  have  some 
effect  in  bringing  redress  to  these 
wretched  people.  Now,  Sir,  I  have  no- 
doubt  the  introduction  of  machinery 
accounts,  to  a  great  extent,  for  the  ex- 
istence of  a  vast  amount  of  aufferingf. 
among  the  unskilled  labourers.  As  an 
illustration  of  this,  let  me  say  that  I 
witnessed  at  Sheffield  a  few  weeks  ago 
the  forging  of  a  ^ooe  of  steel  weighing 
about  36  tons.  The  metal  was  Deing' 
forged  with  the  aid  of  eight  or  ten  men, 
who  were  simply  employed  in  certain 
subordinate  duties  connected  with  the 
movement  of  the  forging ;  and  it  struck 
me  at  the  time  that  this  enormous  masa- 
of  steel,  which  was  to  form  the  driving 
shaft  of  a  ship,  was  being  treated  hy 
the  almost  human  machinery  as  if  it  wer» 
a  ponholder  in  the  hand  of  a  strong 
man.  Hj  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Leeds  (Sir  L.  Playfair),  in  an 
artioleln  the  March  numberof  the"  Oon- 
temporaiT  Beview,"  stated  that  he  had 
witnessed  a  machine  which  displaced  the- 
labonr  of  999  workers  by  hand.  Li  the 
cotton  and  wool  trades,  also,  machines, 
have  been  invented  which  will  aooom- 
plish  more  in  a  given  time  than  600 
pairs  of  human  hands  did  previously. 
Inventions  are  improving  upon  inven* 
tions  every  day  we  live,  motive  vowet  is 
increasing  in  force  and  in  efficiency, 
and  unless  the  labourers  can  secure  a 
share  of  the  increased  productive  pow^ 
by  a  decrease  in  the  hours  of  labour,  I 
do  not  see  what  is  to  be  the  end,  so  far 
as  the  labourers  are  ooncemed,  in  this 
enormous  ever  daily  and  hourly  increose- 
of  machinery.  The  prospect  is  one 
which  we  must  look  upon  with  some- 
anxia^,  if  not  alarm.  I  do  not  think 
it  ia  possible  to  ask  the  House  to  give 
the  displaced  hands  compensation  from 
the  State  by  way  of  fintung  them  em- 
ployment at  the  cost  of  the  State,, 
though  I  am  not  sure  that  eom»- 
:  of  my  hon.  Friends  ai«  not  prepared. 
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te  ask  the  House  to  do  so.  But  what 
I  think  we  may  reasonably  do  is,  to 
ask  the  Houbs  to  soe  that  the  chil- 
dren of  the  Tictime  to  the  increase  of 
machinery,  to  the  inTentire  genius  of 
the  nation,  shall  not,  at  any  rate,  suffer 
eitherin  fbod  requirements  or  odaoational 
necessities.  The  children  are  our  future 
men  and  women,  and  much  of  oar 
prosperity  or  otherwise  will  depend 
upon  the  amount  of  saoconr  we  fpve 
tnem  in  their  obildhood ;  and  I  ask  the 
House  to  declare,  in  the  first  plam,  that 
60  (pMvt  is  the  condition  of  large  numbers 
of  the  poor  of  our  great  centres  of 
population,  that  we  shoold,  without 
undue  delay,  press  such  measures  as 
shall  secure  to  their  Dhildren  a  national 
education  free  from  direct  contribution 
by  the  parents.    This  is  a  definite  pro- 

fosal ;  it  is  germane  to  the  Motion,  and 
believe  its  adoption  would  be  fraught 
with  the  happiest  aud  best  results  to  the 
children  themselves,  and  certainly  to 
the  oountoy  of  which  they  are  to  be 
citizens.  Then,  I  ask  that  it  should  be 
-the  duty  of  the  country  to  see  that 
children  as  are  of  school  a^e  should  not 
be  required  to  receive  their  elementary 
education  on  empty  stomaobs.  A  more 
hopeless,  heartless,  omet  task  than  to 
endeavour  to  drive  grammar  and  arith- 
metic into  the  brains  of  a  child  that  is 
almost  starving  for  the  necessaries  of 
life  it  is  impossible  to  im^^ine,  This 
may  appear  an  extreme  proposal.  I 
make  it  entirely  on  my  own  re- 
sponsibility, and  it  pledges  the  ad- 
herence of  no  other  Uember,  It  was 
once  my  sad  lot  to  visit  a  Board 
School  in  the  poorest'part  of  Southwark, 
and  I  think  I  shall  be  within  the  truth 
when  I  say  that  of  the  200  or  300  scholars 
in  the  school  scarcely  a  docen  had  suffi- 
cient farmenta  on  them  to  cover  their 
nakedness,  scarcely  any  of  them  had 
shoes,  and  each  had  want  stamped  upon 
his  features.  No  more  pitiful,  heart- 
breaking sight  oonld  be  contemplated 
-by  human  being  than  to  see  the  teachers 
doing  their  best  to  prepare  these  poor 
TOnnfiT  brains  for  their  future  contest  in 
ufe,  xnowing  at  the  same  time  that 
-thc^  had  not  sufficient  food  for  the 
physical  and  mental  effort  necessary 
to  receive  the  instruction.  This 
may  be  called  Bocialism  or  any  other 
I    am   not  prepared   to  contest 


cruel  for  the  nation  to  allow  thonsands 
of  its  children  to  grow  up  under  sadl 
conditions,  their  mental  and  physical 
erowth  dwarfed,  and  their  capacity  for 
being  of  service  to  their  oonntry  in  aftet- 
life  lessened  by  such  a  oommencement 
in  their  career.  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
sa^ng  that  we  should  provide  free  edu- 
cation for  the  poor  children  of  the  com- 
munity ;  and  toat  it  should  be  so  free, 
that  uiere  should  be  no  pauper  taint 
attaching  to  It  as  there  is  to  those  edu- 
cated free  under  the  present  conditions, 
and  it  should  be  the  duty  of  the  country 
to  see  that  these  children  have  one 
solid,  wholesome,  healthy  hot  meal  on 
each  of  their  school  days.  This  is 
not  an  extreme  proposal,  and  I  think 
many  hon.  Ueoibers  will  be  inclined 
to  support  it.  I  believe  that  the  supply 
of  food  oould  be  so  arranged  that  a 
vast  number  of  the  children  whose 
parents  are  not  of  the  very  poor,  yet 
who  have  a  keen  struggle  for  existence 
with  the  difficulty  of  finding  employ- 
ment— conld  have  meals  composed  of 
good  wholesome  food  supplied  to  them 
at  the  lowest  possible  price;  and  I 
feel  sure  vast  numbers  would  appre- 
ciate the  blesaing  of  such  an  arrange- 
ment. There  would  be  an  addition  to 
the  present  school  work.  You  oould 
not  provide  800  or  400  children  with  a 
daily  meal  without  arrangements  for 
buying  and  cooking,  but  that  could 
be  easily  done.  Hany  works  in  this 
country  at  the  present  time  do,  on  co- 
operative principles,  provide  meals  for 
the  workpeople  engaged  on  the  pre- 
mises. I  know  one  inataooe  where 
any  adult  employed  can  hare  a  good 
hot  meal  for  fivepenoe,  and  any  young 
person  can  have  a  dinner  in  the  middle 
of  the  day  for  twopence  half^tenuy.  And 
this  plan  pays  its  way — there  is  no 
charity  about  it,  not  the  least  in  the 
world.  Now,  if  this  can  be  done  on  ■ 
liberal  scale  of  diet,  as  it  is  in  a  oom- 
paratively  small  way,  tnere  can  be  little 
donbt  that,  if  adopted  on  a  large  scale, 
the  cost  might  be  reduced  one-half.  In 
oases  where  it  is  necessary  these  meals 
should  be  absolutely  free  I  do  not  think 
there  is  anything  unreasonable  in 
the  proposition,  and  I  feel  oonvinoed 
that  the  work  of  education  would  be 
easier  if  the  children  were  not  in  a  half- 
starved  oondition.    Make  these  arraage- 


the  point,  but  I  do  contend  that  it  is  I  menta  fbr  the   supply  of  f< 

onwiBs,  tfiat  it  is  neglectful,  that  it  is  I  triote  where  the  uecesiitf  may  reasonably 
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be  expected  to  exist,  and  ;ou  may  utilize 
them  further  by  the  supply  of  cheap 
food  to  adults  iu  the  erening.  Such 
QBtablishments  would,  no  doubt,  attract 
a  great  amount  of  charitable  aBsistance 
and  Tolnntary  labour.  Such  a  plan 
would,  in  my  opinion,  bring  untold 
bleseinga  upon  tnoHe  we  all  desire  to 
assist,  and  render  a  great  service  to 
the  nation.  There  are  many  features 
of  the  suggestion  I  am  compelled  to 
pass  over  for  time  presses,  and  I  now 
oome  to  the  question  of  the  housing  of 
the  poor,  a  still  more  difficult  questioa. 
Those  who  have  pmd  any  attention  to 
the  Beport  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Bubject  will  know  the  difficulties.  I 
will  not  detain  the  House  by  going  over 
all  the  references  I  had  intended  to 
make.  The  Beport  will  show  the 
desperate  condition  existing  in  the 
Metropolis  and  throughout  t£e  country 
amoD^  our  fellow-countrymen  in  regard 
to  this  question.  In  some  districts 
there  is  scarcely  a  house  bat  what  has 
each  room  occupied  by  a  separate 
family,  and  in  many  cases  there  are  two 
families  in  one  room,  persons  of  all 
ages  and  both  sezes,  and  in  rooms, 
too,  not  affording  sufficient  space  for 
healthy  occupation  by  two  persons. 
The  death-rate  in  these  districts  is  60 
or  70  pnr  thousand.  A  back  cellar, 
in  some  instances,  as  you  will  see  by 
reference  to  the  evidence  on  page  8, 
fetches  from  3s.  to  4b.  6d.  a  week.  We 
have  a  long  account  from  Ur. 
Harohant  WilUams,  an  Officer  of  the 
London  School  Board,  and  it  will 
be  seen  he  shows  that  from  a 
fifth  to  a  fourth  of  the  weekly  earnings 
of  the  poor  ia  consumed  in  their 
rent-charge.  It  is  certain  that  people 
so  crowded  and  huddled  together  can- 
not grow  up  into  healthy,  desirable 
citizens.  But  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dumfries  will 
deal  at  greater  length  with  these 
evils  and  the  proposed  remedy.  In 
regard  to  the  lodgings  of  the  very 
poor,  there  are  no  places  in  England 
provided  but  the  common  lodging- 
nousesand  the  casual  ward,  neither  of 
them  very  desitable  places.  The 
common  lodging-house  is,  of  course, 
better  than  &e  street,  but  it  is  under 
no  effective  supervision.  There  are 
provisions  in  an  Act  of  Parliament 
about  area  and  cubic  spaces,  and 
BO  on;  but  there  ia  no  visiting 
TOL.  OOOXXXIV.    [Timm  BBBIBB.] 


authority  to  see  that  the  entire  space  i* 
not  oooupied  by  twice  the  number  of 
persons  that  should  occupy  it.  They 
are  under  police  supervision,  which  is 
periodical  and  effective  so  far  as  white- 
washing is  concerned,  but  for  no  other 
practical  purposes.  They  are  not  the 
places  to  tend  to  the  improvement  of  the 
health  or  nature  of  those  who  are  forced 
to  avail  themselves  of  this  shelter.  The 
casual  ward  is  an  addition  to  the  work- 
house even  more  repulsive  than  the 
workhouse  itself;  it  is  often  difficult  to 
find ;  there  is  much  uncertainty  as  to 
admission;  and  the  most  degrading 
conditions  are  imposed  on  those  who  are 
compelled  to  take  refuge  in  the  ward. 
With  regard    to    shelter   for  the  very 

Soor,  let  me  mention  what  has  been 
one  in  Glasgow.  The  municipal 
authorities  have  provided  six  large 
lodging  houses,  five  for  males  and  one 
for  females.  These  houses  are  under 
municipal  control,  and  the  person 
seeking  shelter  there  does  so  under  the 
'  epaid. 


best  condition  possible  at  the 


He  has  a  bunk  to  himself,  pnvaoj,  and. 
more  comfort  than  at  first  eight  would 
seem  possible.  There  are  arrangements 
by  which  he  may  cook  his  own  food,  or 
he  may  bay  it  on  the  premieea.  Strict 
discipline  and  a  good  moral  tone  is 
maintuned  throughout,  and  habits  of 
cleanliness  are  insisted  upon,  unaccom- 
panied, however,  with  any  of  the  de- 
grading conditions  of  the  casual 
ward.  The  average  number  of  per- 
sons housed  is  2,000  each  night ;  and 
what  is  surprising  and  satisfactory  to 
the  ratepayers  of  Glasgow,  4^  per 
cent  is  paid  on  the  capital  in- 
vested. This  is,  perhaps,  the  most  pleas- 
ing  feature  of  the  whole  proceeding, 
and  I  do  not  see  why  the  example  of 
Glasgow  should  not  be  followed  by  every 
municipal  or  county  authority  in  tha 
United  Kingdom.  I  would  certainly 
suggest  to  the  Local  GFovemment  Board 
that  they  should  encourage  the  Oounty 
Councils  to  follow  this  example. 

Mb.  BARTLET  (IsUngton.  N.) :  Can 
the  hon.  Member  say  what  rent  is  paid  ? 
*Mb.  BEOADHUEST  :  Unfortunately, 
I  did  not  provide  myself  with  the 
figures.  I  went  over  one  of  these  houses 
from  top  to  bottom,  and  I  can  speak  of 
the  wonderful  efficiency  and  cleanliness 
of  everything.  If  I  remember  rightly, 
threepence  pet  night  was  the  charge  tor 
lodging.    I  cannot  go  into  the   wholfr 
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^uMtioD  of  housing  the  very  poor — it 
iiiTolvas  heavy  questiona  of  the  first 
importance;  the  leaaehollera!  question, 
the  question  of  rround  rents,  and  the 
Thole  question  of  I^nd  Law  Beform  is 
connected  with  it.  [^  lattgh.'\  The 
question  does  affect  the  housing  of  the 
poor,  and  canoot  be  laughed  awaj. 
Tou  have  a  great  and  distinguisbed 
man  in  England  at  the  present  moment 
who  takes  an  estreme  viev  of  the 
Land  Question  as  it  affecta  towns  and 
rural  districts,  and  whose  doctrines  are 
mstciog  enormous  progress.  j^Sereral 
boD.  Mbkbsrs:  Who?]  Mr.  Henry 
George.  IXdw^Affr.}  Yea  ;  you  laugh, 
and  that  le  the  fallacy  that  afflicted 
people  in  times  gone  by ;  but,  depend 
upon  it,  this  matter  will  not  be  laughed 
out  of  existence — it  is  too  serioua,  too 
great,  it  has  taken  too  deep  root  in  the 
country  to  be  lightly  disposed  of. 
Whether  you  consent  to  oonsider  it  or 
not,  the  question  remains  that  your 
population  is  growing  in  extent  most 
alarming,  and  politically  dangerous.  If 
you  do  not  take  this  question  in  hand, 
and  consider  how  you  should  limit  the 
monopoly  of  land  in  our  great  centres, 
then  the  question  will  force  itself  to  the 
front,  ana  solve  itself  in  a  manner  none 
of  us  now  desire  and  some  of  us  cannot 
imagine.  The  inorease  of  population  in 
London  dnce  1S31  haa  been  2,500,000, 
and  in  the  same  period  Glasgow  has  in- 
creased by  500,000  souls.  You  cannot 
ignore  these  facts  and  the  growing 
danger  with  them.  I  am  not  proposing 
the  remoTsl  of  people  from  the  con- 
gested populations  of  towns  and  agri- 
cultural dlstricta.  I  do  not  see  much 
TSluB  in  that.  The  habits  of  the 
people  in  the  towns  and  their  en- 
feebled constitutions  unfit  them  for  agri- 
cnltural  pursuits.  But  something  should 
Its  done  to  lessen  the  tendency  of  popu- 
lation to  draw  towards  the  neat  towns. 
It  ie  difficult  to  speak  exod^  about  the 
increase  or  decrease  of  population  in  our 
rural  districts.  Some  people  say  there 
is  no  decrease,  whilst  others  say  that  a 
large  decrease  is  constantly  going  on. 
A  paper  read  at  the  Statistical  Boci  sty  a 
year  or  two  ago  showed  that  from  1851 
ta  1881  the  population  living  by  agri- 
cultural pursuits  bod  decreased  by 
418,000,  and  that  f^m  1871  to  IBBl 
U  had  decreased  by  162,000.  I  believe 
them  Sgures  rather  under-estimate  than 
OTer-«stamate  the  decrease.    Our  Oeunia 


Beluras  are  not  made  up  in  the  manner 
best  calculated  to  afford  information  on 
points.  I  understand  the  right 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
to  assent  to  that  proposition,  and  I  hope 
he  will  do  something  to  rectify  it  in  the 
next  Oensus  Betum.  I  say  that  the 
facts  ore  very  alarming.  While  the 
rural  populatioQ  is  decreasing  our  im- 
ports  of  food  are  increasing  very 
rapidly. 

An  hon.  Mxubxk  :  Free  Trade. 
*Mb.  BKOADHURST  :  I  do  not  think 
we  should  argue  the  question  of  Free 
Trade  now,  and  the  temptation  to  take 
a  line  of  that  sort  is  so  great  that  I 
hope  I  shall  not  be  further  invited  to  it. 
We  are  importing  food  to  the  value  of 
£100,000,000  a  year  which  we  could 
equally  well  produce  in  thia  country  if 
the  land  were  f^ee  for  the  people  to 
cultivate.  Nearly  the  whole  of  these 
imports  might  be  produced  in  nur  own 
country  if  the  land  were  free  to  cultivate. 
It  ie  perfectly  well  known  that  your 
large  holding  system  has  nearly  ruined 
many  people.  I  have  some  figures  here 
which  I  will  read  to  the  House.  They 
have  been  supplied  by  a  former  Uem- 
ber  of  thia  House.  In  the  parish  of 
Lavington,  which  is  situate  in  a  county 
with  which  the  hon.  Gsntleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Long)  is  associated,  there  is 
a  farm  of  2,344  acres  rented  at  under 
IDs.  3d.  per  acre,  whose  occupier  failed 
in  1887  with  liabilities  amounting  to 
£36,000,  including  £14,000  for  rent. 
There  are  500  acres  in  the  same  parish 
rented  at  from  15b.  to  16s.  per  acre  in 
the  hands  of  64  small  occupiers  who 
punctually  pay  their  rent.  These 
figures  speak  volumes  in  favour 
of  a  direct  reform  in  our  system  of  land 
owning  and  land  hiring.  A  holding  of 
250  acres  would  probably  employ  only 
two  men  and  a  couple  of  boys,  except  at 
harvest  time,  but  if  the  250  acres  were 
divided  into  50  portions  they  would 
employ  60  men.  It  is  perfectly  well 
known  that  the  smallsr  a  holding  the 
larger  amount  of  labour  employed  per 
acre.  If  these  are  facts,  and  no  one  can 
deny  their  substantial  truthfulness,  how 
necessary  is  it  that  the  House  should 
bring  its  mind  to  the  solution  of  the 
liond  Question,  and  see  whether  it 
cannot  prevent  the  continual  increase  of 
population  in  big  centres  by  encouraging 
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-our  rural  population  to  stay  at  home  by 
offering  Uiem  opportunities  of  bettering 
themBelTea  ?  Had  it  not  been  for  the 
cheap  food  which  we  hare  imported 
from  abroad,  we  should  have  had  a  re- 
*polutton  in  this  country  before  to  day. 
Nothing  has  saved  this  country  from 
diaaster  during  the  last  ten  years  so 
much  as  the  cheap  and  plentiful  supply 
of  food  which  we  have  been  compelled 
to  obtain  from  foreign  countries  instead 
■of  growing  it  at  our  own  doors.  It  is  a 
scandal,  a  disgrace,  and  a  danger  to  this 
or  any  other  country  to  hare  auoh  a  la^e 
Accumulation  of  wealth  on  the  one  hand, 
and  such  widespread  and  deep-seated 
ptjverty  on  the  other,  without  some 
«ft>rta  being  made  to  equalize  the  two 
•conditions  of  life  thus  set  forth.  The 
House  of  Oommons  is  overburdened  and 
overworked,  and  we  hope  to  relieve  it 
boiore  long  of  some  of  its  functions. 
After  the  House  has  been  relieved  of 
those  functions  which  my  hon.  Friends 
have  specially  in  their  minds,  there  are 
other  directioQs  in  which  it  may  be  r^ 
lieved  of  some  of  its  labours  in  order 
that  it  may  devote  part  of  its  time  to 
the  improvement  of  Oio  condition  of  the 
'Mople  whom  it  is  supposed  to  represent. 
■OivuiEed  government  fails  unless  it 
■attends  to  the  wants  of  the  least  induen- 
iial  of  our  fellow-creatures.  I  hope 
there  will  be  some  practical  outcome 
bom  the  proceedings  of  to-nigbt.  If 
nothing  is  done  to  remedy  the  evils 
which  I  have  described,  the  faolt  will 
lie  at  the  door  of  those  who,  having  been 
-warned,  have  refused  to  listen  to  the 
warning.  It  is  nine  years  to-day  since 
1  was  first  elected  a  Member  of  this 
honourable  House,  and  I  can  truly  say 
that  I  have  neverocoupied  the  attention 
of  the  House  on  a  subject  in  which  I 
-take  so  deep  an  interest,  and  the  solu- 
tion of  which  I  so  heartily  desire.  I 
apologize  to  the  House  for  having  taken 
iip  so  much  of  its  time,  and  I  thank  hon. 
Members  for  the  patience  with  which 
they  have  listened  to  me.  I  beg  to 
-move  the  Motion  which  stands  in  my 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  thU  Uoiue,  the 
.chronic  poverty  of  graat  number*  of  the  peopU 
JiviuK  in  the  luge  mtiea  and  tont  of  Qint 
Britnn  is  >  dugsr  to  tha  weU-being  □(  the 
Btats,  and  call*  for  the  iutaat  attention  of  the 
Oovsnunent  to  reme^al  meunres  hy  which  ths 
4apopiilAtion  of  the  sgriooltorsl  districts  may 


he  checked,  and  the  Doagestioa  of  the  great 
oentres  of  population  reliared." — (JTr.  Bread' 
kunt.) 

Mr.  B.  T.  BEID  (Dumfries,  Ac]  ;  I 
rise,  Sir,  to  second  the  Motion.  My 
hon.  Friend  has,  in  opening  the  discus- 
sion, traversed  a  very  large  area,  and  it 
is  impossible  for  me  to  cover  all  the 
ground  which  he  has  travelled  over.  I 
will  endeavour  to  oondense  my  remarks 
as  much  as  possible.  The  Motion  is  one 
of  supreme  importance;  it  deals  with 
the  condition  of  the  poor  is  town  and 
oouutry,  not  with  that  poverty  which  is 
the  result  of  misoonduct — the  retribution 
which  follows  upon  imtemperanoe  or 
indolence— but  with  that  preventible 
poverty  which  I  and  those  who  agree 
with  me  say  bad  laws  have  made  and 

fiod  laws  can  repair.  The  position,  as 
understand  it,  is  this — there  is  a  con- 
stant flow  from  tha  countiy  districts  into 
the  towns  of  persons  unable  to  Gnd  oocu- 

Elation  in  the  country.  The  agricultural 
abourer  works  for  scanty  wages,  and 
when  he  can  work  no  longer,  unless  his 
children  support  him,  he  must  go  into 
the  workhouse.  He  cannot  get  a  cottage 
or  a  piece  of  land,  and  thare  is  no  career 
open  to  him  unless  be  moves  into  a  town 
or  emigrates.  Acoordingly  he  comes  into 
a  town,  where  he  finds  himself  at  the 
tender  mercies  of  the  employer  of 
labour,  and  falls  under  the  sweat- 
ing system.  Hon.  Gentlemen  know 
that  the  evidence  before  the  Royal  Oom-  . 
mission  revealed  as  horrible  a  state  of 
things  as  could  be  conceived.  Ton  have 
these  described  to  you — the  one-room 
system,  the  one-bed  system,  the  ex- 
treme infantile  mortality,  the  exhaustion 
of  men  in  full  maturity.  All  I  oan  say 
is  that,  if  that  Beport  does  not  oonviooe 
hon.  Gentlemen  of  the  horrors  of  the 
system,  nothing  I  can  say  has  any 
chance  of  oonrinoing  them.  I  do  not, 
however,  desire  to  describe  the  situa- 
tion, but  to  suggest  remedies.  In  tha 
first  place,  however,  I  will  say  a  word 
or  two  in  regard  to  remedies  I  do  not 
recommend.  I  think  I  never  saw  so 
many  Fair  Traders  fa^ether  as  I  see 
sitting  opposite  to  me  now.  It  is  grati- 
fying ;  but  I  am  not  going  to  treat  Fair 
Trade  as  a  serious  queetion,  because 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  do  not  treat  it 
as  a  serious  question.  If  they  were  in 
earnest,  they  conld  pnt  pressure  on  tha 
Treasury  Bench,  and  raise  the  question 
by  diacuBsions    and   divisions   in    tha 
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House.  When  I  see  a  body  of  (Jen- 
tlemen  uong  a  questioii  as  an  election 
an,  bat  not  prepared  to  preea  it  in  the 
B^onae,  or  to  eubmit  to  the  teat  of  a 
General  Election,  I  say  to  myself, 
"  Thoee  Gentlemen  are  not  in  earnest." 
I  will  pass  to  what  has  been  said  by 
my  hon.  Friend  abont  restricting  the 
honrs  of  labour.  I  know  that  is  a  very 
difficult  question.  lam  somewhat  sym- 
pathetio  with  the  argument,  because  I 
think  that  women  especially  are  exceed- 
ingty  overworked  and  unable  to  protect 
themeeWee ;  and  I  would  rather  err  on 
the  side  of  over-protectioa  than  on  the 
other  side  with  regard  to  them.  With 
regard  to  men,  the  case  is  different, 
though  there  may  be  some  employments 
in  which  it  may  he  necessary  to  inter- 
fere. To  interfere  by  restricting  the 
hours  of  labour,  however,  would  not 
work  a  solution  of  the  difficulty.  One 
word  aa  to  emigration.  If  there  is  no 
better  method  of  dealing  with  the  very 
poor  than  to  send  them  out  of  their  own 
oonntry — the  richest  in  the  world — 
at  a  time  when  there  are  millions  of 
acres  uncultivated,  we  had  better  re- 
nounce the  attempt  of  improving  the 
condition  of  the  population.  My  hon. 
I^ead  did  not  refer  to  the  question  of 
co-operation,  and  I  must  say  a  word  on 
the  subject.  Co-operation  may  hereafter 
play  a  very  great  part  in  benefiting  the 
poor,  but  it  cannot  possibly  have  any 
practical  success  until  we  deal  with  the 
one  thing  which  is  at  the  root  of  the 
mischief,  and  which  goes  down  to  the 
very  bottom  of  our  social  evils — namely, 
the  land  system.  What  is  the  land  sys- 
tem ?  What  do  the  Land  Laws  allow  the 
landlord  to  do  7  They  allow  him  to  use 
or  to  abuse  the  land  at  bis  caprice,  to 
let  it  lie  waste  and  uncultivated,  and  to 
oonvert  it  into  deer  forests.  In  my  own 
country  out  of  18,000,000  acres  there  are 
2,000,000  acres  of  deer  forests,  a  great 
part  of  which  might  be  available  for 
maintaining  the  people.  Landlords  can 
prevent  the  growth  and  expansion  of 
villages  and  small  towns,  tbey  can  pre- 
vent cottages  from  being  built,  and  there- 
by cause  poor  people  to  leave  the 
country.  l%ey  can  prevent  any  factory 
from  being  erected  in  the  country.  [A 
laugh.}  The  hon.  Gentleman  oppoeite 
need  not  smile.  Hy  hon.  Friend  the 
ICember  for  Cirencester  (Mr.  '^nter- 
botham^  has  decided  the  question  eatis- 
factorily,  for  he  has  a  large  factory  in  a 
Mr.  B.  T.  Rtid 


purely  rural  district.  In  my  own  uob- 
stituency  quite  recently  a  great  attempt 
was  made  to  have  a  factory  erected,  tha 
capital  was  forthcoming,  and  it  would, 
have  been  a  great  boon,  but  the  landlord 
refused  the  land  on  any  possible  terms. 
Landlords  cannot  be  compelled  to  sell 
except  by  Act  of  Parliament,  or  to  allow 
any  other  person  to  use  the  land.  Acta 
of  Parliament  are  passed  only  for  pnblio 
undertakings,  and  private  enterprizes- 
are  absolutely  at  the  mercy  of  the  land- 
lords. Will  hon.  Gentlemen  realize  what 
it  is  to  leave  the  prosperity  of  rural 
England  to  the  caprices  of  a  compara- 
tively small  and  rather  short-sighted 
body  of  men?  Who  can  doubt  that 
small  shopkeepers  and  labourers  would, 
by  the  practice  of  self-denial  and  thrift 
obtain  some  small  portion  of  the  land 
if  it  were  possible  to  do  so  on  f(ur  terms  P~ 
There  is  no  one  who  loves  a  piece  of  land 
on  which  to  found  a  home  more  than  an- 
Englishman.  If  what  I  suggest  were 
possible,  villages  would  expand,  agricol- 
tural  labourers  would  gain  their  inde- 
pendence, and  would  gradually  rise  in. 
the  social  scale,  from  cottage  to  allot- 
ment, from  allotment  to  small  holding, 
and, perhaps,  from  small  holding  to  smalL 
farm.  I  do  not  say  thej  would  all  rise, 
bat  there  would  be  a  career  open  to  all 
of  them.  That  is  all  perfectly  impossible 
now.  I  would  ask  Uiose  landlords  who 
are  present  how  many  agricultural 
labourers  they  know  who  have  raised 
themselves  to  the  position  of  small  far- 
mers ?  If  any  hon.  Member  can  quote 
many,  hie  experience  ie  very  exceptional. 
I  am  perfectly  satisfied  thatif  ithappena 
in  even  a  small  degree  it  must  be 
through  the  kindness  and  wisdom  of 
landlords  in  different  parts  of  the 
country;  but  it  is  common  knowledge 
that  landlords  who  enoourage  that  kind 
of  thing  are  comparatively  few.  ["No,. 
no !  "]  Hon.  Gentlemen  deny  that  pro- 
position, but  they  had  better  do  so  in 
debate.  I  speak  from  experience  when. 
I  say  that  only  in  a  very  few  instanoee 
does  it  happen.  I  know  of  60  holdings 
of  three  acres  and  upwards  which  were 
started  in  1848  by  that  most  admirable 
landlord  in  Dumfriesshire,  Mr.  Hope 
Johnstone.  The  holdings  were  taken, 
by  hedgemen,  ploughmen,  small  shop- 
keepers, foresters,  and  men  of  that 
stamp.  They  were  only  granted  on  leases 
of  21  yeara;  but  the  leases  have  been 
renewed  by  the  landlord.     What   haa. 
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fhBtm  the  result?  Anyone  vho  waa 
able  to  get  one  of  these  pendioles— as 
the  holcunga  are  called — was  only  too 
.glad  to  get  it ;  aad  notr  the  pendicles 
-stand  aa  monameDts  of  the  Bocoeaa  which 
Attends  anoh  efibrta.  Bat,  in  the  whole 
county  of  Dumfries,  that  Is  a*aniqae 
.instanoe.  I  will  now  ask  the  Honse  to 
-allow  me  to  eaggest  what  I  think  the 
remedies  mnst  be.  If  this  state  is  to  be 
'Ranged,  it  is  of  no  use  dealing  with  the 
old  Whig  reforme  of  primogeniture,  the 
aimplifioation  of  title  and  registration 
things  which  auy  competent  lawyer,  if  he 
had  nia  heart  in  his  work,  could  put  into 
an  Act  of  Parliament  to-morrow  and 
pass  with  the  greatest  ease.  It  is 
■necessary  to  do  more ;  and  I  maintain 
'that,  in  order  to  prevent  the  ioToluntary 
'  depopulation  of  the  rural  dietricts,  it  is 
necessary  to  nve  public  bodies  in 
the  oountn'  ftul  powers  not  merely 
to  take  land  for  public  purposes 
strictly  so-called,  but  on  honest  terms — 
that  is,  a  fair  price — to  take  land,  enb- 
jeot,  if  you  will,  to  the  snperrision  of 
the  Local  Qovemment  Board,  for  the 
legitimate  use  of  all  persons  who  toil  in 
the  partionlar  district  in  order  to  estab- 
lish allotments  or  small  holdings.  If 
such  a  form  were  adopted  for  the 
rural  parts,  in  my  opinion  the  towns 
-vonld  cease  to  be  so  congested ;  but  that 
is  not  at  all  sufficient.  We  have  to  deal 
with  the  condition  ofthinga  in  Londonand 
other  large  towns  which  is  a  disgrace 
to  the  country  itself.  The  London  land- 
lords have  neglected  every  duty  of  their 
position.  They  have  let  their  land 
to  middlemen,  who  sub-let  it  at  enormous 
rent.  The  London  landlords  do  not  even 
take  the  tronble  to  enforce  the  covenants 
'  of  their  leases.  They  omit  every  sani> 
tary  precaution,  aad  they  rack-rent  the 
poor  people  of  Ijondon  to  a  degree  that 
is  even  unknown  to  the  peasantry 
of  some  of  the  worst  rack-rented 
parts  of  Ireland.  The  Report  of 
the  Boyal  Commission,  which,  by 
the  way,  I  regard  as  a  rather  halting 
document,  states,  in  referring  to  the 
generally  lamentable  condition  of  the 
homes  of  the  labouring  classes,  that  the 
first  thing  which  demands  attention  is 
the  poverty  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
poorest  quarters  of  the  towns,  or,  in 
other  words,  the  relation  borne  by  the 
wages  the  people  receive  to  the  rents 
they  have  to  pay.  To  enoh  an  extent 
liaa  the  evil  of  ezceerive  rents  gone  that 
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even  in  the  parishes  which  have  large 
oharitiee  in  London  the  oharities  are 
appropriated  for  the  punKiee  of  raising 
rent.  It  was  proved  before  the  Bov^ 
Oommission  tiiat  in  the  rich  London 
parishes  the  very  fact  that  there  are 
large  oharities  for  distribution  raised  the 
rente  of  the  wretched  people  who  live 
there.  I  remember  a  clergyman  of  the 
Ohuroh  of  England,  who  worked  hard  in 
one  of  the  parishes  of  London,  at  one 
time  telling  me  that,  after  all  the  labour 
and  money  which  he  and  his  charitable 
friends  expended,  the  result  was  enough 
to  break  his  heart,  because  their  poor 
were  so  looked  after  that  even  the 
charity  bestowed  upon  them  was  the 
means  of  raising  their  rents.  I  main- 
tain that  the  London  landlords  have 
neglected  every  duty, and  that  they  stand 
condemned  on  the  face  of  the  Be- 
port  of  the  Boyal  Commission.  If  that 
IS  so,  a  public  effort  ought  to  be  made 
to  remedy  the  state  of  things.  Private 
efforts  will  be  of  no  use,  and  I  am  well 
aware  that  the  pabtio  efforts  of  the 
Metropolitan  Boaid  of  Works  have  been 
very  oostly.  If  there  were  a  better 
system  of  Legal  expenditure  in  regard 
to  asoertaining  the  cost  of  property, 
and  if  the  American  system  were,  under 
equitable  conditions,  introduced,  it 
would  be  easy  to  make  it  cheaper  than 
it  is.  But,  whatever  the  cost,  we  cannot 
allow  the  work  to  remain  undone.  The 
present  state  of  things  is  a  source  of 
danger  to  us;  it  is  a  source  of  disgrace 
to  us.  and  I  should  be  very  sorry  to 
believe  there  was  anyone  who  did  not 
desire  to  see  this  hideous  evil  removed. 
Now  we  have  the  Oouuty  Oonnoil,  we 
ought  to  give  the  County  Council  power 
to  l>ny  and  to  let  buildings,  and  deal 
with  tiie  question  subject  to  two  princi- 
ples— first,  that  every  honest  and  in- 
dustrioua  man  is  entitled,  as  an 
inhabitant  of  London,  to  have  a  decent 
dwelling  at  a  fair  rent ;  and,  secondly, 
that  the  expense  of  making  towns  habi- 
table for  the  toilers  must  be  thrown  on 
the  land  which  their  toil  makes  valuable, 
and  that  without  any  eSbrt  on  the  part 
of  tiie  owner.  U  the  House  will 
deal  thoroughly  with  this  question, 
I  am  persuaded  wa  shall  hear  less  of 
the  unemployed  and  of  agricultural  de- 
pression ;  and,  above  all,  we  shall  not 
have  those  miserable  dens  which  are 
responsible  for  half  the  crime  of  the 
country.    Hon.    Members   live  in  the 
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midat  of  a  city  of  immeaiuroble  wealth, 
filled  with  Bplendid  houeee  and  orer- 
flowing  with  luxary,  and  jet  within  a. 
few  hundred  yards  of  thia  Hoase  there 
is  a  degree  of  miaary  which  is  hardly  to 
be  paralleled  in  the  Queen's  DominioiiB. 
I  wonder  at  the  patience  with  which 
men  endure  this  mieery.  It  cannot  be 
supposed  they  will  continue  indefinitely 
to  submit  to  a  syBtem  which  condemns 
them,  their  wives,  and  families,  to  a 
precarious  existence  in  a  wretched  lodg- 
ing, witlLont  much  of  decency  or  hop©  of 
improvement.  I  appeal  to  the  sense  of 
justice  and  generosity  of  the  Bouee.  It 
may  be  that  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men now  in  power  may  not  be  prepared 
to  deal  with  this  matter  in  the  spirit 
which  I  think  neceBsary — I  am  a&aid 
the  drift  of  their  policy  lies  in  a  different 
direction ;  but  I  trust  the  Liberal 
Leaders,  at  aU  eventB,  will  recognize 
that  attention  to  these  social  questions 
in  the  most  important  and  pressing  of 
their  duties,  for,  if  they  decline  so  to 
deal  with  them,  they  will  not  retain, 
and  in  my  opinion  will  not  deserve  to 
retain,  the  confidence  of  the  country- 
*Mb.  6ET0N-KAEE  (St.  Helen's) : 
Ur.  Speaker,  I  think  we,  on  this  side  of 
tho  House,  may  fairly  congratulate  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Uotion  on 
the  moderate  tone  they  have  displayed 
in  their  speeches  so  far  as  Party  feeUng 
is  conoerued.  But  I  am  not  so  sure  we 
can  go    as   far   as   to  do   that  in   re- 

f»d  to  the  remedies  they  propose, 
efore  referring  to  the  Amendment 
which  I  have  placed  on  the 
£*aper.  I  should  like  to  notice  one  or 
two  remarks  which  fell  from  the  hon. 
Q-entlemen  who  have  preceded  me.  It 
is  not  possible  in  the  four  hours'  debate 
to  ooneider  all  the  remedies  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  Gentlemen  ;  it  is  notpOBsibls 
to  discuss  the  question  of  free  education, 
&ee  food,  and  tree  lodging  for  the 
people,  neither  is  it  possible  to  discuss 
the  question  of  the  wholesale  reviuon  of 
the  land  tenure  in  this  country;  but 
■ome  of  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men very  well  deserve  a  passing  notice. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  oojection  which 
will  be  raised  against  free  food  and  free 
lodging  is  that  they  would  demoralize 
the  working  clasaea  of  the  country.  The 
hon.  Member  tor  Dumfries  (Ur.  B.  T. 
Beid)  indolged  freely  in  the  abuse  of 
landlords,  and  he  has  proposed  as  a 
remsdy  a  system  of  compulsory  pnr- 
ITr.  S.  T.  Rnd 
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ohsse.  I  know  many  boo. 
opposite  look  upon  landlords  b«  a  de- 
moralized and  degraded  set  of  men. 
Granting  that  they  are,  I  take  it  w& 
must  imagine  they  are  in  the  poaaeaaion. 
of  ordinary  faculties,  and  therefore  is  it. 
possible  to  conceive  that  landlorda  as  a 
general  class  would  allow  land  to  remain 
in  pasture  if  it  would  pay  them  better 
to  cultivate  it  ?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Nottingham  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  aaid  that 
the  population  of  the  great  citiea  and 
towns  of  this  country  is  oongeeted  to  a 
dangerous  degree ;  and  in  that  I  heartily 
agreawithhim.  Thehon.  Gentlemaaalao 
pointed  out  that  the  agricultural  districts 
are  becoming  gradually  depopulated, 
because  the  people  are  migrating  to  the- 
towns.  Id  that  I  also  agree  with  him, 
but  I  wish  the  House  to  remember  what 
it  is  that  gives  rise  to  this  state  of  things. 
I  ask  the  House  to  bear  in  mind  how 
dense  the  population  is,  and  to  reflect 
upon  the  alarming  manner  in  which  the- 
population  is  inoreasing.  The  remedies 
suggested  by  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of 
the  resolution,  will  do  nothing  to  reduce 
the  density  of  the    population.       The 

KpulatioD  now  numbers  37,000,000. 
t  hoD.  Gentlemen  put  all  their  reme- 
dies into  operation,  and  the  popula— 
tion  will  still  be  37,000,000,  [Hon. 
MsuBiiRS ;  More.]  Yes ;  it  seems  to  me 
that  if  we  indulee  the  people  with  &ee' 
food  and  free  education  we  shall  put  a 
premium  upon  an  increase  of  the  popula- 
tion. The  population  is  now  increasing 
at  the  rate  of  about  1,000  a  day,  or 
about  370,000  a  year.  lu  another  20 
years  8,000,000  will  have  been  added  to- 
the  population  of  the  United  Kingdaov 
and  any  remedy  for  this  state  of  things 
must  take  this  increase  into  considera- 
tion. If  there  is  no  doubt  as  to  the 
industrial  and  agriouttural  industries- 
not  being  able  to  support  the  existing 
population,  can  there  be  any  doubt  aa 
to  their  not  being  able  to  support  the 
population  20  years  hence  P  We  have 
no  Yellow  Biver  in  this  country  like- 
the  Ohinese  have  in  their  country,  to 
carry  off  millions  ot  people  at 
a  time,  and,  therefore,  we  must 
look  upon  it  as  an  absolute  certainty 
that  the  population  in  future  will  con- 
stitute a  tremendous  change  to  the 
social  condition  of  the  country  unless 
something  is  done.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Nottingham  has  attributed  a  oertaiu- 
amount  of  the  depopulation  of  the  rtiraL 
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m;  remedy  vilT  touch  die  agrioultural 
labonrers  before  thej  arrive  at  the 
toTne.  Let  me  direct  attentioe  to  the 
Btate  of  thioKB  in  Ireland.  Siaoe  the 
great  famine  Ireland  has  gradually  been 
.tnnied  from  an  arable  into  a  pastoral 
oountry,  beoauee  the  cultivation  of  thft 
land  was  not  found  to  pay.  The  popu- 
lation has  been  reduced  from  9,000,000 
to  4,600,000,  and  that  fact  alone  is  a 
strong  argument  in  support  of  coloniza- 
tion. This  reduction  oi  the  population 
is  exactly  founded  on  the  principle  of  my 
Motion.  I  desire  the  House  to  dietinKuian 
bet w sen  colonization  and  emigration. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman    the 


Qovemment  at  a  rent<oharge  of  4  per 
cent,  extending  over  a  number  of  years, 
at  the  end  of  which  the  colonist  would 
become  the  freeholder  of  his  |dot  of 
about  160  acres.  I  omitted  to  mention 
that  the  Colony  which  we  should  advoate 
as  the  field  for  colonization  would,  ia 
the  first  place,  be  Canada,  because  the 
Government  of  the  Dominion  ia  favour- 
ably disposed  and  would  give  free 
grants  of  land.  The  sum  required  for 
an  average  family  of  five  persons  for 
transportation,  settlranent,  and  mainte' 
nance  is  from  £120  to  £150.  There  are 
no  reasons  on  the  face  of  that  scheme 
why  it  should  not  aucoeed.  It  is  said 
colonization  would  do  too  mnch  because 


Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  S.  T.  Beid)  I  it   would  remove  the  backbone  of  the 

''  country.     Now  I  take  it  that  the  baok- 

bone  of  the  country  are  working  men  in 
banest  employment  earning  wages.  But 
those  are  men  we  do  nut  want  to  colonize 
and  who  do  not  want  to  be  colonized.  On 
the  other  hand,  there  are  thuuaands  of 
unemployed  crofters  and  artizans  who 
at  the  present  moment  conatituCe  a 
source  of  weakneas  rather  than  of 
strength  to  this  country,  and  they  there- 
fore  cannot  be  described  as  the  back 
bone  of  the  country.  But  they  would 
be  a  source  of  strength  to  the  empire  if 
they  and  their  families  were  transferred 
to  the  Colonies,  where  they  would  have 
elbow  room,  and  vhere  on  fertile,  virgin 
soil,  in  a  healthy  climate,  they  would 
have  opened  up  to  them  a  career  of 
prosperity.  Again,  we  are  told  that 
colonization  would  do  too  little,  and 
that  even  if  the  mere  bagatelle  of  one 
or  two  thousand  families  a-jear  were 
transported  beyond  the  seas,  it  would 
make  no  sensible  impression  on  the 
population  at  home.  But  does  anj  other 
scheme  which  has  been  mooted  give  an 
opening  for  anything  like  one  or  two 
thousand  families  a  year  'i  Sir,  this  is  a 
work  which  can  only  be  done  b;  the  State. 
It  has  been  asked,  why  not  leave  it  to 
private  enterprize  F  Four  well  managed 
colonization  experiments  have  been  tried 
since  16SS,  but  in  the  last  five  jears 
they  have  only  aucceeded  in  transporting 
100  families.  I  believe  the  emigration 
of  children  has  been  conducted  on  a  large 
scale,  and  I  am  glad  that  that  has  been 
the  case,  but  of  what  use  are  these  com- 
paratively  miserable  results  when  thoa- 
sands  have  to  be  dealt  with  ?  We  have  to 
deal  with  thousands  of  starving  crofters 
and  thousands  of  working  menin  thelarge 


I  somewhat  at  emigration;  but 
there  is  a  great  misconception  about 
emigration  and  colonization.  Emigra- 
tion is  simply  the  tranaportatiaa  of  the 
labourers  of  this  country  to  the  Colonies, 
often  without  the  approval  of  our 
Colonial  Qovernmenta ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  colonization  is  nut  only  transpor- 
tation across  the  sea,  but  it  is  the 
placing  our  unemployed  labourers  and 
artizans  in  groups  of  families  on  the 
unoccupied  and  fertile  lands  of  our 
Colonies,  at  a  cost  probably  of  £120  a 
family.  Colonization  does  not  mean 
the  pauperizing  of  the  working  classes, 
but  a  good  and  sound  profitable  invest- 
ment. In  12  or  20  years,  too,  the 
people  so  transferred  will  very  probably 
become  the  owners  of  the  land  they  till. 
Sir,  the  State  Colonization  which  we 
advocate  would  be  more  or  less  based  on 
the  lines  of  the  Crofter  Emigration 
Scheme  which  has  been  started  by  the 
Government.  Perhaps  the  House  will 
allow  me  for  one  moment  to  place  before 
it  the  scheme  which  rbe  Colonization 
Committee  spent  two  Sessions  in  elabo- 
rating, but  which  we  have  never  yet  had 
anopportunityof  debatinginthis  House. 
The  first  point  in  our  scheme  is  that 
there  shall  be  a  Board  composed  of 
Colonial  Bepresentatives,  as  the  control- 
ling authority ;  aecondly,  that  a  fund 
shall  beraiaed  uader  I  mporial  guarantee, 
unless,  indeed,  the  House  au^sste  a 
better  scheme  by  way  of  grants  from 
the  Exchequer ;  and,  thirdly,  that  the 
Ootonizatioa  Board  shall  have  a  veto  on 
the  families  selected.  Finally,  the 
system  under  which  colonists  would 
become  freeholders  would  be  that  the 
property   would  be  mortgaged  to  the 
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oantrea  of  population  who  are  onable  to 
obtain  empIoTmeat.  We  bave  alao  to 
deal,  on  the  other  hand,  with  a  rast 
atreteh  of  Colonial  propert;  of  aomethln^ 
like  1000  million  acree  available  for 
oolonixation ;  and  bow  in  anch  condi- 
tions can  private  entezprize  do  more 
than  touob  the  fringe  of  the  eubject? 
Sir,  it  is  not  for  me  to  go  into  the  wider 
advantages  which'  I  claim  for  this 
Bobeme  of  ooloniiation ;  but  I  shoald 
like  for  one  moment  to  compare  it  with 
the  Boheme  of  migration  or  oompulBor}> 
purchase.  Iknow  that  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  represent  crofter  interests  have 
preferred  migration  to  emigration  to  the 
Colonies ;  but  where,  I  ask,  are  you 
going  to  get  the  land  to  which  you  oan 
migrate  the  congested  population  oftbe 
Highlands?  Why,  before  a  generation 
has  passed,  every  acre  will  be  occu- 
pied. I  cao  assure  you  that  for  every 
acre  you  have  at  home  you  can  find 
hundreds  of  acres  of  fresh  virgin  soil  in 
Canada  and  British  Columbia  and  North 
Western  Australia,  wbiob  offer  far 
greater  advantages  to  the  settler.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  quantity  of  land 
which  can  be  obtained,  and  the  terms 
on  which  it  may  be  secured,  offer  ad- 
vantages far  above  any  system  of  com- 
pulsory purcbase  at  home.  '£b»  two 
cannot  be  mentioned  in  the  same  breath. 
Moreover,  where  are  jou  going  to  get  the 
money  for  your  migration  scheme  ? 
Why,  you  will  be  taking  the  ratepayers' 
money,  and  using  it  in  a  most  unprofit- 
able experiment.  By  sending  families 
to  the  Cx>lonies  you  will  be  increasing 
the  market  for  home- manufactured 
goods.  IJet  me  call  the  atbeotion  of  the 
House  to  a  few  figures.  The  Qermans 
buy  English  goods  to  the  extent  of  about 
8s.  worth  per  bead,  the  French  9s. 
worth,  and  Americans  10a.  But  the 
Oonadian  colonist  buys  £2  worth. 
South  African  £i,  and  Australian 
£S.  In  other  words  the  successful 
colonist  is  worth  from  four  to  16  times 
as  much  to  the  home  producer  as  the 
foreigner.  Therefore,  the  scheme  of  oolo- 
nizabon  which  I  advocate  will  be  to  the 
advantage  of  our  home  trade.  From 
1882  to  18S5  a  sum  of    £44,000    was 

Sent  in  emigrating  9,500  persons  from 
eland;  but,  unfortunately,  7S  per 
cent  of  those  have  been  sent  to  the 
United  States,  where  they  are  lost 
the  Mother  Country.  As  an  instaace'of 
the  value  of  colonization,  I  may  mention 
Jf  r.  £.  T.  Stii 
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that  one  family,  sent  out  many  yean 
since,  now  numbers  in  its  desoendonta 
over  500  people,  and  spends  £1,500  or 
£1,600  annnally  on  the  purchase  of  Bri- 
tiah goods;  thus.ibysendiDgpeopletoonr 
own  Colonies,  we  inoresse  our  powers  of 
employment  at  home.  I  think.  Sir,  I 
h^ve  shown  that  oolonization  is  a  direct 
practical  remedy,  and  one  worthy  the 
oonsideration  of  the  House.  It  will  not 
only  relieve  density  of  population,  but 
it  will  find  an  outiet  for  the  unemployed 
labourers  on  the  land  who  would  other- 
wise migrate  to  the  large  centres  of 
population.  I  quite  agree  with  the  bon. 
Qentleman  opposite  as  to  the  deplorable 
ooutraste  of  our  social  condition  at  pre- 
sent. On  the  one  hand,  we  have  a 
small  minority  who  have  more  money 
than  they  know  what  to  do  with;  on 
the  other,  we  have  a  large  majority 
engaged  in  a  struggle  for  bare  ezistonoe. 
If  this  state  of  things  is  allowed  to  con- 
tinue, there  may  ba  a  very  rude  awaken- 
ing ere  another  generation  has  passed 
away.  Colonization  affords  a  direct  and 
practical  remedy  for  the  overcrowded 
population;  but  time  is  of  very  great 
importance.  We  have  in  Canada  a 
magnificent  stretch  of  country,  opened 
up  by  railway.  If  Great  Britain  doee 
not  utilize  the  vast  tracts  in  her  Colonies, 
alien  nations  will  utilize  them,  and 
their  place  can  never  be  supplied.  Even 
now  we  find  that  Germans,  Swedes,  and 
Kussians  are  settling  on  these  lauds, 
and  we  know  from  the  fact  that  they 
send  home  more  money  than  is  sent  out, 
that  they  are  prosperous,  and  are 
inducing  their  irieuds  to  join  them.  At 
one  time  it  was  said  that  our  Colonies 
were  an  incumbrance,  and  some  political 
wise  acres  committed  themselves  to  a 
policy  of  disintegration.  But  the  sound 
policy  is  to  people  our  Colonies  with 
our  own  flesh  and  blood.  I  am  glad, 
therefore,  that  the  Government  have  set 
on  foot,  in  a  small  way,  a  scheme  of 
colonization  for  the  crofters.  I  do  not 
say  this  is  the  only  remedy,  but  it  is 
certainly  one  of  the  principal  remedies 
for  the  great  social  evils  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  who  moved  the  resolution 
alluded.  I  should  be  glad  to  hear  what 
the  Government  have  to  say  on  a  subject 
which  is  well  worthy  of  their  serious 
consideration,  and  how  far  tbey  purpose 
to  extend  their  present  scheme  of  Crofter 
Colonization.  I  believe  we  have  here 
a  really  solid  remedy,  which  will  do  a 
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-great  deal  to  meet  the  diffloultiee  with 
-which  we  hsve  to  deal  in  this  ooiuitr;, 
Aad  oae  which  I  believe  the  Colonies 
vill  oo-operate  with  ne  in  bringing;  out . 
and,  therefore,  I  urge  the  Qovemment 
io  gira  it  their  most  careful  coneidera- 
'tion.  I  beg  to  move  the  Amendment 
whioh  stands  in  m;  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  laaTe  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
-end  of  the  Qntation,  ia  order  to  add  tbe  words 
' "  this  HoiiM  fnlly  reoognizeB  the  danger  to  the 
well-1>aiif  of  the  State  caused  by  the  chronic 
poverty  and  overcrowding  of  great  nambara  of 
ihe  people  liTlng  in  Lmodon  and  the  Urger 
oltiee  and  towna  of  OrMt  Britain,  and  u  or 
opinion  that,  in  the  oonmdnation  and  develop- 
ment by  the  Oovemment  of  lome  well-deTised 
Khame  of  State  Colonixation,  an  effectiTe  and 
practical  remedy  tor  thu  state  of  things  oan  be 
found,  whereby  an  outlet  for  our  nnsmployed 
agiicoltoial  olaBS  now  migrating  annnally 
OQi  large  dtiea  and  towns,  and  inoreanng  t 
want  and  poverty  there,  will  be  provided,  the 
large  traote  of  fertile  and  nnoccnpied  laodi  in 
'  our  Coloniea  will  he  profltahly  utilized,  and  the 
evils  arising  from  orer-popolatioa  and  agri- 
'CnUotal  deia«adoii  at  home  will  be  relieved." 
— (Jfr.  Stlan.I»rr.) 

Qusstion  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
"Question." 

*Ms.  8.  GEDQE  (Stockport):  I  rise 
'  to  second  the  Amendment.  Of  course, 
all  of  UB  will  thoroughly  agree  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the  original 
Besolution  and  with  the  hon.  Ifeotber 
who  seconded  it,  so  far  as  they  confined 
themeelres  to  dilating  upon  evils  which 
we  all  desire  to  alleviate.  But  it  is  an 
-old  oratorical  trick  to  talk  very  much 
about  the  evils,  and  then  assume  that 
all  who  deplore  those  evils  must  agree 
in  the  value  of  the  remedy  which  ie 
proposed  tor  them.  It  seems  to  me, 
after  listening  carefully  to  the  speech 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Notting- 
ham, that  the  remedies  which  he  pro- 
posed would  tend  to  aggravate  the  evils 
zather  than  to  prevent  or  diminish 
them.  The  particular  eviU  which  he 
Dointed  out  in  bis  Sesolulion  were  the 
depletion  of  the  agrioultural  population 
.and  the  congestion  of  our  large  towns, 
and  his  desire  is  to  check  the  6rst  and  to 
relieve  the  second.  But  I  find  the 
remedies  which  are  suggested  in  the 
Besolution  are  not  such  as  might  have 
been  expected  from  the  hon.  Member. 
.  Wo  find  he  suggests  that  because  of  the 
-depopulation  of  the  agricultural  districts 
.and  of  the  congestion  of  the  town  popu- 
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lations,  we  ought  to  begin  by  giving 
iree  eduoadon  and  free  meals.  Bat  we 
have  seen  that  this  can  only  be  done 
economically  when  the  meals  are  given 
in  large  quantities,  and  I  think' the 
hon.  Member  who  seconded  the  Beso- 
lution has  pretty  weU  answered  the 
su^estions  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
proposed  it,  for  he  showed  us  most  dis- 
tinctly that  wherever  you  give  much 
charity  there  rents  increase.  Rents, 
like  the  prices  of  goods,  depend  upon  the 
laws  of  supply  and  dsmand,  and  they 
can  only  be  increased  by  the  landlord, 
because  a  larger  number  of  people  go 
into  the  towns  whers  the  houses  are 
situated.  This  increase  is  likely  to  oocui 
in  towns  where,  as  has  been  suggested, 
charity  is  more  freely  distributed. 
These  are  the  causes  which  lead  to  the 
rise  of  rents,  and  I  maintain  that 
if  in  any  place  you  give  oharity, 
either  in  the  form  of  free  education  and 
free  dinners  for  the  DhUdren  or  money 
gifts,  there  will  come  an  increase  of 
population  in  that  place  which  will 
enable  the  landlords  to  raise  rents. 
Therefore,  the  result  of  giring  free 
education  and  free  meals  will  be  not 
to  diminish  or  to  relieve,  but  to  gra- 
dually inereasB  the  congestion  of  the 
town  populations.  Well,  we  are  told 
that  a  great  deal  of  this  evil  has  resulted 
from  the  introduction  of  machinery.  I 
remember  that  many  jears  ago  I  stood 
on  the  same  platform  as  a  fine  old  Tory 
of  the  good  old  school,  who  told  us 
all  the  evils  of  the  present  day  resulted 
from  the  introduction  of  machinery  and' 
the  employment  of  capital.  I  have 
never  heard  that  argument  since  until 
to-night  I  heard  it  from  the  lips  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Nottingham,  and  I 
did  not  expect  to  hear  such  an  argument 
frvmhim.  He  certainly  is  the  last  man 
I  should  have  expected  to  attribute 
these  evils  to  the  introduction  of 
machinery.  He  seems  to  have  forgotten 
that  at  least  as  much  labour  must  hare 
been  employed  in  the  manufacture  of 
machinery  as  is  employed  in  the  growth 
of  com.  &B  told  us  it  was  a  very  bad 
thing  that  the  agricultural  labourers 
should  leave  their  farms  and  go  to  the 
towns,  because  they  might  have  grown 
com  which  now  bad  to  be  imported 
from  abroad.  But  I  should  like  to  ask 
him,  as  a  Free  Trader,  with  what  he 
supposes  we  pay  for  the  com  which  we 
obtain  from  abroad.    Surely  we    pay 
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for  it  vitb  the  things  manufactured 
by  these  men.  I  ehould  have  supposed 
that  the  reason  whv  these  men 
came  to  the  towns  to  work  there  instead 
of  staying  in  their  oountrj  villages  pro- 
ducing corn  was  simply  this— that  they 
find  they  can  earn  more  money  by 
working  in  the  towns  than  they  are  able 
to  earn  by  growing  com,  and  there- 
fore they  oan  in  this  way  obtain 
for  the  same  labour  mors  of  the  corn 
more  cheaply  in  foreign  countries. 
How,  then,  such  a  contention  could  have 
come  from  the  lips  of  a  Free  Trader 
passee  my  comprehension.  It  seems  to 
me  that  so  long  aa  we  can  make  more 
cheaply  machines,  and  buy  more 
oheaply  com  which  is  produced  else- 
where, that  is  the  most  economical 
use  we  oan  make  of  our  lahour. 
Then  we  are  told  that  the  large  landed 
estates  must  be  got  rid  of  in  order  to 
secure  a  more  equable  distribution  of 
wealth.  But  us  we  were  told  last  year 
hj  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  at 
present  time   there 
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general 
tendency  to  diminish  large  accumula- 
tions of  property  and  wealth,  and 
to  more  equally  distribute  them ;  and, 
therefore,  what  is  going  on  undi 
operation  of  natural  laws  should  not  be 
interfered  with ;  it  is  better  to  allow  it 
to  proceed,  rather  than  to  interfere  with 
it  by  artificial  laws.  The  evidence  before 
the  Committee  on  Town  Boldings  shows 
clearly  that  the  large  estates  are  by  for 
the  best  managed.  The  houses  are  the 
best  on  the  large  estates ;  there  is  less 
poverty  on  those  estates,  and  if  yon 
want  to  find  broken-down,  wretched, 
ruinous,  and  disgraceful  houses,  you 
must  look,  not  at  the  property  of  ths 
large  landlord,  but  at  property  belong- 
ing to  very  small  holders.  Another 
suggestion  is  that  we  should  enfran- 
chise the  leaseholds.  But  if  you  do 
this,  and  houses-  are  thereby  made 
cheaper,  whichthehon. Member  expects, 
but  I  do  not,  to  bo  the  result, 
you  will  gradually  increase  the  popula- 
tions in  the  large  towns  and  you  will  inten- 
sify the  evils  which  yuu  now  complain 
of.  The  only  desirable  way  of  re- 
moving the  population  of  agricultural 
districts  is  to  give  them  better  places  to 
go  to.  Why  are  the  agricultural  dis- 
tricts depopulated  ?  Because  it  is  found 
that  you  can  raise  the  products  of  the 
country  by  machinery  with  far  less 
lahour  than  before.  Therefore,  '' 
Mr.  H.  Q*dg» 


people  of  the  agricultural  distnctat 
wanting  employment,  will  come  to  the 
towns  unless  you  provide  them  bettor 
places  to  go  to.  It  is  said  that  it  you 
have  small  holdings  you  will  have  larger 
crops,  and  more  labour  will  be  employed. 
I  venture  to  submit  that  almost  oni- 
versal  experience  is  against  that.  True, 
a  small  holding  which  comes  ^  an  ad- 
dition to  the  man's  wages  is  a  desirable 
thing  to  have.  But  the  hoa.  Member 
opposite  seems  altogether  to  ignore  that 
last  year  we  passed  an  Allotments 
Act.  \_LangkUr,~\  Yon  laugh,  but  it  la- 
the experience  of  landlords  all  over  the 
country  that  thwe  are  more  seUers  of 
land  in  the  market  than  there  are 
purchasers;  it  is  the  unwilling  pur- 
chasers who  are  soaroe,  not  the  un- 
willing sellers.  Landowners  are  only 
too  ready  to  sell.  Bat  on  this 
question  of  small  holdings,  I  would, 
point  out  that  large  oapttal  produces 
lai^e  returns,  and  small  noldinga,  oom- 
paratirely,  do  not  pay.  Common  sense- 
and  experience  ore  against  them.  The 
system  has  been  tried  in  France,  where 
the  women  heoome  prematurely  old  from 
hard  work  in  the  fields ;  and  I  hope  it 
will  to  long  before  we  oome  to  that 
state  of  things.  It  is  said — "Why 
should  we  expatriate  these  poor 
people  P"  If  the  Irish  Channel  were 
filled  up  and  became  fertile  land, 
should  we  not  gladly  ssnd  people  te 
occupy  it  ?  Why  not,  then,  send  them 
across  the  water  ?  How  small  is  the 
world  now,  through  the  introduction  of 
steam  and  electricity !  A  man  may 
leave  his  home  and  go  to  the  most  dis- 
tant parts  with  more  ease  and  comfort 
than  in  former  days  he  could  perform 
thejourney  to  the  North  of  Scotland  or 
to  Ireland.  And  a  man  is  not  expa- 
triated who  goes  to  any  of  our  Colonies 
and  coatinues  to  live  there  as  a  subjeat 
of  Her  Majesty. 

Mr.  a.  ACLAND  (Botherham) :  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  shall  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  very  shortly,  and  I  would  only 
sav  that  if  the  Irish  Channel  were 
filled  up,  and  people  wanted  to  occupy 
it,  they  would  go  without  any  State 
loan  to  help  them.  Now,  the  question 
before  ue  is  based  really  ou  the  rela- 
tions between  town  and  country,  and  I 
want  to  say  one  word  or  two  on  that  sub* 
ject — what  is  the  influence  apou  oar 
great  towns  of  an  influx  from  the 
country  to  the  towns,  aud  what  is  thft 
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influence  upon  the  country  districtB  of 
wliat  IB  called  depopulation?  There  have 
been  Boms  verj  interesting  figures  upon 
this  question,  and  some  are  going  to  be 
published  in  a  series  of  essays  or  articles 
upon  the  life  of  the  poor,  especially  in 
the  East  of  London.  I  believe  the 
Preaident  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  has  already  seen,  or  has  had  an 
opportunity  of  seeing  on  this  subject, 
the  work  of  Mr.  Henry  Smith ;  and  I 
have  also  seen  published  an  interesting 
coUectioa  of  etatistics  by  Mr.  Charles 
Booth,  a  most  able  statistician,  who  has 
done  valuable  work  in  oonneotion  with 
this  subject.  There  are  one  or  two 
puints  I  should  like  to  draw  attention 
to  in  connection  with  this  matter.  If 
we  take  London,  we  find  that 
there  is  a  larger  proportion  of  country- 
born  people  in  London  than  there  is  of 
LoudoU'Com  people  in  the  country. 
There  are  37   per  oent  of  oountry-bom 

£eople  in  London,  and  only  '26  per  cent  of 
ondon-born  people  in  the  country. 
But  we  have  a  constant  movement  to  and 
fro.  People  talk  much — too  much — as 
if  there  waa  merely  a  flow  from  the 
country  into  the  towns,  and  as  if  there 
was  no  back  current.  That  is  not  the 
case.  On  the  other  hand  some  people 
imagine  that  the  influx  is  much  larger 
than  it  realty  is.  If  you  take  London 
a  whole,  and  look  at  the  Oeasus  of  1 8 
and  the  Oeueua  of  1881,  and  if  you 
simply  take  the  births  and  deaths  in 
Loudon,  and  the  natural  increase  ol 
populatioQ  which  will  come  from  that, 
and  if  you  aak  liow  large  is  the  popula- 
tion in  addition — namely,  theuiencomiog 
from  the  country,  you  will  find  that  it  is 
only  about  100,000  in  lO  years,  or  about 
10,000  a  year.  I  fancy  many  people 
thought  the  surplusage  was  very  much 
larger  than  that.  If  you  take  East 
London,  it  will  be  found,  if  you  cal- 
culate the  births  and  deaths,  that  even 
a  less  number  of  people  have  come  to  it 
from  the  country  in  that  interval  of  ten 
years.  It  ia  very  important  that  we 
should  have  the  facts  of  the  case  before 
us.  It  is  perfectly  clear  that  there  has 
been  a  large  influx  from  the  country 
districts  into  various  town  districts,  but 
not  necessarily  into  London,  and  still 
less  necessarily  into  East  London. 
There  has  been  great  crowding  iuto 
places  like  East  Ham  and  districts  of 
that  sort.    No  doubt,  enormous  numbers 


towns,  but  not  necessarily  to  London^, 
or  even  East  London.  They  have  been 
filling  up  all  sorts  of  new,  populous, 
gtuui  town  districts;  but,  so  far  as  ws 
know,  the  agricultural  population  which 
has  left  during  that  10  years  is  not 
large ;  at  any  rate,  there  has  not  been 
an  actual  decrease  of  the  agricultural 
population ofmorethan  I  percent.  Now 
I  want  to  go  to  what  the  result  of  this 
has  been  upon  London ;  and  I  take  it 
that  this  is  very  much  misconceived ;  in 
fact  there  are  words  in  the  Amend- 
ment just  moved  which  I  believe 
to  be  entirely  incorrect,  stating  that 
the  agricultural  class  now  emigrating 
into  the  large  cities  and  towns  are  in- 
creasing the  want  and  poverty.  I 
believe  that  is  an  entire  mistake.  I 
believe  that  if  the  country  people  did 
not  iiome  iuto  the  towns  it  would  he  a 
very  serious  and  grave'disaeter  to  the 
towns  and  to  the  whole  country  itself. 
Now,  there  have  been  some  very  in- 
teresting figures  on  this  matter.  I'will 
just  take  one  or  two  of  them.  It  has 
been  shown  that  if  you  take  the  orimi- 
nal  class,  the  working  class,  and  the  poor 
dockyard  labourers,  you  will  find  among^ 
them  a  larger  number  of  people  born  in. 
London,  or  of  people  who  have  been  10 
or  '20  years  in  London,  than  of  coontryj 
born  people.  And  if  you  take  the 
stronger  people,  those  who  make  the 
better  wages,  polinemeo,  men  employed 
in  the  building  trade,  or  by  contractors, 
or  engaged  on  heavy  jobs  for  big  con- 
tractors, etattstics  show,  and  a  very 
great  deal  uf  probable  calculation  shows 
also,  that  there  is  a  very  much  larger 
proportion  of  country-bred  people  in 
those  employments  than  of  town-bred 
people.  What  Mr.  Ogle  said  in  his  in- 
teresting Paper  on  this  subject  the  other 
day  is  probably  true.  He  says — 
"There   <b   a    oonitant  migration  into  the 


lations,  and  t 
th«re  IB  a  higher  mortality  in  the  towna  than 
there  is  ia  the  oooatry — a  general  deterioration 
of  the  whole,  inomiach  as  the  niore  energetia 
and  rigoroo*  members  of  the  community  are 
consumed  more  rapidly  ihan  the  rest  of  the 
population.  The  system  is  one  that  lesdi  to 
ths  sarrival  of  the  nnflttest." 
The  best  of  our  country  people  leave  the 
country  districts,  leaving  the  weaker 
ones  behind.  They  go  into  the  town  and 
they  become  Lriadon-bred  people  ixt. 
time;  and  they  bear  children,  who  ia. 


of  people  have  gone  from  villages  to '  their  turn  bear  children,  and  beoomft- 


JoyOOOglC 


'1467 


Poor  in 


{ COMMONS  t 


London-bred  people,  and  the;  begin 
.  sradaaH;,  more  or  lees,  to  s;nk  lower 
■  dovn.    Well,  if  that  is  trne,  it  is  a  very 

-  flerions  etate  of  thitiKa ;  and  it  is  from 
ihat  point  of  vie<r,  Qie  qnality  of  the 

I  people  in  oar  towns,  that  I  wish  to  treat 

-  the  question.  Xow,  Mr.  Charles  Booth 
has  made  a  most  interesting  analysis  of 

'  the  condition  of  the  people  in  the  Bast 
End  of  London.  Basing  bis  inq^uiry 
on  the  work  of  the  School  Board  visitora 
and  other  careful  oalcnlationa,  he  has 
come  to  this  oooclneion.     He  divides 

'  the  population  into  three  portions,  and 
he  finds  in  the  centre,  about  40 
per  cent  of  fairly  to-do  working  men, 
with  regular  standard  earnings,  and, 
above  that  40  per  cent,  2S  pet  cent  of 

.  a  higher  class  of  labour— an  upper  and 
lower  middle- clasa.  We  barenothingto 

'  do  with  that  26  per  cent,  not  have  we 
anything  to  do  with  the  40  per  cent 
middle-dase  standard,  wage-earning  la- 
bourers. But  we  are  ooncerned  with  the 
35  per  cent  which  are  below  the  40  per 
cent.  These  are  the  poor,  some  very  poor 
— all  ofthem  more  or  less  poor.  Mr.  Ogle 
takes  these  85  per  cent,  and  he  sub- 
divides  them.   He  takes  the  lowest  olase, 

'  vhich  is  called  the  dangerous  claes,  and 
he  saye  about  them  that  their  proportion 
is  very  small  indeed — not  more  than  1 
or  2  pet  cent.  Above  that  there  come 
the  sniftlesa  people — people  who  are 
very  often  not  fit  to  work  if  they  could 
get  it  to  do,  and  who  have  got  into  the 
habit  of  leaving  work  even  when  they 

fst  it.  This  class  is  about  12  per  cent. 
hen  there  comes  the  intermittent  earn- 
ing people,  vho  suffer  from  every  kind 
of  depression.  These  are  6  per  cent. 
Then  comes  the  email  wage-e&rning 
people,  whose  wages  are  very  small. 
Weil,  Sir,  I  think  it  is  a  serious  thing, 
although,  for  my  part,  I  take  no  pessi- 
mist view  of  the  matter,  although  we  are 
making  such  slow  progress,  that  there 
should  be  36  per  cent  of  the  population 
of  East  London  who  may  be  called  poor, 
'  or  very  poor.  There  are  at  least 
100,000  ofthat  class  who  are  ooustantly 
verging  on  want  and  deep  distress,  and 
probably  the  number  is  something  like 
300,000  in  London,  taking  them  as  a 
whole.  What  we  have  to  consider  is 
the  beet  way  in  which  we  can  lessen  the 
number  of  these  people.  First  of  all, 
Te  have  to  bear  in  mind  that  they  are 
not  the  lowest  in  the  scale,  but  that 
there  is  a  drift  which  works  down  from 
Mr.  J..  Aaland 
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the  other  classes  in  all  Borta  of  ways. 
It  is  the  popular  idea  that  a  great  many 
of  the  country  people  who  come  into 
large  towns,  and  are  ia  a  miserable  and 
wretched  condition,  at  once  join  the  lowest 
class.  I  believe  that  that  notion  is  untrue, 
although  there  is  no  doubt  that  some  of 
them  get  into  the  lowest  class  at  once; 
but  the  bulk  of  them  have  this  advan- 
tage, that  however  poor  may  have  been 
their  food,  they  have  lived  in  the  fresh 
air  and  are  men  of  stronger  build,  with 
more  power  and  muscle  than  the  town 
men  with  whom  they  come  to  compete. 
It  is  sad  to  think  that  many  of  the 
modern  inventions  and  rapid  develop- 
ments of  industry  on  which  we  pride  our- 
selves have  only  tended  to  add  to  the 
class  which  goes  drifting  downwards. 
One  of  the  rising  American  economists. 
General  Walker,  has  said — 

"  If  we  oonnder  th«  popqUtion  of  tbe  most 
iqaalid  Motion  of  »aj  dty  ws  can  only  couclnda 
tlutjCODtrary  totheutumptiouofthseconomiBta, 
the  more  mberabls  man  axe,  the  lew,  and  not  the 
more,  likely  they  are  to  nek  uid  find  &  better 
plooe  in  aocietj," 

The  rapid  changes  of  fashion  and  the 
innovations  made  in  modem  improve- 
ments, have  a  teudency  to  weaken  the 
industrial  worker  through  no  fault  of 
his  own.  I  have  nothing  in  the  shape 
of  a  complete  remedy  to  offer  for  these 
things.  Our  society  is  so  comples,  and 
its  evils  are  so  difficult  to  deal  with,  that 
I  always  suspect  the  maa  who  has  a 
panacea  to  offer.  But  I  thiok  that  in 
our  country  districts  more  might  be  done 
thau  has  yet  been  done  to  retain  some 
of  those  men  whom  we  do  not  want  to  go 
into  the  towns,  and  to  improve  the 
quality  of  some  of  those  who  stay. 
With  regard  to  the  reform  of  the  system 
of  land  tenure,  I  am  glad  to  hear  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dumfries 
say  it  is  so  simple  a  matter,  Some  years 
ago  the  present  Premier,  speaking  of 
the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Eichequer, 
said  that  Mr.  Qoschen  wished  to  make 
the  transfer  of  land  as  easy  as  the  trans- 
fer of  Consols,  which  showed  that  Mr. 
Qoschen  knew  more  about  Consols  than 
he  knew  about  land.  Even,  however, 
if  we  had  free  land  we  should  not 
have  got  to  the  bottom  of  this  question. 
I  hope  that  more  will  be  done  in  the 
villages  to  encourage  the  people  to  live 
there.  There  is  a  Committee  now  sitting 
on  the  question  of  small  holdings.  Any 
artificial  attempt  to  create  them  would  mi 
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an  attempt  that  is  not  very  likely 
to  Bucoeed,  but  if  that  same  Com- 
mittee could  enconrage  ten  ante  to 
purchase  where  it  is  desirable  to 
purohaae,  and  eaoouraged  a  few  inde- 
pendent articaus  and  labourers  living 
in  the  villages  to  buy  cottages  for  them- 
selves if  opportunity  were  offered,  I 
think  they  would  be  doiog  a  better 
thing.  Having  had  conaiderable  practical 
experience  myself,  I  would  say  that 
many  of  our  model  villages,  though  thej 
bear  evidence  of  the  pEilaQthropy  anc 

rd-wtll  of  many  of  our  landlords,  are 
,  no  means  the  villages  which  are 
producing  the  vigour  and  the  lorce  and 
the  independence  in  our  country  people 
that  is  wanted,  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
say  that  I  prefer  to  the  model  village 
the  open  viUage  which  is  not  under  'Cke 
kindly  and  benevolent  despotism  of  one 
big  man.  I  look  to  the  time  when  local 
authorities  will  have  power  to  see  whether 
there  are  men  who  wish  to  buy  and 
own  their  cottages,  and  that  is  the 
reason  why  I  urge  the  question  of 
Tillage  government.  On  the  subjeot  of 
State  loans,  I  think  we  had  much  better 
tiy  all  we  can  to  help  the  poor  people 
by  private  moneys  before  we  attempt  to 
nm  the  risk  of  failure  from  the  State. 
State  workshops  have  not  yet  succeeded 
anywhere.  It  ie  of  no  use  to  invite  the 
ohainmakete  to  form  a  large  local 
Industrial  Board  and  then  fancy  they 
are  going  to  succeed.  They  must  begin 
on  a  small  scale.  Some  hon.  Members 
and  others  are  making  an  effort  in  that 
direction,  and  I  have  enough  faitb  in 
hon.  Members  and  others  to  believe 
that  they  will  find  the  few  thousand 
pounds  necessary  to  make  a  small  co- 
operative beginning.  If  a  co-operative 
factory  can  succeed  on  good  business 
lines,  I  have  no  fear  of  more  money  not 
being  forthcoming.  On  the  question  of 
the  hours  of  labour  we  must  be  sure 
that  we  have  the  working  men  on  our 
side,  and  I  should  like  to  see  an  inqniry 
into  what  the  great  mass  of  actively 
em^oyed  working  men  think  on  the 
subject.  In  this  House  we  may  do 
much  not  so  much  by  legislation  as  by 
showing  the  people  that  the  eyes  ot 
the  House  of  Commons  are  open  to 
many  evils  that  can  be  removed. 
On  that  point  I  confess  I  am  cordially, 
heartily,  with  those  who  are  working  wiu 
the  hon.  Member.  But  should  not  the 
House  have  done  something  during  the 


last  few  years  to  lift  these  people  wfao 
have  sunk  np  to  the  level  again ;  to  en- 
courage  those  more  capable  workmen 
who  are  banded  together  in  unions; 
and  encourage  and  make  their  lives- 
more  hopeful,  more  helpful,  to  those- 
below  ?  Closely  oonneoted  with  these" 
evils,  the  source  of  much  of  the  evil 
is  the  question  of  drink.  I  say,  with- 
out hesitation,  that  for  this  Gkivemment 
to  go  out  of  power  without  having  at- 
tempted to  deal  with  this  question  of' 
drink  will  be  to  commit  a  very  seriona 
breach  of  duty.  Yon  had  an  oppor- 
tunity last  year;  and  if  yon  thought 
your  proposal  right,  and  that  it  was 
approved  by  the  country,  why  did  yott 
not  put  it  through  ?  For  some  reason 
the  Gkivernment  ascertained  that  tho 
country  did  not  think  it  right,  and  so 
they  dropped  their  proposal.  But  they 
lost  a  great  opportuuty ;  they  might 
have  settled  the  question  of  compensa- 
tion and  everything  else.  I  know  that 
some  extreme  temperance  men  think  w» 
can  get  rid  of  that  altogether,  but  I  am 
not  one  of  those.  Sooner  or  later  there- 
must  be  compromise ;  and  the  time 
having  been  settled  over  whioh  oompen- 
sation  should  extend  might  have  been' 
running  out ;  but  sow  the  question 
that  lies  at  the  root  of  this  difficulty 
may  remain  untouched  for  four,  five,  or 
six  years.  The  present  Ohanoellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  in  a  speech  at  Edin- 
burgh in  1885,  said  that  if  Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson's  scheme  was  capable  of  being- 
carried  to  an  end  it  would  do  more  to 
empty  our  workhouses  than  all  the 
schemes  of  Mr.  Jesse  OoUings.  Upon 
that  precise  point  I  will  not  express  any 
opiuioD ,  but  1  do  agree  with  the  Cnancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  as  to  the  great  impor- 
tance of  temperance  and  education 
in  regard  to  this  social  problem. 
In  proportioD  as  we  strengthen  the  fibre 
and  iuorease  the  intelligence  of  our 
population,  we  shall  certainly  increase 
thewealthof  theoountry.  I>oingthaC,we 
do  the  beat  thing  we  can  to  remedy  one 
great  source  of  evil.  I  think  we  are  all 
agreed.  I  do  not  think  the  Government 
need  fear  the  country,  but  what  is  their 
poeitioa?  The  new  Oode  does  not,  so 
far  as  we  can  see,  alter  the  curriculum, 
there  is  no  proposition  for  evening- 
schools,  and  the  Technical  Education 
Bill  twice  mentioned  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  ie  now  dropped.  It  is  dis-^ 
appointing   to  find  so  little  has  been. 
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done,  but  I  only  hope  Bomethiog  will 
doae  before  the  Govenuneot  go  out  of 
power.  It  is  our  duty,  with  our  advan- 
tages derived  from  the  rapid  induBtrial 
development  of  the  last  50  ysaie,  U> 
lessen  the  grievances  of  the  poor  who 
have  suffered  so  muoh.  That  is  the 
duty  tying  before  ub.  To  remedy  the 
evils  of  drink  and  to  increase  the  means 
of  eduoation  may  seem  but  uoall 
remedies  to  apply  to  all  these  troubles, 
but  at  least  these  things  are  somiithlng 
tangible  we  oan  do,  and,  I  say,  let  us 
put  our  hands  to  the  woik  as  quickly 
possible. 

Thk  8E0EBTAET  to  the  LOCAL 
-GOVEBNMENT  BOAED  (Mr.  W. 
LoHo,  Wilts,  Devizes):  Tbehon.  Mem- 
ber for  Nottingham  at  the  oommence- 
ment  of  his  remarks  introduidng  this 
Resolution,  expressed  a  hope  that  ne  had 
not  called  the  attentinu  of  the  House  to 
matters  unworthy  its  careful  considera- 
tion. I  will  venture  to  say,  apart 
altogether  from  the  value  and  the  im- 

Ctanoe  of  the  question  raised,  the 
.  Member's  Motion  would  have 
been  more  than  justified  if  it  had 
produced  nothing  besides  the  speech 
to  vrhioh  we  have  just  listened. 
The  hoa.  Member  who  has  just 
spoken  has  suooeeded  in  raising  this 
4iBCUB(don  to  a  higher  level,  and  has 
brought  to  the  consideration  of  this 
question  an  amount  of  praotioal  know- 
ledge, combined  with  careful,  intelli- 
gent  research,  couched  in  such  language 
mat  the  House  has  listened  with  in- 
terest, and  our  thanks  are  due  to  him. 
In  that  speech  the  hon.  Member  made 
more  than  one  useful  suggestion;  and, 
if  I  do  not  refer  to  them  in  detail,  I 
hope  he  will  understand  it  is  not  be- 
cause I  do  not  give  them  the  importance 
they  deserve,  but  because  the  time  at  our 
disposal  does  not  allow  me  to  do  so. 
With  regard  to  his  refereuoee  to  the 
I^nd  Question  and  to  the  conditions 
SKisting  in  rural  districts,  I  do  not  feel 
-called  upon  to  defend  those  oonditious, 
but  I  do  feel  bound  to  express  my  be- 
lief that  tke  great  m^ority  of  land- 
lords are  most  desirous  so  to  alter  the 
conditioQS  of  rural  cottage  tenants  as  to 
give  them  a  feeling  of  greater  security 
and  independeaoe,  and  that  they  have 
the  same  rights,  and  privileges  with 
-other  dtizenfl  of  this  great  country. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Ihimfriest  who  seoonded  the  Besotntion, 
Mr.  A.  Aelml 
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did  not,  I  think,  approach  the  subjeot 
with  the  same  amount  of  knowledge  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Eotherham,  and 
he  introduced  in  his  references  to  land- 
lords as  a  class  an  amuunt  of  acrimony 
hardly  necessary  in  a  debate  of  this 
kind.  I  can  hardly  think  my  hon. 
Friend  was  really  eerions  in  some  of 
bis  statements.  First  of  all,  my  hon. 
Friend  said  there  was  a  eonstamt  flow 
of  labourers  from  the  country  to  the 
towns,  and  ha  followed  that  by  a  state- 
ment that  the  labourers  could  not  get 
cottages.  If,  however,  agricultural 
labourers  were  constantly  going  to  the 
towns,  and  if  fresh  labourers  were  not 
taking  their  places,  there  must  be 
vacant  cottages,  or  else  the  cottages  in. 
which  labourers  formerly  lived  must 
have  been  pulled  down.  The  state- 
ment that  labourers  could  not  procure 
cottages  is  not,  I  believe,  borne  out  by 
evidence,  and,  in  my  opinion,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Nottingham's  contention 
that  there  is  a  constant  Sow  of  agri- 
cultural labourers  going  to  the  towns 
cannot  be  maintained.  No  doubt  some 
few  years  ago,  when  the  depression  in 
the  agricultural  interest  was  heavily 
felt,  there  was  a  conwderable  flow  of 
agricultural  labourers  into  our  towns, 
and  that  did  for  a  certain  time  affect 
the  rate  of  wages  in  those  towns.  But 
I  have  been  unable  to  discover  that 
there  is  going  on  at  this  moment  any- 
thing that  can  be  accurately  described 
as  a  flow  of  labour  from  the  agricultural 
districts  into  the  towns.  Having  this 
debate  in  view,  I  addressed  questions 
to  the  general  inspectors  of  the  Local 
Qovernment  Board  whose  business  it  is 
to  make  themselves  acquainted  with  the 
circumatances  of  the  people  in  their 
respective  districts,  and  m>m  all  narta 
of  the  country  the  same  answers  nave 
come  to  the  questions  addressed  to 
them.  The  contention  that  there  is  at 
this  moment  a  large  flow  of  labour 
going  into  the  towns  is  not  one 
that  can  be  altogether  maintained. 
Now,  let  me  turn  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Nottingham  (Mr. 
Broadhuret).  The  hon.  Member  ex- 
pressed the  hope  that  this  great  subject 
would  be  considered  in  no  Party  spirit, 
and  that  there  would  be  a  general  desire 
to  discuss  it  so  as  to  arrive  at  a  remedy. 
I  hope  the  desire  of  the  hon.  Member 
has  been  fulfilled.  I  think  it  has,  and 
that    ereiybody    has   tried    to   avoid 


joyCjOOgle 


147S 


(Afbil 


psrtizan  epirit.  Bat  I  ooufesB  that, 
uiouzh  I  listened  vmy  oarefullT  to  the 
speech  of  the  hoa.  Member  for  NottinB;- 
ham,  I  did  not  find  during  the  whole 
hour  and  a  quarter  he  was  speaking — 
^nd  I  am  amazed  when  I  consider  this — ' 
that  he  advanced  a  eingle  argument 
in  support  of  the  main  part  of  his 
proposal,  or  made  any  suggestion  as  to 
remedy.  The  only  auggeBtious  he  made 
had  reference  to  free  education  and  free 
hteakfasts,  and  that  the  other  towns  of 
England,  Scotland,  and  Wales  should 
follow  the  example  of  Glasgow  in  pro- 
viding adequate  accommodation  for  the 
lioueing  of  the  working  classes.  So  far 
as  his  observations  upon  free  eduoation 

fo,  I  do  not  propose  to  reply  to  them, 
or  they  do  not  oome  within  my  pnr- 
'view,  nor  do  I  think  they  can  reasonably 
be  considered  a  cure  for  tlie  evils  he 
referred  to.  But  in  regard  to  the 
housing  of  the  working  classes,  and  the 

E raise  bestowed  upon  Qlasgow  for  what 
as  been  done  in  this  respect,  coupled 
with  a  recommendation  to  other  towns 
-to  do  likewise,  I  may  say  that  in  a  great 
number  of  our  cities  and  towns  there  has 
been  going  on  for  a  considerable  time 
&  continuous  effort  to  increase  and  im- 
prove the  aooommodation  for  the  work- 
ing classes.  Then  the  hou.  Member 
told  UBtbattheintrodnction  of  machinery 
had  caused  much  suffering ;  and  if  there 
is  any  argument  or  deduction  in  his 
statement,  it  means  that  he  regards  the 
introduction  of  machinery  as  a  great 
misfortune ;  hut  I  suppose  he  is 
not  prepared  to  advocate  a  re- 
turn to  the  hand  loom  and  hand 
labour.  When  I  turn  to  the  speech 
«f  the  bon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dumfries,  I  find  that  he  devoted  a 
-considerable  part  of  his  speech  to  the 
power  of  landlords  to  deal  with  the  land 
IQ  their  possession.  The  hon.  Member 
stated  that  there  was  a  large  amount  of 
land  going  oat  of  cultivation  in  coas»> 
-quenoe  of  the  caprice  of  owners.  It 
would  be  extremely  foolish  on  the  part 
-of  the  landowners  if  that  were  the  case 
with  land  for  which  the;  could  get  any 
xent.  I  am  aware  of  the  fact  that  large 
tracts  of  land  are  out  of  cultivation,  for 
small  narts  of  which  o£Fere  have  been 
made,  out  not  aooepted.  But  it  would 
"bo  impossible  in  suck  cases,  if  the  small 
lota  were  let,  to  let  the  remainder.  If 
«n  owner  had  1,000  acres,  he  could 
ihudly  be  expected  to  let  SO  acres  of  the 
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best  land,  and  theteh;  make  it  impossi- 
ble to  obtain  a  Betum  for  the  remaining 
9S0.  The  hon.  Member  challenged  me 
to  say  bow  many  labourers  had  grown 
into  small  farmers.  Well,  I  cannot 
give  him  the  number,  but  this  I  will 
undertake  to  do,  if  he  or  any  other  hon. 
Member  will  accompany  me  to  that 
part  of  the  West  of  England  with  which 
I  am  best  acquainted.  I  will  under- 
take to  introduce  him  to  a  considerable 
number  of  farmers  who  have  been 
labourers,  and  who  occupy  buildings, 
some  small,  some  larger.  I  could  give 
him  many  names  that  occur  to  me  at 
the  moment,  but  of  course  that  would 
convey  no  information  to  him.  I  can 
assure  him,  from  absolute  personal 
knowledge,  that  the  movement  has  been 
steadily  going  on,  converting  labourers 
into  small  occupiers.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Nottingham  has  stated  that  be  can- 
not accept  the  statistics  of  pauperism  as 
an  adequate  test.  I  admit  that  the 
House  is  not  invited  to  consider  the 
question  of  actual  pauperism,  but  rather 
tbe  state  of  those  who  are  struggling 
on  the  verge  of  pauperism.  I  would 
not  have  it  imagined  that  I  and  those 
who  sit  on  these  Benches  are  wanting 
in  sympathy  for  this  large  class  of  per- 
sona. At  the  same  time,  in  speaking  of 
this  subject,  it  is  desirable  to  avoid  ex- 
aggeration, and  I  cannot  agree  that  the 
statistics  of  pauperism  are  withont  value 
in  considering  this  question.  The  care- 
ful study  of  these  statistics,  when  tbe 
growth  of  population  is  borne  in  mind, 
will  furnish  abundant  sources  of  satis- 
faction. Take  the  oase  of  some  of  our 
large  towns.  In  Manchester,  for  ex- 
ample,  in  1870-71  the  proportion  of 
paupers  to  tbe  population  was  56-2  per 
1,000;  in  Bristol  itwas  701.  Now,  is 
1889,  in  Manchester  the  proportion  has 
fallen  to  27-2,  and  in  Bristol  to  53-7. 
In  Liverpool,  in  the  same  period,  there 
has  been  a  deoreasefrom  57*3  to  30,  and 
in  Birmingham  from  86  to  203.  In 
Hull  the  :^ll  has  been  from  30  to  28, 
and  in  Plymouth  from  60  to  36.  No 
doubt  part  of  this  improvement  is 
attributable  to  the  administration 
of  the  relief  laws,  but  this  is 
not  the  only  cause,  and  it  is  extremely 
satisfactory  to  note  that  this  diminution 
has  gone  on  side  by  side  with  a  large 
increase  of  population.  If  the  condition 
of  other  oountriee  is  examined,  it  will  be 
found  that  the  same  process  which  hat 
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gODO  on  in  this  oonnbj  with  Tesp«ot  to 
onr  urban  and  our  rural  popnlation  is 
also  to  be  found  in  aotioQ  there.  It 
oertainl^  is  bo  vith  respect  to  France  and 
German;.  I  do  not  Delieve  that  there 
is  an;  cause  at  work  in  this  country 
tending  to  the  increase  of  pauperism. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  urges  tnat  the 
Govemment  should  take  some  action, 
though  he  did  not  precisely  indicate  what 
the  GoTemment  conld  do.  If  it  oould 
be  shown  that  any  temporary  cause  is  at 
work,  such  as  existed  during  the  Cotton 
Famine  in  Lancashire,  when  for  a  time 
large  masses  of  the  population  were  on 
the  verge  of  starvation,  there  might  be 
oanse  for  Governmental  intervention  to 
avert  the  distress  that  threatened  the 
population  of  that  part  of  the  Kingdom. 
The  causes  which  lead  to  this  depletion 
and  the  causes  which  lead  to  this  over- 
crowdiug  of  our  cities  are  parallel.  Every 
argument  addressed  to  me  to-ni^ht  goes 
to  show  that  where  the  agricultural 
labourer  goes  into  the  town,  it  is  becauae 
he  can  get  a  better  livelihood  there  than 
in  the  country.  Does  anyone  conversant 
with  the  land  contend  that  the  holding 
out  the  hope  of  a  small  allotment  or  a 
small  farm  m  the  country  will  induce  the 
agricultural  labourer  to  stay  at  his  own 
vmage  if  he  has  ambition,  and  feels  that 
he  is  fit  for  something  better  ?  [  £>»m  ej 
"  Tes."]  I  am  perfeotiy  certain  that 
anyone  acquainted  with  onr  agricultural 
labourers  must  know  that  neither  the 
promise  of  land  nor  anything  else  will 
leep  the  strong  and  active  young  fellow 
in  hia  village  wnen  he  is  sensible  that  he 
has  in  him  the  aapaoity  of  doing  better. 
Young  men  go  into  towns  because  they 
know  that  in  the  towns  there  will  be 
wider  scope  for  their  energies.  This 
so-called  depletion  of  the  agricultural 
districts  is  talked  of  as  something  new ; 
hut  the  fact  is  that  it  has  been  going 
on  ever  since  railways  have  afforded 
young  men  the  means  of  going  into  the 
towns,  and  since  the  spread  of  oivili- 
aation  has  opened  up  to  them  the  pros- 
pect of  doing  better  than  they  can  in 
Donntry  districts,  and  we  have  do  right 
to  stop  them.  I  hope  the  House  will 
not  think  that  I  desire  to  see  agri- 
eultural  wages  run  down,  or  the  country 
deprived  ol  its  bone  and  sinew.  Not  at 
alL  I  desire  to  keep  a  sufSoient  num- 
ber of  the  young  men  in  the  Bgrioultural 
districts.     The   hon.    Uember  oppostta 


truth  of  the  pro^oaition  that  the  influK 
of  agrionltunsta  is  driving  labour  out 
of  the  towns.  The  Beaolution  ref«ra  to 
the  depletion  of  the  agricoltoral  dis< 
tricts,  and  the  contention  I  hare  en- 
deavoured  to  establish  is,  that  while- 
there  is  undoubtedly  a  steady  flow  of  a. 
certain  number  of  young  men  from  the 
country  into  the  towns,  where  they  get 
better  wages,  there  is  nothing  whioh 
can  be  regarded  as  depletion  in  the 
agricultural  districts,  or  which  oalls  for 
the  interference  of  Parliament.  No 
doubt,  in  the  towns,  we  are  oonfronted 
with  a  great  difficulty,  and  some  cure,  if 
possible,  ought  to  be  found  for  it  But 
the  House  has  not  had  recommended  to 
it  to  night  any  cure  which  it  can  wisely 
adopt.  The  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Helen's  (Ur.  Seton-Karr)  has  repre- 
sented that  there  ought  to  be  a  scheme 
of  emigration  undertaken.  Well,  I 
had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  in  the 
course  of  last  year  some  of  the  Scotch 
crofters  who  were  sent  out  to  Manitoba, 
and  nobody  can  visit  those  men  in  their- 
homes  without  being  struck  by  the  fbot 
that  emigration  or  colonization,  if  pro- 
perly carried  out — it  the  people  ore  pro- 
perly selected  and  properly  placM — 
must  commend  itself  to  those  who  wish, 
to  see  the  condition  of  part  of  the  oom- 
munity  improved.  But  the  House  ia 
aware  that  a  Oommittee  has  been  sanc- 
tioned to  inquire  into  a  scheme  of  emi- 
gration. At  first,  it  was  intended  that 
liie  Oommittee  should  inquire  only  into 
the  question  of  emigration  of  the  crofters^ 
but  a  great  deal  has  been  said  as  to  the 
emigration  of  others,  and  the  Govem- 
ment see  no  reason  why  the  scope  of  the 
inquiry  should  not  be  extended  so  as  to 
embrace  other  parts  of  the  country.  It' 
is  the  intention  of  the  Qoremment  to 
appoint  a  Select  Committee  at  once  for 
this  purpose,  and  then  abundant  oppor- 
tunitiee  will  be  afforded  to  my  hon. 
Friends  to  bring  forward  all  the  argu- 
ments they  can  in  favour  of  colonisation. 
But  whether  it  is  colonisation  or  any 
other  cure  for  the  sufferings  of  those 
who  are  crowded  out  and  unable  to  get 
employment,  the  Government  wish  well' 
to  those  who  will  aid  them  in  sifting  to 
the  bottom  any  proposals  which  may 
afford  hope  of  a  satisfactory  result.  I 
regret  that  I  have  been  obliged,  follow- 
ing the  example  of  others  who  have- 
addressed  the  House  to-ni^bt,  to  omit 


has  not  endeavoured  to  eetabluh  the   reference  to  many  points  in  the  widfr 
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areaof  sabjeots  travelled  orer.  I  shonld 
have  been  ^lad  to  bare  touched  od  man; 
of  the  points  referred  to  to-night  b; 
hon.  Uembera,  for  the  purpose  of  em- 
pbauzisg;  soma  and  oontroTerting  othora, 
but  I  am  oonacioue  of  the  fact  that  the 
period  allowed  for  this  debate  is  rapidly 
coming  to  a  conoluBlon,  and  I  do  not 
desire  much  longer  to  trespass  upon 
the  time  of  the  House.    I  venti 
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expresa  an  earnest  hape  that  the  House 
will  not,  by  the  adoption  of  a  Beso- 
lutiou  or  by  any  other  means,  either 
give  an  opinion  or  offer  advice  which, 
instead  of  assisting  the  classes  whose 
interest  has  been  under  discussion, 
will  have  a  different  result  altogether. 
The  working  classes  of  this  country  are 
justified  in  looking  to  this  House  tor 
advice,  guidance,  and  help  when  they 
want  it.  Those  who  suffer,  whatever 
the  cause  may  be,  are  justified  in 
demanding  that  this  House  shall  pay 
attention  to  their  sufferings,  and,  if  pos- 
sible,  alleviate  them.  The  responsi- 
bility resting  on  the  House  is  a  great 
one,  and  I  entreat  the  House  to  be 
cautious  before  they  embark  in  a  policy 
which  instead  of  doing  permanent  good  to 
the  working  classes  might  do  them  harm, 
by  raising  in  their  breasts  hopes  which 
would  probably  never  be  realized,  aud 
by  creating  anticipations  which  would 
only  prove  to  be  false.  I  believe  that  if 
this  Besolution  in  its  present  form  were 
adopted  it  would  do  much  more  harm 
than  good  for  the  classes  in  whose  interest 
it  is  proposed;  and,  therefore— while 
having  the  deepest  empathy  with  the 
sufferings  of  the  people  whose  case  has 
been  brought  under  review — because,  in 
the  first  place,  the  boo.  Uember  has 
failed  to  establish  his  propoution,  and 
beoause,  in  the  second  place,  while  call- 
ing on  the  Ooverament  to  do  something 
he  has  failed  to  tell  them  what  they 
ought  to  do,  I  ask  the  House  to  reject 


Ur.  H.  H.  FOWLEB  (Wolver- 
hampton) :  If  we  wanted  an  illustration 
of  the  extraordinary  way  in  which  this 
House  wastes  its  time,  it  could  be  found 
in  our  proceedinss  this  afternoon. 
Something  like  five  hours  were  frittered 
away  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Sitting  on  a  disoussion  as  to  the  stairs 
in  Westminster  Hall,  and  we  have 
been  limited  to  only  four  hours  for 
the  disoossion  of  this,  one  of  the  most 
VOL.  OOOXXXIV.  [THiBr  MRiBfl.] 


important  questions  that  ever  engaged 
the  attention  of  the  House  of  Oommons. 
In  answer  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Parliamentary   Secretary  to  the  Local 
Qovemment  Board,  who  says  the  boo. 
Kfember  for  Nottingham  has  failed  to 
make  out  hie  case,  1  challenge  anyone 
to  dispute  that  there  is  chrome  poverty 
and  congested  and  overcrowded  popula- 
tioQ  in  Uie  towns,  and  that  this  state  of 
things  constitutes  a  grave  danger.     The 
bon.  Gentleman  has  submitted  an  array 
of  figures  to  the  House,  but  there  are 
a  few  figures  which  he  will  find  it  hard 
)t  over.  For  instance,  the  population 
Ingland  and   Wales   has  increased 
during    Her    Majesty's  reign  42    per 
cent ;    the    population    of  London    has 
increased  t08  per  cent;  Liverpool,    105 
per  cent;  Birmingham,   13B    per  cent; 
and   Sheffield,    180    per  cent.      Where 
has   that    population  come  from?    It 
came  from  the  rural  districts  into  the 
towns.     I  should  not,  however,  like  the 
House  to  take  a  pessimistic  view  on  this 
question.    While  there  has  been  a  great 
increase  in  the  extreme  poverty  in  onr 
large    towns,   there  has  been   a   great 
improvement  in  the  position  and  well- 
being  of  the  working  classes  as  a  whole. 
I  attach  great  importance  to  the  statis- 
tics which  have  been  given  with  regard 
to  pauperism  ;  aud  I  am  within  the  mark 
when    I    say   that  during  the  past  50 
years  pauperism  has  decreased  50  per 
cent.     I  will  not  go  into  the  question  of 
the  decrease  of  crime ;  but  I    say  this — 
that,  as  a  rule,  the  wagee  of  the  artisan 
class  have  inoreased,  the  hours  of  labour 
have    decreased,    and   the    purchasing 
power  of  wages  has  inoreased  ;  and  tne 
artizan  class,  as  a  whole,  are  in  a  better 
position  to-day  than  they  were  50  years 
ago.  I  think  that  we  are  bound  to  admit 
that.     Well,  side  by  side  with  that — 
owing,  perhaps,  to  onr  prosperity  and 
the  enormous  development  in  nianufac- 
tures  of  all  branches — there  are  collected 
in  our  large  towns  a  large  number  of 
people  who  are  almost  worst  than  pau- 
pers,  living  in  a  condition    in    wnioh 
human  beings  ought  not  to  live.      It  is, 
I  admit,   impossible  for  legislation  to 
regulate  wagee  or  create  a  demand  for 
labour ;  but  legislation  can  deal  with 
the  conditions  under  which  these  people 
earn  their  wretched  living  and  the  con- 
ditions under  which  they  live.    In  the 


first  place,  legislatioa  can  alienate  the 
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oonditioDB  under  which  tbey  earn  their 
living  by  a  vise  and  firm  and  liberal  ex- 
teiuion  of  the  principles  of  the  Factory 
and  WorkshopB  Acts,  bringing  Dot  only 
factories,  but  private  houses  in  which 
indoBtry  is  earned  oa,  under  its  opera- 
tion. We  may  also  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion of  the  labour  of  ohildren  and  women. 
I  am  prepared  for  drastic  measures  in 
reference  to  the  labour  of  children.  By 
de^ring  the  house  of  the  labour  of  a 
ohild  we  should,  no  doubt,  be  inflioting 
a  temfOTKrv  evil,  but  we  should  at  the 
same  time  be  producing  a  future  great 
good.  A  man  and  his  wife  hare  no  right 
to  live  on  the  earnings  of  little  ohildren. 
Then,  I  should  like  to  know  whether  the 
President  of  the  Xjooal  Government 
Board  believea  that  the  existing  sanitary 
legislation  with  reference  to  the  houses 
of  the  people,  even  in  London,  ie  being 
carried  out  ?  Why  should  we  allow  large 
landlords  and  others  to  draw  gigantic 
rents  from  miserable  hovels?  I  do  not 
say  that  Parliament  should  fix  a  rent, 
but  it  has  a  right  to  say  that  a  landlord 
shall  not  put  a  human  being  into  a  house 
which  is  not  fit  for  human  habitation.  It 
is  a  public  nuisance  as  well  as  a  private 
wrong,  especially  in  London,  where 
exorbitant  rents  are  demanded.  There 
is  no  legislation  strong  and  wide  enough 
at  preaent  to  deal  with  poverty,  bat  much 
may  be  done  in  the  direction  of  im^x>v- 
ing  the  dwellings  of  the  poor,  and!  am 
sure  that  the  Hoose,  without  distinction 
of  Party,  will  support  the  Qovemment 
in  bringing  auon  legislation  forward. 
Many  of  the  evils  complained  of  to-night 
may  be  removed  by  legislation,  and  I 
deplore  the  fact  mat  the  Gt>vernmeat 
have  decided  to  negative  the  fiesolution, 
which  merely  states  undoubted  truths. 
I  appeal  to  the  House  and  the  Qovem- 
ment to  avail  themselves  of  this  oppor- 
tunity of  publicly  endorsing  a  fact  as 
to  which  there  is  no  dispute,  and  of 
recognizing  a  duty  which  devolves  on  us, 
and  also  of  averting  what  I  believe  to 
be  a  national  danger  as  well  as  a  national 
disnace. 

•Thb  PHESIDBNT  of  thk  LOCAL 
GOVEENMENTBOAED(Mr.EiTOHiB, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Qeorge'e] :  Because 
the  Government  are  not  prepared  to 
aooept  all  the  language  of  the  Besolu- 
tion,  it  mnst  not  be  supposed  that  they 
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agree  with  much  which  has  baea  itated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  bat  I  do 
not  believe  it  is  so  mnoh  a  want  of  legia- 
lation  in  oonneotion  with  the  housing  of 
the  poor  which  is  felt  as  it  ia  a  defect  of 
administration,  oonneoted  with  the 
melancholy  condition  under  which  the 
poorer  classes  dwell  in  our  large  citiee. 
Bo  far  as  London  is  oonoemed,  I  am 
satisfied  that  there  lie  in  the  hands  of 
the  Oonnty  (Jouncil  powers  of  a  very 
large  character,  which,  if  properly 
exercised,  will  do  much  to  diminisatha 
evUs  of  which  the  poor  have  so  much 
reason  to  complain.  The  Government  are 
anxious  as  hon.  Gentlemen  can  be  to  see 
the  condition  of  the  poor  in  our  larger 
towns  elevated,  and  to  add  to  their 
happiness  and  comfort  ;but  they  believe 
that  by  accepting  the  Beeolution  on  the 
Pa^er  they  would  be  assenting  to  a  pro- 
position recognising  that  the  depopula- 
tion of  the  agricultural  districts  is  going 
on  at  a  large  and  rapid  pace,  which  they 
do  not  admit.  It  is  proposed  to  appoint 
a  Select  Oommittee  to  inquire  into  the 
subject  of  emigration. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLEB  :  What  are  the 
terms  of  the  reference  ? 

*Mii.  BITOHIE :  It  will  be  in  the 
following  terms : — 

"Thst »  Beleot  Comniittea  be  appotiitad  to 
inquire  into  variom  ScbemM  which  have  been 

Eropoud  to  Her  M^sst^'s  OoTemiiient  (o 
icOitale  Emination  troin  tha  oangfotted 
districts  of  the  Uuittid  Kingdom  to  tha  Britiih 
Ooloniea  or  elseirhere ;  to  examine  into  the  ra< 
■nlta  of  any  Sohemee  which  hava  reoeived 
practical  tnal  in  Tcoent  years,  and  to  rq»rt 
generally  whether  in  their  opinioa  it  ia  de- 
rirahle  that  further  facilities  ihould  be  ^ven 
to  promote  Emigration  ;  and,  it  so,  npoa  the 
meani  hj  and  the  oonditiona  nndw  whidi  nich 
Emiaratioa  can  beat  he  oairied  out,  and  the 
quaners  to  which  it  oan  moat  advantageously 
be  directed." 

Mk.  J.  HOBLET  :  Are  we  to  under- 
stand from  the  reference  that  this  Com- 
mittee is  to  inquire,  for  example,  into 
the  congested  districts  in  Ireland  ? 

•Mb.  EITOHIE:  The  United  King- 
dom. 

It  being  One  of  the  clock  a.m.,  the 
Debate  stood  adjourned,  and  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without 
put. 
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ORDERS  OF  TEE  DAY. 

TR08T  FUNDS  INVESTMENT  BILL. 
(No.  6.) 

BECOITD  BEAOIMa. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

♦Mb.  cozens -HAEDY  (Norfolk, 
N.) :  It  IB  a  remarkable  fact  tliat  until 
the  year  16S9  there  was  absolutely  no 
Statute  which  dealt  with  the  subject  of 
Trust  Inreetinente,  and  Lord  Eldon 
pointed  out,  a  good  many  yeare  ago, 
that  it  was  necessary  for  trustees  to 
follow,  as  they  best  could,  what  was  the 
rule  of  the  Court  of  Chancery.  It  was 
not  until  this  century  that  trusteee 
were  authorized  to  inreat  in  mort- 
gages, and  in  1869  Lord  St.  Leonards 
introduced  a  Bill,  by  which  the  power 
of  trustees  was  extended  to  Bank  Stook 
and  East  India  Stock.  Further  legis- 
lation followed  in  1860,  and  in  1867  an 
Act  authorized  trustses  to  invest  in  any 
Stock  the  interest  of  which  was  guaran- 
teed by  Parliament.  In  ISTl  ParUament 
decided  that  investments  might  be  made 
in  Stock  iesned  by  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  and  in  1 88'2  there  was 
a  further  intervention  by  Parliament  in 
the  Settled  Land  Act,  which  authorized 
trustees  to  invest  capital  in  what  I  may 
call,  speaking  generally,  first  class  Hail- 
way  Debenture  Stook.  In  1884  the  late 
Lord  Advocate  brought  in  a  Bill,  whioh 
applied  only  to  Scotland,  but  which  gave 
a  wide  power  of  investment  to  all  Trust 
Funds  in  Scotland.  There  has  been  an 
enonooos  increase  in   the    amount   of 
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Trust  Funds,  and  no  one  but  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Ezohequer  can  have  any 
oorreot  idea  of  the  rapidity  with  which 
these  funds  are  increasing.  I  believe 
they  are  increasing  at  the  rate  of 
millions  a  year,  and  side  by  side  with 
that  fact,  the  old-fashioned  Trust  Inveat- 
ments  have  diminished,  or  become 
undesirable.  OovemmeDt  securities, 
happily,  have  been  to  a  considerable 
extent  paid  off,  and,  quite  apart  from 
that  fact,  they  have  been  largely  taken 
up  by  the  Court  of  Chancery  and  the 
Savings  Banks  authorities,  who  hold 
Consols  to  a  very  oonsiderable  amount. 
As  to  mortgages,  they  are  not  as  much 
favoured  as  they  were,  on  account  of 
the  great  depression  of  landed  property. 
L^elation  is  required  in  <»^eT  to  make 
the  law  of  England  and  Ireland  uniform  ; 
in  the  next  place,  to  make  it  more 
simple,  and,  thirdly,  in  order  that  trustees 
may  be  allowed  a  wider  range  of  inveet- 
ment  than  they  have  now.  There  ie  no 
doubt  that  the  fall  ia  the  value  of  money 
has  worked  with  extreme  hardship  in  a 
great  number  of  cases.  Funds  have 
been  set  apart  in  the  belief  that  the 
interest  produced  from  them  would  be 
an  adequate  provision  for  a  widow  or  a 
child ;  but  in  many  instances  the  invest- 
ments  are  now  unsatisfactory,  and  it  is 
not  unreasonable  that  Parliament  should 
give  a  wider  range  and  a  wider  ohoioe. 
This  is,  no  doubt,  what  the  creator  of 
the  Trust  would  himself  have  done, 
could  he  have  foreseen  tiie  events  whieh 
are  now  happening.  In  its  main  features 
the  Bill  does  not  come  before  the  House 
without  some  authority.  Last  Session 
the  House  of  Lords  passed  some  dauees 
in  the  Trustee  Bill  whioh  agree  with 
some  of  the  provisions  of  the  measure, 
and  Lord  Salisbury,  on  the  Third 
Beading,  stated  that  it  was  desirable 
to  pass  the  elaoBM  which  gar*  to 
3  O 
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triuteea  on  inoreaaed  power  of  invest- 
ment, and  that  he  should  be  sorry 
if  the  Bill  were  rejeoted.  It  came 
thon  before  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee, by  whom  it  was  petssed, 
withoat  an  adyerse  opinion  being  ax- 
pressed  against  it.  The  present  mea- 
sure deals  with  Trust  Investments  very 
muoh  on  the  lines  of  the  Bill  of  last 
year.  It  consolidates  all  the  existing 
law,  repeals  all  the  old  enactments,  and 
puts  them  in  one  section  under  separate 
heads ;  it  enlarf  es  the  list  of  seouritiea 
so  as  to  include  first-olass  Debenture 
Stock  anthorieed  by  Parliament  and  the 
annuities  granted  by  the  Indian  Govern- 
meat ;  it  also  authJorises  the  inscribed 
stock  of  Corpora  tions  and  Oounty 
Oonooils ;  and  it  deals  with  the  rights 
and  duties  of  trustees  in  the  matter  of 
the  purchase  above  par  of  Stocks 
whiah  are  redeemable  at  par.  It  is 
in  every  way  important  that  some  law 
should  be  laid  down  to  govern  the 
action  of  trustees  in  these  matters.  At 
least  they  are  entitled  to  know  what 
thsir  position  is,  and  they  should  not  be 
left  to  the  risk  of  having  a  Oourt  of  Law 
deolarethat  they  have  exercised  their  dis- 
cretion in  a  wrong  way.  There  are  two 
BBourities  that  are  aot  included  in  the 
BUI — the  Colonial  and  the  Irish  Tram- 
way Securities.  Colonial  Securities  raise 
a  question  of  great  interest  and  impor- 
tance, but  it  is  a  question  which,  if  neces- 
sary, can  be  raised  in  Committee  and 
there  dealt  with.  ■  Personally,  I  did  not 
feel  myself  at  liberty  to  introduce  it 
into  the  Bill.  The  same  remark  applies 
to  the  Irish  Tramways  Stock.  It  is 
a  question  in  which  many  of  the  Uem- 
bers  for  Ireland  take  a  deep  interest ; 
but  it  is  a  small  question  in  amount,  and 
can  easily  be  dealt  with  in  Committee. 
There  is  one  other  matter.  I  may  be 
asked  how  I  propose  to  deal  with  old 
Trusts  and  with  Trusts  where  there  is  an 
express  limitation  as  to  the  nature  of  the 
investment.  It  is  not  pToi>oeed  by  the 
Bill  to  override  any  express  pro- 
vision in  the  Trnst,  but  unless  there 
is  an  ezprass  provision  the  trustees  are 
to  have  power  to  invest  the  trust  money 
in  aocordanoe  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill.  I  do  not  suggest  that  it  is  a 
perfect  measure.  It  is  a  measure  that 
will  require,  and,  if  it  is  read  a  second 
time,  will  doubtless  receive  considerable 
disonssion ;  but  I  trust  I  have  satisfied 
the  House  that  it  ia  a  matter  which  is 
Mr.  CtuHt-Sardg 


ripe  for  legislation,  and  that  it  is  a 
matter  with  which  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ought  to  deal.  I  ask  the  House, 
in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time,  to  recognize  in  it,  at  least,  an 
honest  attempt  to  grapple  with  a  diffi- 
cult  question. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Jfr,   Cnmt-Bari^.) 

Ma.  A.  O'OONNOE  (Donegal.  E.): 
I  do  not  for  a  moment  pretend  to  argue 
that  there  is  no  need  for  some  Bill 
relating  to  the  Irish  lav  of  investments. 
Not  long  ago  Mr.  Justice  Kay  declared 
hie  oonviotion,  derived  from  long  expe- 
rience, that  there  was  great  need  for  a 
radical  reform  of  tl\e  law  in  regard  tc 
Trusts.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  has  moved  the  Second  Beading 
of  the  Bill  sees  very  clearly  the  neces- 
sity for  some  kind  of  amending  Aot  io 
regard  to  one  pert  of  the  question,  but 
he  only  touches  a  very  small  portion  of 
one  side  of  it ;  and  he  admits  that,  even 
with  regard  to  that  small  portion,  he  has 
left  out  a  not  inconsiderable  part.  He 
suggests  that  the  Bill  may  be  amended 
in  Committee  in  the  direction  of  the 
enlargement  of  the  powers  which  it 
proposes  to  confer;  but,  while  taking 
care  of  the  trustee,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  loses  sight  altogether  of  the 
beneficiary.  These  Trust  Funds  are  in- 
creasing every  year.  There  are  many 
millions  of  property  in  the  hands  of 
trustees  in  regard  to  which  the  people 
for  whose  benefit  the  Trusts  were 
executed  and  for  whose  benefit  the 
trustees  have  accepted  the  duties  of 
trustees  have  practically  no  information 
or  control.  To  bring  in  aBill  to  amend 
the  law  relating  to  Trusts,  to  enlarge  the 
power  of  trustees,  to  extend  their  dis- 
cretion, and  to  minimize  their  responsi' 
bility,  and  at  the  same  time  to  leave 
unprotected  the  interests  of  those  who 
are  to  benefit  by  ttie  Trusts,  certainly 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  patchwork  and 
niggling  way  of  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion. The  Bill  has  evidently  been 
drafted  by  someone  skilled  in  the 
drafting  of  Bills,  but  it  is  equally  ap- 
parent that  it  has  been  drafted  hastily; 
and  I  fear  that,  if  we  read  it  a  second 
time  and  take  it  to  a  Comqiittee,  the 
only  result  will  be  a  considerable  waste 
of  time.  It  will  ei&er  be  rejected,  or  it 
will  be  BO  imperfeotly  amended  that  it 
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irill  do  mare  harm  than  good.  The 
meuure  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  imperfect  and  ill-digeated : 
and  it  is  undesirable  that  it  should  be 
allowed  to  stand  in  the  wa;  of  other 
important  queetions  which  urgently  de- 
mand the  ooneideration  of  FarUament. 
The  second  Act  of  Lord  St.  Leonards 
praoticallf  gave  everything  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  dseires  to 
effect,  beoause  the  1 1  th  section  prOTides 
that  trustees  having  power  to  invest  in 
Oovernment  or  Parliamentary  securities 
may  invest  in  any  other  eeonrities  in 
which  funds  under  the  control  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery  may  be  invested 
From  time  to  time  the  powere  of  trustees 
in  this  respect  have  been  considerably 
enlarged,  and  last  year  the  hon,  and 
learned  Gentleman  brought  in  a  Bill 
upon  the  lines  of  the  present  measure. 
That  was  a  remarkable  Bill.  It  pro- 
tected trustees  who  had  committed  a 
breach  of  trust  at  the  instance  of  the 
beneficiary  of  the  trust,  oven  if  she  was 
a  married  woman,  and  it  further  gave 
trustees  the  benefit  of  the  Statute  oi 
Limitations.  One  would  think  that 
ought  to  have  satisfied  the  hon.  and 
learned  Qentteman.  But  he  oomes  again 
this  year  in  the  same  way  as  laet,  and  he 
brings  in  this  Bill,  which,  as  I  said 
before,  is  fragmentary.  Even  putting 
aside  the  question  with  which  he  has 
undertaken  to  deal,  he  mentions  in  the 
Schedule  a  number  of  different  Acts 
dealing  with  Trust  Funds,  but  he  does 
not  say  a  word  about  a  number  of 
other  Acts.  Now,  in  dealing  with  Co- 
lonial Stocks  or  Irish  Tramways,  why,  if 
he  includes  all  these  Acts  I  have  men- 
tioned, does  he  not  include  34  &  35  of 
Yictoria,  chap.  27  f  If  this  was  a  Con- 
Bolidatmg  Bill  there  would-be  something 
to  say  (or  it ;  but  were  this  Bill  passed, 
the  whole  of  our  law  would  be  distri- 
buted over  a  number  of  different 
volumes,  and  would  require  consolidation 
just  as  much  as  ever.  There  ie  another 
Act,  four  years  later  than  the  one  I 
mentioned,  by  which  trustees  who  are 
authorized  to  invest  in  the  Debenture 
Stock  of  any  railway  or  any  other  com- 
pany may  invest  in  Debenture  Stock 
named  under  the  Act — that  was,  the 
Local  Loans  Act  of  1875 — giving  a 
further  enlargement  of 
trustees.  There  was  tl 
the  same  limitation  that 
ber  Bays  he  wisheB  to  pu 
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namely,  that  the  investment  should  not 
be  made  if  there  is  a  contrary  intention 
expressed  in  the  deed  of  trust.  That  goes 
as  a  matter  of  course ;  you  find  that  in 
every  case.  Again,  in  1880,  thwe  was 
an  Act  further  enabling  trustees  to  in> 
vest  in  hoods  or  debentures  of  Indian 
railways,  or  in  securities  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  Why  does  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  not  propose 
to  deal  with  those  Acts,  and  others  witioh 
I  have  not  had  time  to  note  down?  He  is 
dealing  in  an  unequal  and  fiagmentary 
sort  of  fashion  with  a  matter  which, 
if  dealt  with  at  all,  ought  to  be  dealt 
with  in  a  large  and  comprehensive 
manner,  after  full  consideration  of  the 
circumstances  of  the  case.  Then,  ^ain, 
with  regard  to  the  hasty  drafting. 
There  is  a  Definition  Clause  put  in  the 
first  eeotion,  and  in  it  we  have  such 
terms  "  as  the  purchase  of  freehold 
ground  rents  or  fee  farm  rents  or  rents 
reserved  on  leases  for  lives  renewable 
for  ever."  These  are  securities  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  desires 
trustees  always  to  be  empowered  to 
possess.  If  freehold  ground  rents 
are  to  be  recognized  as  proper 
investments,  why  not  improved  ground 
rente?  Then,  again,  with  regard  to 
leases  for  lives  renewable  for  ever.  This 
is  a  kind  of  holding,  or  interest,  which 
exists  very  much  more  extensively  in 
Ireland  than  in  this  country,  but  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  seems  to 
treat  them,  in  the  case  of  Ireland,  as  fee 
farm  rents.  Only  three  weeks  ago  this 
House  decided  that  it  would  not  read  a 
Bill  a  second  time  because  it  purported 
to  deal  with  one  class  of  prisoners,  while 
another  class  of  prisoners  was  not  dealt 
with.  By  parity  of  reasoning,  inasmuch 
as  this  Bill  deals  only  with  certain 
interests,  while  there  are  left  out 
other  interests  more  important  and 
more  numerous,  I  do  think  the  House 
ought  not  to  consent  to  the  Second 
Beading.  There  are  a  great  many 
different  kinds  of  trustees — some  who 
may  be  allowed  almost  unlimited  dis- 
cretion, and  others  of  a  different  cha- 
racter. There  is  the  honest  trustee  who 
suddenly  dies,  leaving  hie  acoouKts  in  a 
muddle.  There  is  the  easy-going 
trustee,  who  leaves  everything   to   his 


Digitized  oy  Google 


1487 


TVwf  nwi< 


Iiuutwunt  BiU. 


1488 


the  benefloiary  haa  nowf  It  !•  per- 
feotly  true  that  in  a  eaaa  of  broach  of 
trust  hs  son  take  his  nmedy  in  the 
OonrtB  of  Ohanoerr.  But  what  satis- 
faotion  is  that  to  a  oenefioiary  who  has 
bad  reaaon  to  suppoBs  that  Ms  property 
was  in  a  perfeotl;  health;  oondition, 
and  in  the  oands  of  a  perfectly  intelli- 
gent trustee?  The  Tery  nnoertainty  of 
tnute  now  leads  to  faeartbnmings  and 
to  litigation,  which  always  costs  a  great 
deal  of  money.  It  is  perfectly  tms, 
also,  that  a  cutui  que  tnut,  if  he  has 
reason  for  doubt,  can  get  an  injunotion. 
But  that  is  almost  as  unsatisfactory  and 
expensive  as  bringing  an  action  for 
actual  breach.  That  is  not  what  you 
want.  What  you  want  is  to  provide 
wms  machinery  by  which  there  may  be 
a  constant  check  npon  the  trustees  in 
the  investment  and  use  they  make  of 
the  Ainds  placed  at  their  disposal.  I 
wish,  when  the  hon.  and  learned  Oen- 
tleman  referred  to  Amendments  which 
might  be  made  in  Oommittee,  he  had 
expressed  his  willin^ess  to  accept  some 
Amendment  by  which  peiiodically  the 
truateee  would  have  to  tell  the  bene- 
fioiartea  how  the  funds  really  stood  on 
which  they  depended  for  subsistence. 
Under  the  droumstanoee,  and  for  the 
reasons  I  have  mentioned,  I  beg  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  this  day  six 
months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
(Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon 
this  day  six  mouths." — (Mr,  Arthur 
O'Connor.) 

•Mn.  T0MLTN80N  (Preston) :  It 
with  some  relnctauoe  that  I  have  coc 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  mv  duty  to 
support  the  Motion  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time  this  day  six  montha.  I 
admit  that  the  Bill  deals  with  a  subject 
of  great  importance.  I  concede  the  prin- 
oiple  which  underlies  the  Bill  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend — namely,  that  trua- 
teeeefaonldbe  sllovedas  much  latitude  as 
may  be  possible  in  investing  their  Trust 
Funds  oonaiBtent  with  the  safety  of  the 
funds.  But  I  feel  very  strongly  that  we 
ought  never  to  Ibse  sight  of  the  fact 
that  the  safety  of  the  Trust  Fund  is  the 
first  consideration.  I  believe  our  first 
duty  is  to  see  that  in  any  ohanges 
which  a»  mads,  nothing  is  done  to 
im^r  the  seourify  of  the  funds  on 
which  widows  and  orphans  rely.  There 
Jfr.  A.  &  Connor 


aro  two  classes  of  cases  within  the  pur- 
view of  this  Bill.  The  first  is  where 
the  creator  of  the  Trust  has  given  no 
directions  aa  to  the  iuveatmenta.  The 
second  is  where  such  directions  have 
been  given  less  wide  than  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill.  If  that  second  dsas  had  been 
oonoemad  only  this  Bill  would  hardly 
have  been  introduced.  I  take  it  that  the 
prinoipal  object  of  the  hou.  and  learned 
Qentleman  is  to  deal  with  thoae  aasea  in 
which  no  express  directions  have  been 
given  for  investment.  But  where  direc- 
tions of  a  limited  character  have  been 
given  we  ought  more  especially  to  keep 
within  the  strictest  bounds  of  absolute 
safety.  We  have,  further,  a  right  to  ask 
that  those  who  desire  to  alter  the  taw 
should  make  up  their  minds  what  is  the 
alteration  of  the  law  required.  This  is 
an  attempt  to  separate  the  sheep  from 
the  goats  and  to  divide  investments 
into  two  kinds  and  to  say  that  all 
the  investments  which  we  put  on  this 
side  are  safe,  and  that  all  other  invest- 
ments cannot  be  looked  upon  as  safe,  and 
are,  therefore,  excluded  from  the  fa- 
voured list.  And  I  say  we  have  a  right  to 
expect  that  when  distinguished  and 
competent  adviser  comes  forwsrd  with 
proposals  dealing  wiih  this  subject 
there  should  be  an  element  of  finality 
and  oom  platen  ess  in  the  proposition  thay 
offer  for  our  consideration.  Now,  com- 
paring this  Bill  with  the  clause  in  the 
Jjiability  of  Trustees  Bill  of  last  Session, 
I  find  that  some  securities  were  included 
in  that  which  are  not  in  this  Bill,  and 
VIM  vertd.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man has  alluded  to  the  reasons  which 
actuated  him  in  leaving  out  of  this  Bill 
a  very  important  element  that  was  in 
the  Bill  of  lost  year— namely,  Colonial 
Securities.  But  I  think  he  sat  down 
without  leaving  upon  the  House  any 
definite  impression  as  to  what  his  opinion 
was  with  reference  to  including  or  ex- 
cluding these  securities.  He  says  it  is  a 
matter  for  the  Committee.  Then  we 
have  some  securities  introduced  for  the 
first  time  under  the  head  J.,  which  seem 
to  require  some  fuller  einilanatiou.of 
Clause  F.  than  he  has  given.  What 
reason  is  there  for  naming  these  securi- 
ties and  omitting  others  of  a  similar 
character?  We  begin,  then,  with 
great  difference  of  opinion  among  com- 
petent persons  as  to  what  ought  to  be 
introduced  into  this  Bill.  This  measure 
will  go  to  some  form  of  Committee,  and 
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what  will  be   the   coneeqaenoe  ?     Tha 

Jneatdon  of  vhat  Stocks  are  to  be  iDlro- 
uced  will  be  settled  one  way  or  the 
other.  Then  in  some  future  year  Bome- 
one  will  come  to  this  House  and  say — 
"You  hare  admitted  securities  which 
are  of  a  doubtful  character,  but  I  hare 
here  a  security  which  is  equally  good. 
WhateTor  reasons  thsro  are  for  in- 
cluding Oolonial  or  other  Stocks  belong 
equally  to  this  security,  and  I  ahaU 
bring  in  a  Bill  and  claim  to  hare  the 
law  altered  so  as  to  introduce  my 
eeourity."  I  ask  whether  it  is  in  the 
interests  of  Trust  Funds  that  the  ques- 
tion of  what  fund  the  trustee  should 
be  enabled  to  invest  in  should  be  left 
open  to  Buocessiye  efforts  at  legislation? 
1  contend  that,  whatever  provision  we 
make,  it  ought  to  contain  the  elements  of 
finality  and  completeness.  I  should 
like  to  test  the  question  of  safety  with 
reference  to  one  or  two  of  the  objects 
which  are  put  in  the  Bill.  I  take 
the  case  of  the  nominal  or  inscribed 
Stock  of  municipal  boroughs — I  leave 
out  the  question  of  County  Councils  as 
pertaining  more  to  the  future.  Will 
anyone  say,  who  knows  the  condition  of 
municipal  boroughs  at  the  present  time, 
that  a  Stock  of  Uiat  kind  is  neoessarily 
a  safe  investment?  The  security  for 
the  Stock  is  the  borough  rate.  Many 
boroughs  borrow  very  largely,  and  the 
larger  tiie  debt  the  higher  will  be 
the  rates.  The  amount  of  the  rate 
is  very  often  an  important  element 
in  the  prosperity  of  a  borough.  There 
may  oome  a  time  when  the  burdens  are 
too  heavy  to  bear,  at  any  rate  when 
some  Corporation  Stocks  may  be  im- 
mensely depreciated  in  the  Uarket.  I 
venture  to  think  you  could  not  put 
down  Mnnioipal  Stock  as  offering  a 
security  unimpeaohsbly  safe.  It  is 
said  there  is  a  precedent  for  this  in 
the  case  of  Metropolitan  Stock.  But 
that  is  a  case  lui  gtturU,  because  the 
provision  enabling  the  trustees  to  in- 
vest in  that  Stock  was  inserted  in  the 
Bill  by  which  the  Stock  was  created, 
and  Parliament  had  the  power  of  de- 
fining the  condition  on  wluch  the  money 
should  be  raised,  and  all  the  other 
circumstances  which  go  to  the  considera- 
tion whether  it  is  a  safe  seonrity.  Then 
there  is  the  other  case  of  freehold 
^oumd  rents  and  fee  farm  rents.  It 
ifl   true  that  the  oonditions  on  wluob 


alone  by  this  Bill  trustees  are  allowed 
to  invest  are  such  as  in  an  ordinal? 
case  would  make  a  safe  investment. 
But  there  are  oases  in  which  the  condi- 
tions stated  in  the  Bill  afford  no  criterion 
of  the  safety  of  the  investment.  A  case 
came  recently  under  to.j  notice  in  which 
I  found  that  a  ground-rent,  which  satis- 
fied all  the  ooE^tionB  of  the  Bill,  was 
far  &om  being  a  satisfactory  soonrity. 
If  there  are  these  objections  to  the  Bill, 
then  I  think  we  should  very  carefully 
consider  whether  we  ought  to  read  it  a 
second  time;  for  I  thii&  we  ought  to 
even  err  on  the  side  of  leaving  out 
a  safe  security  rather  than  aUow  a 
doubtful  one.  I  must  ooofees  I  viewed 
with  considerable  alarm  the  disonssion 
on  the  clause  of  last  year's  Bill  in 
this  House  in  Committee  last  year. 
It  seemed  to  the  that  man^  Mem- 
bers entirely  left  out  of  sight  the 
safety  of  uie  money.  Some  hon. 
Members  seem  to  me  not  to  appre- 
ciate at  all  the  object  of  that  Bill.  The 
tone  of  the  debate  was  this — "  Let  us 
be  as  generous  as  we  can ;  let  ns  in- 
clude as  many  Trust  Funds  as  we  can,  to 
give  a  wide  scope  of  investment  to 
trustees."  It  is  that  kind  of  vioarious 
generosity  which  is  so  prevalent  now  that 
seems  to  indicate  to  me  a  point  of  dan- 
gerinpaasingaBill  of  this  kind  through 
Parliament.  Now,  Sir,  having  expressed 
my  desire  to  extond  the  power  of  the 
trustee  as  far  as  can  safely  be  done,  it  is 
only  right  that  I  should  say  a  word  or  two 
as  to  my  alternative  to  the  present  Bill. 
The  alternative  I  would  suggest  is,  to 
prooeed  on  the  lines  on  which  the  exten- 
sion of  the  trustees'  powers  of  investment 
have  already  been  effected  by  allowing 
all  trustees  to  invest  in  securities  on 
which  cash  under  the  control  of  ttie 
Supreme  Court  is  allowed  to  be  in- 
vested. If  any  fnrther  extension  is 
required  in  the  powers  which  were 
originally  vested  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  I  would  allow  anyone  in- 
terested in  any  particular  security  to 
go  before  the  Court  and  produce  saoh 
evidence  as  might  satiuy  a  judicial 
body  that  it  is  a  proper  fund  in 
which  trust  money  can  be  invested.  I 
do  not  think  we  have  any  reason  to 
doubt  that  that  power  would  be  carefully 
exercised;  and  in  oases  where  those 
who  have  the  oontrol  of  any  partioolar 
investment  could  not   satiKty  an   im- 
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nrttal  judioiEl  hoAj,  it  vould  be  fu 
better  that,  even  if  tbe  proiKiBed  invest- 
ment were  a  safe  one,  it  ediould  be  left 
out  of  the  list  than  that  the  risk  should 
be  nm  of  putting  trust  funds  into  an  in- 
sufficient security.  I  beg  leave  to  second 
the  Amendment. 

Mh.  ¥.  MACLEAN  (Woodstock): 
The  Bill  now  under  discussion  is  to  mj 
mind  an  important  beneficiary  measure, 
and  one  that  will  be  watched  by  every 
trustee  in  the  country.  The  speech  of 
the  hoD.  Oentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  seems  to  me  to  have  been  one  that 
would  have  been  better  addressed  to  the 
Committee  stage  of  the  Bill,  than  to  the 
Seoond  Beading.  What  we  have  to  con- 
sider is,  the  question  of  principle  involved 
in  (he  Bill;  and  that  question  is  this: 
whether  wider  powers  of  investment  than 
they  now  possess  should  be  given  to 
trustees  by  this  House.  In  endeavour- 
ing to  arrive  at  a  oonclusion  on  this  ques- 
tion it  is  not  immatorial  to  see  what  was 
the  past  policy  of  Parliament  in  this 
direction.  In  old  days — the  days  of  Lord 
Eldon,  for  instance — it  used  to  be  thought 
that  the  only  safe  investment  for  trustees 
was  Consols  or  Qovemment  eecuritiss ; 
bnt  as  trade  increased,  the  policy  of  Par- 
liament has  been  materially  to  increase 
the  power  of  investment  on  the  part  of 
tnuteefl.  This  is  dearly  exemplified  iu 
the  five  St.ttutes  mentiouea  in  the 
Schedule  of  the  Bill,  .vhich  it  is  pro- 
posed to  r-ipeal  merely  for  the  purpose 
of  re-enacting  all  the  Acts  of  Farlio- 
m^nt  under  which  Trust  Funds  may  be 
safely  invested.  That  is  the  principle, 
and  the  only  objection  has  come  from 
my  hon. .Friend  opposite  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Qentlemau  below  the  Gang- 
way. As  to  the  former,  he  admitted 
that  the  widest  latitude  should  be  given 
to  trustees  in  the  matter  of  invest- 
ments, assuming  tiiat  they  were  of  a 
safe  character. 

*Mii.  TOMLINSON:  What  I  said 
was,  as  ereat  latitude  as  oould  be  ^ven, 
piovideot  always  that  the  condition  of 
safety  was  regarded  as  the  first  con- 
mderation. 

Mk.  F.  MACLEAN :  I  agree  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  who 
said  that  the  first  thing  to  be  considered 
in  relation  to  all  Trust  Investments  is 
the  safety  of  the  Fund.  If  yon  look 
through  the  Investments  mentioned  in 
the  Bill,  I  venture  to  say  that  most  of 
them  are  of  a  sound  character. 
Mr.  TbmMMM 


The  OQANCELLOB  OFTBE  EXCHB- 
QXI£B  (Ue.  OoBOiiEir,  St.  Geo^'^ 
Hanover  Square) :  Not  all. 

Mb.  F.  MACLEAN :  I  am  obliged 
to  the  right  hon.  Qeutleman.  What  I 
said  woa  "  most  of  them,"  not  all ;  and 
if  the  Bill  gets  into  Committee,  there 
are  some  of  the  Funds  mentioned  in 
which  I  think  it  would  be  advisable  not 
to  authorize  trustees  to  invest ;  and 
there  are  some  that  are  not  men* 
tioned  —  possibly  Colonial  SecDrities 
— in  which  it  might  be  advisable 
to  authorize  trustees  to  invest.  I 
think,  however,  that,  taking  the  In- 
vestments namsd  as  a  whole,  they  may 
be  regarded  as  safe  investments  of  a 
first-olaas  character.  I  do  not  propose 
at  this  stage  of  the  Bill  to  go  into  detail 
with  regard  to  the  Investments,  beoauae 
those  matters  wUl  be  more  properly 
discussed  in  Committee ;  but  I  would 
point  out  that  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  opposite  has  made  a  suggeetioii 
which  I  think  would  be  a  very 
unfortunate  one  for  the  trustees  if  it 
were  acted  upon.  He  says  in  substance 
that  it  would  be  better,  instead  of  laying 
down  in  statutory  enactmenta  the 
securities  in  which  trustees  may  invest, 
that  trustees  should  have  power  to  goto 
the  Court  of  Chancery  and  ask  its 
sanction  to  particular  investments. 
*Mb.  TOMLINSON :  That  was  not  the 
suggestion.  What  I  intended  to  suggest 
was  that  where  the  proprietors  cxf  the 
funds  thought  they  were  good  invest- 
ments they  might  be  allowed  to  go  to 
the  Court  and  satisfy  the  Court  that 
those  investment  were  good. 

Ma.  F.  MACLEAN :  That  is  in  sub- 
stance what  I  have  said,  and  I  think  it 
would  be  a  most  lamentable  thing  to 
give  the  trustees  that  power.  Agun  asd 
again  in  n^  experience  have  I  seen 
small  trust  funds,  when  they  oome  into 
the  Chancery  Diviuon  to  ask  for  a 
change  of  investment,  swallowed  up  by 
costs  to  the  extent  of  half  a  year's 
income. 
«Ma.  TOMLINSON  :  I  do  not  say  that 
the  trustees  should  go  to  the  Court,  but 
those  who  have  the  control  of  the  funds, 
such,  for  example,  as  a  municipality. 

Mr.  F.  MACLEAN :  I  am  only  deal- 
ing with  the  alternative  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Donegal  (Mr.  A 
O'Connor)  took  ezoeption  to  the  BiU  as 
one  which  was  not  for  the  benefit  of  the 
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bansBoiaiioB.  With  all  dae  respect  for 
the  hon.  Qentlemaa' a  opinion,  I  submit 
th&t  the  whole  object  of  the  Bill 
ii  the  benefit  of  the  benefioiarieB. 
I  have  so  donbt  that  if  those 
peteons  who  are  in  the  position  of 
trastees  were  aeting  for  tiiemselTes, 
their  inclination  wo^d  generally  be  to 
invest  all  the  funds  at  their  disposal  in 
Oonsola  BO  as  to  get  rid  of  any  responsi- 
bilit  J  that  might  otherwise  attach  to  their 
Botion,  and  I  say  that  the  Bill  is  ooq- 
oeiTed,  not  in  the  interests  of  the 
trustees,  bnt  entirely  in  the  interests  of 
the  beneficiaries.  The  fact  has  been 
alluded  to  that  there  is  an  enormous  in- 
flrease  in  the  trust  funds  of  the  country, 
and  it  is  impossible  to  aroid  the  oon- 
olnsion  that  if  the  mi^wt  jwa  tnuU 
were  consulted  on  tiie  point  there  would 
be  not  a  few  of  them  in  favour  of  the 
■nggestion  that  means  should  be  given 
to  them  of  making  investments  of  a  first 
class  kind.  On  the  grounds  I  have 
put  before  the  House,  Itrust  it  will  give 
a  Seoond  Beading  to  the  Bill,  leaving  it 
open  to  the  House  at  a  later  stage  to  aay 
woat  should  be  the  nature  of  the  invest- 
menti  ia  which  trustees  should  embark. 
•Thb  FIBST  lord  ot  thb  TEBA- 
SUEY  {Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster}:  I  think,  Sir,  that  the 
House  ought  to  approach  this  question 
with  very  great  d^beration.  The  Bill 
propose!  to  give  to  trustees  powers 
which  tbe  men  who  create  the  trusts 
had  no  conception  whatever  would  be 
given  to  trustees.  A  person  who  creates 
a  trust  oould  not  have  foreseen  that  Par- 
liament would  interfere  and  say  that 
powers  not  expresaly  forbidden  should 
be  given  to  the  trustees.  When  he  gives 
directions,  he  would  naturally  suppose 
that  those  directions  would  be  carried 
out  faithfully  by  the  trustees  and  would 
not  be  interfered  with  by  any  «  ftott 
faeto  Act  of  Parliament.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  moved  the 
Seoond  Beading  said  the  object  of  the 
Bill  is  to  give  to  trustees  a  wider  range 
than  they  are  at  present  allowed  for 
the  investment  of  property,  and  he  jus- 
tified it  on  the  ground  of  the  fsdl  in  the 
value  of  money,  which  has  inflicted 
great  hardship  on  the  Mitui  qua  tnuU. 
Undoubtedly  there  has  been  a  very 
great  fall  in  the  value  of  money,  but 
that  baa  affected  to  a  much  larger 
extent  trusts  created  during  the  last 
fbOT  ax  fire  yean,  during  which  the 
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fall  in  value  has  oooarred,  than  it  faa_ 
affected  trusts  created  many  years  ago' 
As  far  as  Consols  are  oonoemed,  ttie 
hon.  Hember  was  donbtless  accurate  in 
his  doBoription  of  the  hardsMp  which 
has  been  mcnrred,  but  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Qentleman  carries  his  memory 
back  he  will  find  that  investments  made 
40  or  ftO  years  ago,  or  even  20  yeara 
ago,  and  which  hcKl  anything  of  a  per- 
manent character,  produce  almost  the 
same  income  now  as  the;  produced  when 
the  investments  were  effected.  The 
capital  sum  invested  in  this  property  is 
of  maoh  greater  value,  but  the  inooma 
derived  mm  the  trusts  is  nearly  the 
same  aa  it  was  at  the  time  of  their 
inception.  The  object  of  the  present 
measure  is  to  afford  facilities  for  the 
investment  of  trust  property  in  seourities 
of  a  flrst-olaaa  character,  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  GFentleman  who  has  iast 
addressed  the  House  has  said  it  will  be 
watohed  with  the  greatest  interest  by 
sanguine  beneficiaries  in  all  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  There  rests  the 
danger  of  legislation  of  this  character. 
There  is  undoubtedly  throughout  the 
country  a  Very  great  deaire  on  the  part 
of  persona  who  poasess  limited  incomes 
that  their  trustees  should  be  allowed 
greater  facilities  for  investment,  in  order 
to  get  a  higher  rate  of  interest  I  have 
a  recollection  of  one  of  the  recent 
periods  of  excitement,  when  clergymeu, 
professional  persons,  and  widows  were 
induced  to  invest  in  emeoulative  securities 
which  hailed  &om  Honduraa  and  other 
parts  of  the  world.  Those  Inveetments 
were,  however,  moat  unfortunate  in  their 
reanlts.  Therefore  I  would  recommend 
Parliament  to  be  exceedingly  cautious 
in  dealing  with  a  measure  of  relaxati<ni 
of  this  oharaoter.  I  think  there  is  a 
very  great  danger  in  raising  expecta- 
tions which  certainly  cannot  be  realised 
with  safety.  It  has  been  rightly 
observed  by  my  hon.  and  leamea 
Friend  behind  me  that  the  great  obi  eot 
we  ought  to  secure  is  the  abaoluta 
safety  of  Trust  Funds.  Any  legisla- 
tion which  imperils  the  safety  of  those 
Funds  ia  legislation  for  which  we  should 
incur  grave  responsibility  if  we  gave  it 
any  support  whatever.  It  seems  to  me 
that  if  we  proceed  at  all  to  legislate  on 
this  subject,  Sub-aeotion  0  of  Section  S 
oontaina  almost  all  that  Parliament 
would  be  justified  in  providing  at  the 
present  time.    That  sub-seotioD  proridea 
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tliat  iiiTestmeiita  may  be  made  in  taxj 
StookB,  Funds,  or  other  Beourities  which 
are  under  the  oontrol  of  or  subject  to 
the  Court  of  Ohanoerj.  If  the  Bill  goes 
into  Oommittee,  it  ought  to  be  examiDed 
with  the  greatest  oare,  with  the  view  of 
maldog  ttie  benefioiariea  as  seauie  as 
poesible    in    the    enjoyment    of   their 


•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUH :  I  would  remind 
the  House  that  in  1884  a  Bill  was 
passed  for  Scotland  which  proceeded 
very  much  on  the  lines  of  the  present 
measure.  That  Act  gave  a  consider- 
ably Increased  range  of  power  in  the 
matter  of  inTostments,  and  the  result 
of  the  working  of  that  measure 
has,  I  beliere,  been  entirely  good, 
The  result  of  the  working  of  the  Act 
during  the  four  or  five  years  which 
have  since  pawed  has,  I  beUeve,  been 
Tery  satisfaotory.  It  was,  at  the  time, 
considered  of  great  advantage  to  the 
benefidarieB.  Something  has  been  said  in 
the  oonree  of  the  debate  as  if  it  were  for 
.  the  interest  of  the  trustees  that  they 
ehould  have  a  large  range  of  invest- 
ments. But  I  say  it  is  thoroughly  im- 
material to  them  whether  the  range  is  a 
lai^  or  a  small  one  ;  they  have  only  to 
consider  the  interests  of  the  beneficiaries. 
The  problem  to  be  solved  is  how  to  hit 
the  proper  medium  of  a  fair  return. 
Bemember  that  the  beneficiaries  are 
generally  persons  who  have  no  other 
means  of  earning  their  own  livelihood, 
and  it  is  neoessary  that  the  trust  funds 
on  which  the;  depend  should  give  a  fair 
tetum,  accompanied  by  a  proper  mea- 
sure of  safety.  Hundreds  of  securities 
which  do  not  give  a  large  return  have, 
of  late  yean,  proved  to  be  accompanied 
with  considerable  risk,  and  one  result  is 
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investments  before  now  hardly  yield  a 
fair  return,  or  are  attended  with  a  de- 
gree of  haeard.  There  ought  to  be  no 
hazard.  In  Scotland  there  has  not  been 
the  disadvantage  which  it  has  been 
suggested  would  reinlt  from  the  exer- 
cise of  these  powers ;  but  there  has 
been  found  this  advantage,  that  the 
modest  income  of  very  many  persons 
deriving  their  livelihood  from  trust 
funds  has  been  inoreaaed  from  2j  to 
H  per  cent,  and  sometimes  mors.  It 
is  needless  to  point  out  how  great  a 
benefit  that  is.  Before  the  Scotch 
Bill  waa  lutrodnoed,  persons  familiar 
with  what  are  regarded  as  adequate 
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and  fair  trust  investments  carefully 
aonaidered  the  enlargement  of  the 
range  of  iuvestmente,  and,  as  far  aa  I 
have  heard,  there  has  never  been  any 
objection  taken  to  it  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  too  large.  There  have  been  some 
objections  to  it  on  the  ground  that  it 
unduly  restricted  the  powers  of  truHtees. 
It  does  seem  to  me  to  be  an  experience 
at  all  events  worthy  the  consideration  of 
this  House,  seeing  that  it  baa  worked 
well  in  Scotland  for  between  four  and 
five  years.  Something  was  said  by  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  a«  to  giving  powers  which 
the  settlor  had  not  himself  given. 
I  venture  to  think  that  the  great  majority 
of  settlors  will  be  quite  content  to  hare 
the  investment  left  to  the  wisdom  of 
Parliament.  Unless  settlors  desire  a 
distinctive  range  of  securitieB— and  in 
that  case  they  could  give  ezprefln<m  to 
their  wish— it  ought  to  be  left  to  the 
law,  and  I  believe  to  say  the  settlors  will, 
aa  a  rule,  be  quite  content  with  what  the 
law  allows  to  be  done.  It  is  really  not 
doing  any  violence  to  their  wishes  if  the 
law  finds,  in  course  of  time,  that  the 
range  of  investments  is  unduly  restricted 
and  should  be  amplified.  It  has  been  a 
common  experience  of  late  years  that 
there  has  been  an  enormous  increase  of 
wealth  in  this  country  which  has  been 
invested  in  the  funds  until  it  has  become 
almost  impossible  to  get  a  fair  return. 
If  the  trust  yields  an  inadequate  return, 
then  Parliament  must  try  that  the 
medium  of  a  fair  return  in  income 
security  for  the  capital  should  be 
ascertained.  I  do  not  propose  to  say  any- 
thing with  regard  to  the  particular  in- 
vestments mentioned  in  tBis  Bill.  As  to 
some  there  may  be  a  difference  of  opinion; 
as  to  others  there  may  be  none.  But  I 
may,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to  say  that 
if  a  Oommittee  of  this  House  should  es> 
tend  the  powers  beyond  those  which  are 
given  by  the  Scotch  Act  of  IB84, 1  hope 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Oentlo- 
man  the  Lord  Advocate  will  consider 
whether  by  a  short  measure — for  I  do 
not  think  it  could  conveniently  be  done 
by  an  amendment  of  this  Bill — Sootland 
could  not  be  kept  pari  pituu  with 
"  land  in  this  matter.  I  repeat  I  do 
think  it  would  be  easy  to  adapt  this 
particular  Bill  to  Scotland,  beoause  the 
customs  of  that  oountry  differ  so  much 
ttom  those  of  England.  I  do  not  aak  at 
thie  moment  any  ezpresaioa  of  opinion 
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from  the  nKlitlioD.  and  learned  G«ntle- 
man.  I  only  dedre  that  he  will  under- 
take  to  consider  the  roattar. 

*The  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  EoBKBTBos,  Bute) :  I  think  with  the 
right  hoD.  Qentleman  that  the  qaestion 
which  he  has  just  raised  is  premature  In 
one  aense;  but  if  Parliament  should 
decide  on  sanctioning  an  increased  range 
of  inTHtments  for  England,  we  may 
fairlv  see  how  we  con  best  take  advan- 
tage of  that  deoifiion  in  order  to  amend 
the  law  of  Scotland.  But  the  difference 
of  opinion  in  this  House  which  has  been 
elicited  by  this  debate  is  so  groat  that  I 
oannot  naefully  enter  into  any  engage- 
ment other  than  a  moat  general  one.  I 
agree  with  my  right  hon.  Friend  in 
thinking  it  is  not  convenient,  looking  to 
the  existing  Scotch  legislation  dealing 
with  trust  estates,  to  have  an  inci- 
dental raferenoe  to  Scotland  in  a 
purely  English  Act.  If  the  general 
opinion  of  Parliament  is  in  favour  of 
extending  the  powers  of  investment 
beyond  the  limits  of  the  Scotch  Act  of 
1884,  the  proper  plan  would  be  to  bave 
a  speciGo  Scotch  Act.  I  rather  gather, 
Sir,  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
observations  that  he  shares  my  view 
that  we  have  to  look,  to  a  large  extent, 
to  the  convenience  and  easy  working  of 
the  lejml  practitioner,  and  I  think  it 
would  DB  unfortunate  if,  by  a  chance 
and  casual  reference  to  Scotland  in  an 
English  Act,  we  imposed  on  Scotch 
practitioners  the  necessity  of  entering 
into  the  perusal  of  an  English  Act. 
I  have  no  more  to  say.  I  do 
not  understand  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man expects  me  to  do  more  than 
indicate  my  concurrence  with  the  view 
that  whatever  powers  are  considered  by 
Parliament  aa  proper  to  give  to  England 
should  be  extended  to  Scotland,  not  by 
an  incidental  reference  in  a  Scotch  Act, 
bnt  rather  by  a  specific  enactment  fol- 
lowing upon  the  Engliah  decision. 

•SiaHENBY  JAMES  (Bnry)!  I  have 
risen  to  urge  on  the  Govemment  the 
desirability  of  allowing  this  Bill  to  be 
read  a  second  time.  When  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  introduced  his 
Conversion  Scheme  last  year,he  struck  a 
very  severe  blow  at  persons  dependent 
on  limited  and  fixed  incomes,  and  a  great 
many  representations  were  made  to 
Members  of  the  House  that  gi«at  in- 
justice wonld  be  inflicted  upon  sueh 
pemoba  if  thm  income   ware  lesaeiwd 


by  perhapa  one-wxth,  in  consequence  o* 
the  Conversion  Scheme  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  Indeed,  the 
lessening  of  the  income  from  3  to  2i 
per  cent  imposed  a  very  eerious  burden 
on  Mitui  gtu  tnuU.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  gave  a  promise  at 
that  time  that  the  subject  should  be 
fully  considered,  and  a  hope  wae  also 
held  out  in  the  debate  on  Lord 
Herscbell's  Bill  dealing  with  the  duties 
of  trustees  that  there  should  be  some 
conaideration  given  to  the  quwtion, 
which  was  then  urged  upon  the  House 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton.  I  want  to  aee 
some  fulfilment  of  that  promise.  I 
admit  it  was  not  a  definite  promise,  but 
there  was  a  pledge  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  that  some  consideration 
should  be  given  to  the  case  of  these 
persons,  and  I  deeire  to  ui«e  on  tte 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the 
claims  etitui  jtw  tnuU  to  have  their 
income  maintained  at  its  former  level. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  the 
guardian  of  the  public,  and  he  is  to 
some  extent  opposed  to  any  alteration 
in  the  law  affecting  Investmente  in  the 
interests  of  the  public,  because,  as  I 
understand  him,  ha  saya  that  if  we 
diverted  the  natural  flow  of  investment 
into  Consols  we  should  thereby,  to  some 
extent,  run  the  risk  of  leasenmg  ttieir 
value.  I  hope,  on  the  other  band,  to 
see  the  National  Debt  diminished  Mid 
the  value  of  Consols  increased  thereby. 
But  while  the  ChanceUor  of  the  Exche- 
quer speaka  in  this  sense,  he  must  con- 
sider the  public  from  every  point  of 
view.  I  would  rather,  for  my  part,  see 
the  burden  fall  on  the  puhlioas  a  whole 
than  that  it  should  fall  on  the  persona 
least  able  to  bear  it— namely,  the  per- 
sons of  amall  fixed  incomes,  who  are 
generally  without  the  power  of  earning 
more  money  for  themselves.  We  muat 
see  that  no  injuatioe  ia  done  to  them 
by  the  Conversion  Scheme.  At  present, 
however,  an  undue  proportion  of  the 
loss  falls  on  them.  Indeed,  the  general 
taxpayer  gains  by  the  OonveriBon 
Scheme.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer has  the  right  to  point  to  it  as  a 
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generally  b;  proTiding  tbat 
ittunitiee  of  inveetment  Bhall  be 
^  id  and  inoreaaed  vithout  risk  to 
eiitui  que  truiU  and  liability  on  the 
part  of  tiie  trustees.  We  can  guard 
against  that  risk,  and  can  find  securities 
in  this  country  vhioh  will  pay  3  or  3^ 
per  cent  with  perfect  safety.  If  that 
can  be  done  it  ought  to  be  done, 
because  it  would  do  no  i^jnry  to  the 
general  taxpayer.  This  is  tiiie  pro- 
position we  are  making  to  the 
GoTernment.  This  is  not,  as  suggested 
by  the  First  Lord  of  tfae  Treasury,  a 
Bill  in  relief  of  the  trustees.  From  our 
point  of  view  it  does  net  protect  the 
trustee.  He  may  be  a  very  selfish 
person,  but  he  can  take  oars  of  himself. 
He  may  say — "I  will  oiJy  inrest  in 
Consols,  as  I  do  not  suffer  if  I  only  get 
2}-  per  cent."  The  person  ws  are  i 
sidering  ia  the  person  who  is  recei\  __ 
the  income,  and  we  desire  that  he  shaU 
not  boar  an  undue  portion  of  the  borden 
created  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer's Oonversion  Scheme.  I  think  we 
are  bound  to  see  that  he  obtains  a  per- 
centage somewhat  similar  to  that  which 
he  received  when  Consols  paid  3  per 
cent.  I  do  not  object  to  the  very  proper 
desire  of  the  Chanoellor  of  the  Exohe- 
quer  to  guard  the  public.  What  we 
want  is  that  the  receiver  of  the  income 
shall  be  regarded  as  the  person  princi- 
pally interested.  We  shall  not  interfere 
with  the  value  of  Consols :  they  will  be 
maintained  at  their  level ;  and  if  the  per- 
son who  creates  the  Trust  chooses  that 
the  funds  shall  be  invested  in  Consols, 
let  him  say  so.  All  ws  are  asking  is  that 
there  afaall  be  an  increased  opportunity 
of  investment;  that  we  ihoM.  allow 
trustees  to  invest  without  incurring 
personal  liability  in  certain  defined 
secnritiea.  It  is  our  duty  to  see  that 
the  securities  are  not  speculative,  and 
wo  miist  not  allow  investments  in 
securities  which  pay  high  interest,  but 
we  can  find  seonrities  which  will  not 
only  pay  a  somewhat  higher  rate  of 
interest  to  the  beneficiaries,  but  which 
will  be  g^jod  security  for  the  trustee.  I 
do  not  wish  to  go  Into  details  in  discuss- 
ing the  Second  Beading  of  this  Bill, 
bat  I  think  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury spoke  somewhat  without  considera- 
tion when  he  took  exception  to  some  of 
the  securities  mentioned  in  the  9rd 
clause  of  the  Bill.  He  said  he  donbted 
whether  tmstees  should  be  allowed 
Sir  Bmtrjf  Jimtt 


1500 

to  invest  in  the  railwajra  of  Ireland; 
but  under  Lord  St.  Leonard's  Act,  32 
and  23  Yict.,  there  is  power,  under  pre- 
scribed condition  B,  to  invest  Trust 
Funds  in  rwlways  in  "  Ctreat  Britain  or 
Ireland,"  so  that  this  provision,  which 
was  pointed  out  as  a  fatal  defect  in  the 
Bill,  which  embodies  a  consolidation  of 
the  present  powers  of  investment, 
coupled  with  some  enlargement,  does 
not  go  beyond  the  present  law.  I  would 
suggest  to  the  Qovemment  to  allow 
this  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time. 
There  will  be  no  attempt  on  the  part  of 
those  in  charge  of  the  Bill  to  take  one 
step  which  will  not  meet  with  the  sanotioa 
of  tnose  who  are  the  natural  guardians  of 
the  taxpayer  and  of  those  who  ought  to 
protect  the  beneficiaries  and  the  private 
individuals  who  receive  the  income.  We 
have  already  admitted  that  there  should 
be  some  compensation  to  those  who  have 
suffered  grievously  by  the  change  of  the 
3  per  cent  investment  into  a  2^  per 
cent,  without  any  fkult  of  their  owD) 
and  without  such  a  diminution  of  in- 
terest being  in  the  contemplation  of 
the  settlor.  On  the  whole,  believing 
that  this  Bill  marked  a  step  in  the  right 
direction,  I  hope  the  Government  will 
not  throw  any  obstacles  in  the  way  of 
its  being  read  a  second  time. 

Ur.  S.  HOARE  (Norwich) :  The  dis- 
cussion which  has  taken  place  this  morn- 
ing proves,  I  think,  the  great  interest 
taken  in  the  subject  involved  in  this 
Bill.  When  the  Conversion  Scheme  of 
the  Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
discussed,  there  were  many  of  us  in  this 
House  who,  like  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bury,  realized 
that  the  incomes  of  a  vast  number  of 
people  would  be  materially  affected  by 
that  scheme,  and  we  thought  at  the  time 
that  Government  would  introduce  some 
such  Bill  as  is  now  before  the  House,  to 
give  an  opportunity  for  those  interested 
in  Trust  Funds  invested  in  Consols  to  re- 
invest them,  80  that  they  should  not  be 
such  heavy  losers  as  they  necessarilr 
were  under  the  Conversion  Scheme.  I 
supported  the  Conversion  Scheme  most 
warmly ;  but  I  always  felt  that  a  Bill 
giving  enlai^ed  powers  to  trustees  was 
a  necessary  sequenoe  of  it.  Conse- 
quently, I  nave  taken  some  little  partin 
bringing  this  Bill  before  the  House. 
Now,  in  speaking  on  it,  I  feel  somewhat 
at  a  disadvantage,  because  almost  ths 
lebole   of    the  diJwuBaion  hitberto  has 
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boon  bom  a  legal  point  of  view,  and  I 
desire  to  approach  it  from  a  buBinees 
itandpotDt.  I  must  aa^  I  was  rather 
Burpnaed  at  the  objeotion  of  the  hon. 
Uember  for  Donegal,  who  thought  that 
the  Hooee  ought  not  to  waste  time  b; 
preeeing  forweurd  a  Bill  of  this  kind.  I 
oonelu^  that  the  hon.  Member  is  not 
intereeted  in  funds  invested  in  Oocsola 
at  the  present  time,  and  he  cannot  know, 
as  many  hos.  Members  know,  of  oaaee 
where  the  reduction  in  the  rate  of  in- 
terest on  Consols  has  material!;  affected 
those  interested  in  the  Trusts.  I  regard 
the  Bill  as  affording  a  protection  to  bene* 
fioiaries,  because  it  enables  them  to  get 
a  larger  income  without,  as  we  believe, 
saorifioing  their  security.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  auggeetion  that  the  securi- 
ties named  are  not  all  that  ooold  be 
furl;  taken,  I  quite  realize  that  objec- 
tioiu  might  be  found  to  that  list,  but  I 
ehould  be  prepared  to  satisfy  the  Oom- 
mittee  that  each  investment  la  good  and 
sound,  and  that  they  will  enable  tenants 
for  life  to  enjoy  increased  investment 
from  Trust  FundB,whilenot'gettiDgniore 
than  their  proper  share  of  the  income 
arising  from  the  funds  invested.  Every 
precaution  is  taken  thatlife  bessfioiaries 
shall  not  benefit  at  the  expense  of  those 
who  follow.  I  uan  assure  hou.  Members 
that  ^reat  care  has  been  exercised  in  the 
selection  of  the  list  of  securities  em- 
bodied in  this  Bill.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Preston  said  he  did  not 
like  the  policy  of  dividing  the  goats 
&om  the  sheep.  I  can  assure  him  the 
securities  named  are  all  sound  and  suit- 
able for  trust  tDveetmests. 
«Mn.  TOMLINSON:  My  point  was 
that  the  Bill  assumes  to  be  able  to  deter- 
mine that  the  securities  named  in  it  are 
sound  and  that  oil  others  are  not. 

Mb.  HOABE  :  And  I  shall  be  pre- 
pared in  Committee  to  prove  that  each 
Sroposed  investment  is  sound.  The  hon. 
[ember  alluded  to  the  proposal  to  allow 
investment  in  Eastern  Ben^  Ajuuities 
and  other  Indian  Boilway  Stocks.  Sir, 
the  very  inserdou  of  the  provision  shows 
how  very  carefully  the  interests  of  the 
beneficiaries  have  been  studied.  We 
have  only  inolnded  those  annuities 
where  there  is  a  Sinking  Fund ;  so  that 
at  the  end  of  a  given  period  the  capital 
of  the  annuity  is  repaid.  The  hon. 
Member  also  objects  to  investments  in 
Corporation  Stock.  Why,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  these  Stocks  stand  at  a 


very  high  price  in  the  market.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  they^^re  under  the 
control  of  FarliacAeut,  Bm^.the  policy 
pursued  in  the  selection  of  invaatments 
in  this  Bill  has  been,  as  far  ae  possible, 
to  take  those  which  are  under  the 
control  of  this  House.  Therefore,  In- 
scribed Stock  has  been  put  in,  and  we 
believe  it  to  be  a  good,  sound,  and  safe 
security,  flzoeptiug  what  has  been 
said  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
I  do  not  think  any  real  objection  has 
been  brought  against  the  Bill.  The 
First  Lord,  perhaps  rightly,  looks  upon 
the  Bill  as  too  wide,  but,  at  the  same 
time,  hisremarks  show  that  some  Bill  of 
the  kind  is  required.  As  to  the  course 
to  be  pursued  to-day,  I  hope  the  House 
will  pass  the  Second  Beadjng,  as  I  be- 
lieve that  everyone  wiU  feel  that  some 
such  Bill  is  necessary.  I  do  not  say  it 
is  a  perfect  Bill,  but  I  believe  it  is  a 
good  Bill  as  a  groundwork  for  conside- 
ration. I  hope  the  Qovemment  wilt 
support  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill, 
and  that  it  will  then  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  which,  I  think,  will 
consider  the  questions  involved  with 
(neater  advantage  to  the  country  than  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House.  I 
think  trustees  and  others  interested  in 
Trusts  would  be  better  satisfied  to  hare 
investments  settled  in  that  way  than  by 
the  Judses  of  the  Chancery  Division  of 
the  High  Court.  Even  Lord  Salisbury 
himself  has  said  that  the  Judges  ore  not 
the  best  tribunals  to  settle  investments. 
The  Bill,  if  passed,  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vantage not  only  to  beneficiaries,  but  to 
trustees  who  new  have  the  responsibility 
of  selecting  investments. 

Sia  Q.  BADEN -POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale):  I  should  not  like  to  see 
so  very  wide  a  subject  dealt  with  with- 
out ample  opportunity  for  consideration 
and  debate.  I  should  li^a  to  see  the 
power  of  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery  revised  in  r«gard  to  Trust  In- 
vestment, and  I  should  like  to  know 
definitely  whether  if  the  Bill  goes  to  a 
Select  Committee  it  will  have  power  to 
deal  with  the  delicate  question  of  inter- 
fering with  the  powers  of  the  Judges ; 
I  should  like  also  to  know  whether  the 
question  of  oolonial  securities  will  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Committee  ?  I  think 
that  the  Bill  aa  it  stands  ought  not  to 
be  allowed  to  pass  a  Second  Bead- 
ing, and  I  should  unly  agree  to  ita 
being  BO  passed  if  the  whole  sul^eot 
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W0ra  capable  of  bebg  dealt  with  in 
Committve. 

Sia  QEOBOE  CAliFBELL  fKirk- 
oaldT):  I  have  a  rery  Btrong:  feeling 
^^tbsT^he  priDoiplee  impreosea  on  the 
HouM  br  the  Ftnt  Lord  of  the  Traaaurr 
should  nave  very  neat  weight  with 
bon.  Members,  and  I  shall  not  rote  for 
the  Second  Beading  nnless  those  who 
are  reaponaible  for  advising  the  ooantry 
on  such  matters — nameljr,  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasur;  and  the  Obanoellor 
of  the  Exoheqner— adrise  me  to  sup- 
port it.  I  am  rather  surprised  at  the 
auggestioTi  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee.  A  Bill  of  this  bind  went  to 
a  Standing  Oommittee  last  Session,  and 
that  body  treated  its  proposals  ver;  un- 
faronrabljr,  and  therefore  the  desire  to 
send  it  now  to  a  Select  Oommittee  seems 
to  show  an  anxiety  to  eeoape  the  criti- 
cism of  the  Standing  Oommittee.  I  think 
if  the  Bill  is  referred  to  any  Oommittee 
it  should  be  a  Standing  Oommittee. 
If  iarestments  are  put  into  a  list  in  this 
Bill  they  will  be  ear-marked  as  first- 
oloas  iarestments,  and  the  whole  influ- 
enoe  of  the  Stook  Exchange  will  be 
used  to  put  others  into  the  list. 

Mb.  B.  W.  BEOKBTT  (York,  N.E., 
Whitby) :  I  wish  to  join  in  the  appeal 
to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second 
time.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  in  look- 
ing through  the  list  of  securities,  it  con- 
tains many  which  I,  for  one,  cannot 
approve.  At  the  same  time,  I  think 
there  can  be  no  question  that  there  is 
an  evar-iuBreasing  necessity  for  extend- 
ing the  powers  of  the  Oourt  of  Ohanoery 
in  rward  to  trust  investments,  and  I 
therefore  hope  the  House  will  agree 
to  the  Second  Beading,  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  Bill  should  then  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  to  con- 
sider the  Schedule  of  autlwrised  invest- 
ments. I  think  the  bon.  Qentleman 
who  has  just  spokea  could  not  have 
heard  the  very  excellent  speech  of  the 
Lord  Advooate,  which  showed  that  we 
might  follow  the  example  set  by  Scotland 
in  this  matter  on  prudent  lines.  I  trnst 
that  the  Oovemment  will  not  oppose  the 
Seoond  Beading  of  the  Bill,  but  will  let 
it  be  referred  to  a  Select  Oommittee. 
I  am  quite  aware  that  the  Obancellor  of 
tiie  Exchequer's  Oonveraion  Scheme 
succeeded  in  a  most  extraordinarily 
satisfactory  manner,  and,  perhaps,  there- 
fore, he  will  not  now  be  less  inolined 
to  oonddet  the  possibility  of  carry- 
Sir  <?.  £«f«i-/^iw« 
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Bill. 

Sin  H.  DAVEY  (Stockton):  I  ear- 
nestly hope  the  Qovemment  will  see 
their  way  to  accept  the  proposal  to  read 
the  Bill  a  second  time,  and  refer  it  to  a 
Select  Oommittee.  The  object  of  the 
Bill  has  been  somewhat  misanderstood. 
It  has  been  treated  as  a  Bill  to  relieve 
trustees ;  but  that  is  a  mistake.  The 
primary  object  of  the  Bill  to  oolleot  into 
one  Act  the  securities  in  which  trosteea 
may  invest.  At  the  present  time  such 
securities  can  only  be  ascertained  by 
searching  through  a  number  of  Acts  of 
Parliament,  the  subject-matter  of  many 
of  which  is  of  an  entirely  different 
oharaoter.  For  iustanoe,  an  Act  which 
enables  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  to  create  Stock  gives  power  to 
trustees  to  invest  in  it.  The  Bill  will, 
therefore,  be  very  useful;  and  in  my 
opinion,  if  it  did  nothing  more  than  this, 
it  ought  to  be  read  a  seoond  time.  But 
the  Bill  goes  beyond  this,  and  proposes 
to  enlarge  the  scope  of  investment  now 
allowed  oy  law.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  we  ought 
not  to  hold  out  any  encouragement  to 
trustees  to  speculate  with  Trust  Funds. 
That  is  B  Bound  principle ;  but,  an  the 
other  hand,  I  think  the  House  will  agree 
that  the  true  policy  is  to  give  the  bene- 
ficiary as  full  an  enioyment  of  the  pro- 
duce of  a  Trust  Fund  as  is  oonsiBteut  with 
the  safety  of  the  capital  of  the  fund. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  ( Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  has  objected  to  certain  securi- 
ties mentioned  in  the  Bill,  but  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  wasparticularlynafortu- 
nate  in  his  selection.  I  believe  that  the 
two  securities  which  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  specifically  mentioned  were 
real  seouritiBs  in  England,  Wales,  and 
Ireland,  and  Debenture  Stock  in  Eng- 
lish and  Irish  Railways.  I  must  say 
that  it  reqnires  some  courage  to  state 
that  there  is  wild  speculation  in  invest- 
ing money  in  the  Debenture  Stook  of 
English  lUilways.  The  Bill  applies  to 
Irish  as  well  as  English  trustees,  but  it 
does  not  propose  to  give  P^*^'  ^  inveat 
in  securitieB  which  the  Will  or  Settle- 
ment expressly  prohibits.  With  regard 
to  the  objection  raised  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  to  investments  in 
Irish  mortgages,  I  would  point  out 
that,  even  if  the  Bill  does  not  pass, 
the  present  law  gives  power  to  invest 
ia  mortgages  in  England,  Wales,  or  Ire- 
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land,  and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
B1117,  in  obJQoting  to  ttiia  seoarity,  is 
objecting  to  the  existing-  law.  By  the 
32nd  section  of  the  Act  which  bears 
ths  name  of  Iiord  St.  Leonards, 
a  trustee,  unless  expressly  forbid- 
den, is  permitted  to  in  vest  Trust  Funds 
in  mortgagee  iu  any  part  of  the 
XTnited  Kingdom.  I  presume  that 
Oenllemen  opposite  will  agree  with  me 
that  Ireland  is  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom, and  I  may  observe  that  the  ob- 
jection to  Irish  mortgagee  which  the 
right  hou.  Oeotleman  made  comes  with 
rather  a  ourious  aspect  from  the  Leader 
in  this  House  of  a  Party  which  telle  ub 
that  its  great  object  is  to  encourage  the 
introduction  of  capital  into  Ireland  and 
to  restore  confidence  in  the  country.  I 
may  say,  however,  that  I  have  hardly 
ever  seen  a  Settlement  or  a  Will  which 
does  not  contain  a  clause  expressly  for- 
bidding inveBtmenta  in  Irish  mortgages. 
The  objection  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  on  this  point  is  an  objection 
to  the  present  law.  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  is  not  aware  tliat 
trustees  are  not  allowed  to  invest  od 
more  than  a  certain  proportion  of  the 
value.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
other  selection  of  what  he  deemed  a 
mild  spculation  was  particularly  uu- 
fortunate.  He  objected  to  authorizing 
trustees  to  invest  in  debentures  of 
railway  companies  which  have  paid 
dividends  during  ten  years.  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Qentlemeu  is  not  aware  of 
the  rule  made  by  the  Judges  of  the  High 
Court  for  the  investment  of  funds  under 
the  control  of  the  Court.  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  copy  of  the  last  Order,  dated 
NoTsmbor  14,  1688,  and  signed  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice,  the  Master  of  the  Bolls,  and 
four  other  Judges.  The  Order  provides 
that  bash  under  the  control  of  the  Court 
may  be  invested  in  debenture,  prefer- 
ence, guarantee,  or  rent  charge  stoeliB 
of  railways  in  Great  Britain  or  Ireland 
which  have  for  ten  years  next  before 
the  investment  paid  a  dividend  on  ordi- 
nary shares.  But,  Sir,  Parliament  has 
already  sanctioned  this  itself,  because  I 
find  that  in  an  Act  which  goes  by  the 
name  of  that  wild  speculator  and  re- 
volationist,  Lord  Oaims — the  Settled 
Land  Act  1882 — capital  money  which 
has  arisen  from  the  sale  of  settled  land 
is  allowed  to  be  invested  in,  amongst 
other  things, 


"  the  laciirity  ot  the  honda,  mortBaget  or 
debeuturet  of  any  lailwar  oompftny  in  Qreat 
Britaia  or  IreUod  bd<I  Iikviiig  tea  yean  next 
before  tlie  iiiTestment  paid  a  dividend'  on  its 
ordinary  Bharsi." 

The  objection  made  by  the  hon.  Uember 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  Q.  Campbell)  seems 
to  me  to  go  too  far,  because  the 
more  you  restnct  the  power  ot 
inveatment  by  trustees  the  more  you 
will  raise  the  price  of  the  stocks  in 
which  they  were  allowed  to  invest.  X 
can  quite  appreciate  the  motives  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  wishing 
to  restrict  the  area  of  Trust  Invest- 
ments. I  can  quite  understand  bis 
wishing  to  restrict  such  investments  to 
the  Consols  which  bear  his  name.  But 
surely  the  rights  or  interests  of  persons 
beneficially  entitled  under  Settlements 
ought  not  to  be  out  down  in  order  to 
maintain  the  price  of  Qovaniment  Stock. 
That  seems  to  me  a  consideration  that 
ought  not  tt>  enter  into  the  view  of  the 
House  in  this  matter.  The  more  you 
enlarge  the  area  of  Trust  Investments 
the  less  effect  they  will  have  in  raising 
or  varying  the  price  of  particular  Stocks. 
I  think  that  any  gentleman  who  has 
had  experience  in  these  matters  will 
agree  that  the  list  of  securities  named 
the  Bill  is  such  as  will  be  found 
en  in  any  ordinary  well-drawn  Settle- 
ment or  Will  without  special  instructions, 
and  they  ore  all  securities  of  a  public 
character  aud  guaranteed.  I  believe 
the  Bill  will  be  found  strictly  benefiolal 
both  to  trustees  and  to  eeitui  quf 
truitt,  by  enabling  them  to  make  the 
most  beneficial  use  of  their  funds  con- 
sistent with  due  security. 
*Me.  GKJSCHEN:  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  did  not  offer  any 
objection  to  the  Bill  on  the  ground  that 
it  might  be  detrimental  to  the  interests 
ot  the  Public  Funds.  He  careAilly 
abstained  from  urging  that  argument. 
My  hou.  and  learned  Friend  {Sir  H. 
Davey)  says  it  is  an  error  to  suppose 
that  this  Bill  was  introduced  to  any 
extent  in  the  interests  of  trustees, 
but  on  refiection  he  will,  I  think,  see 
that  his  argument  points  to  its  being  a 
useful  Act  for  the  relief  of  trustees,  as 
affording  them  a  better  and  sur^r  light, 
and  giving  them  an  indication  of  what 
is  called  the  "wisdom  of  Parliament." 
I  am  not  at  all  prepared  to  share  the 
view,  howerer,  that  tMtators  would'  bo 
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their  HtutmieDts,  and  the  fature  of 
thow  ,iD  fiiYoar  of  whom  ther  msko 
Mttlementi,  to  be  dfloided  hj  the 
"wUdom  of  Fftrliunent."  The  dis- 
aiiuion  showa  that  FKrluuuent  nuj 
make  a  iniitaka,  sad  there  ia  gfreat 
foroe  ia  the  objection  of  the  hoD. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  Q.  Camp- 
bell), The  Bill  baa  two  currenta  in  iU 
faTour.  Ttiere  ia  the  preaaore  of  the 
MiUi  qiu  tnuU  and  also  the  atron^f 
preaaure  of  thoae  who  wiah  to  aee  their 
•eouzitiea  take  a  higher  lank  aa  being 
aanctioned  b;  an  A.ot  of  ParliameBt 
aa  fit  for  the  iaveotmeat  of  Trust 
Funds.  U  a  Bill  of  this  character  be 
paued  there  will  be  no  undertaking 
which  will  not  do  its  beat  to  induce 
Parliament  to  put  ita  name  and  title  on 
the  favoured  liat.  And  would  it  not  be 
neoeaaorj  oontinnoll;  to  reriae  the  list 
whioh  Parliament  in  its  momentary 
wisdom  might  make  f  Beferenoe  hae 
been  made  to  Lord  St.  Leonard's  Act, 
enabling  tnuteea  to  vary  Truats,  so  that 
money  inTested  in  OoaaoU  may  be  in- 
rested  in  real  seourities.  Lord  8t. 
Leonards  seted  on  the  Parliamentary 
view  of  that  day,  whioh  was  that 
capital  might  be  aidTantsgeonsly  ooa- 
vertad  into  land;  bat  it  has  since 
turned  ont  that  mortgagea  are  not 
the  ezoellent  seoarity  they  were  sup* 
poaed  to  be.  The  wiedom  of  Porlia 
ment  was  at  fault,  and  it  would  almost 
make  some  settlors  and  testators  turn 
in  their  graves  could  they  know  that 
while  they  gave  directions  for  safe  in- 
reatment  in  Oovemment  seourities  tor 
thoae  in  whom  they  were  interested,  the 
wiedom  of  Parli^ent  authorized  in- 
vestment in  mortgagee  whioh  had 
tnmed  out  to  be  a  bad  aeaurity  and 
had  not  pud  the  intereat  expected. 
The  objection  haa  been  taken  to  the 
Bill  that  there  are  easy  trustees  and 
fraudulent  trustees  as  well  as  honeat 
trusteea.  An  eoay  truatee  cannot 
go  tax  wrong  now,  for  this  Bill  will 
give  him  a  l^ge  choice  of  investments, 
ue  list  of  wnioh  ia  aa  long  as  the 
calendar,  and  of  which  the  easy  truatee 
would  be  likely  to  chooae  the  more 
dangerous  rather  than  the  safe  data. 
The  fraudulent  trustee  might,  under 
this  Bill,  sell  out  of  a  aaie  iaveat- 
ment  and  put  the  Trust  Punds  into  other 
investments  which  would  promote  his 
own  speoulatiima  or  hia  own  interests, 
iff-.  ffowAm 


He  might,  if  ha  had  a  nnmber  of  houses 
of  hie  own,  inveat  the  funds  in  them. 

SiB  H.  DATET  :  I  think  the  right 
hon.  GFentleman  will  at  once  admit  that 
that  would  be  a  gross  breach  of  trust, 
and  that  a  trustee  who  did  that  would 
find  himself  St  onea  in  difficulties  in  the 
Ohanoenr  Diviaion. 

*He.  G080HEN  :  Of  oonrae  I 
bow  to  the  dedaion  of  the  hon. 
and  lesmed  Qentleman,  but  it  aeema 
to  me  that  there  would  be  so  dia- 
honesty  whatever  in  making  suoh  an 
investment,  though  it  would  be  ex- 
tremely injudidoos.  I  fuller  admit  that 
there  are  some  things  in  t&is  Bill  which 
are  advantageous  and  whioh  it  wonld 
be  expedient  to  oondder.  There  is  the. 
question  of  the  oonaolidation  of  the  law  ; 
and  I  think  it  ia  expedient  that  the 
undertakings  whioh  are  authorized  by 
Parliament  aa  inveatments  for  Trust 
Funds  should  be  dug  out  of  the  various 
Acts  in  which  they  are  embedded  ao 
that  Parliament  should  know  to 
what  extent  the  number  of  aeooritiBs 
have  already  been  increased.  Further- 
more, I  think  it  is  right  we  should 
settle  the  moot  point  as  to  what  is 
the  liability  of  truetees  with  regard  to 
investments  above  par.  Again,  I  trust 
that  if  the  Bill  is  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  or  to  any  other  Committee, 
the  question  as  to  whether  it  ought  to 
be  retrospective  or  not  will  be  considered. 
If  I  make  a  settlement  on  my  daughter 
and  say  that  the  investments  must  be 
made  in  Consols  or  Indian  SeouritieB  or 
in  some  other  guaranteed  Oovenunent 
Btook,  and  I  die,  she  may  at  onoa  pnt 
preaaure  on  her  truatees  to  chan^  the 
investment  to  mortgages  on  land  in  Ire- 
land. I  object  to  my  views  bdng  aet 
aside  by  Parliament  tiia  moment  after  I 
have  miode  a  Settlement.  I  think  Par- 
liament would  be  embarking  on  a 
dangeiouB  course  in  laying  down  what 
are  aafe  investmenta  and  what  are  not, 
olthoQgh  there  may  be  something  to  be 
said  in  favour  of  suoh  a  courae.  Still, 
the  Trusts  and  Settlementa  whioh  have 
quite  lately  been  made,  and  been  made 
with  a  full  knowledge  of  present  dr- 
droumatancea  ought  not  to  he  set  adde 
under  the  piesaure  of  the  etttui  qui 
tnut  who  may  naturally  be  wishful  to 
inotease  hia  income  p«r*j)««ii  probably 
with  an  increase  of  hia  family.  The 
Oovemment  will  not  object  to  the  Second 
Beading  of  itta  Bill,  but  their  view  ia, 
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that  the  Bill  ahould  certainly  be  referred 
either  to  a  Select  Uommittee,  or  to  a 
Standiag  Committee  similar  to  that  to 
whiah  the  Bill  of  laat  year  was  referred. 
The  QoTernment  would  prefer  to  take 
time  to  consider  which  of  the  two  oauseB 
would  be  beet. 

•Ua.  AINSLIE(Lancaehire.  N.,  Lons- 
dale) :  Having  aome  knowledge  of  some 
of  these  iiiTeatments,  I  think  it  right 
to  offer  a  few  remarks.  I  desire  par- 
ticularly to  refer  to  the  Stock  mentioned 
under  the  letter  K.  I  dareeay  many 
hon.  Uembers  are  not  aware  what  the 
true  Bignificanae  of  that  Stock  is,  or  in 
what  sense  it  cannot  be  said  to  be  a  safe 
and  proper  iuTostment  for  Trust  Funds. 
I  had  occasion  a  few  years  ago  to  object 
to  the  investment  of  some  Trust  money 
in  this  particular  Stock,  beoause,  al- 
though it  is  described  as  bearing  a 
guarantee  from  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  although  the  Company  does 
receive  5  per  cent  from  the  Secretary  of 
State,  it  does  not  follow  neoessarily  that 
the  5  per  cent  goes  to  the  holder  of  the 
Stock.  Take  the  case  ofthe  Great  Indian 
Peninsular  Hallway.  It  may  be  that 
that  railway's  sto^  stands  at  a  high 
premium  indeed,  but  I  remember  when 
it  was  little  above  par.  It  niay  descend 
to  that  level  again.  That  will  be  in 
consequence  of  a  falling  off  of  traffic 
which  may  occur  through  panic.  If  tlie 
traffic  receipts  fall  so  that  the  income 
will  not  permit  of  a  dividend  being  paid 
without  the  acHistance  of  the  Secretaiy 
of  State  for  India  no  money  would  come 
to  the  beneficiaries.  I  beUeve  it  is  not 
known  to  investors  that  that  is  the  posi- 
tion of  the  holders  of  the  Stock  of  some 
of  the  Indian  railways.  I  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  Q. 
Campbell)  that  the  Bill  will  open  the 
door  to  epeeulations  on  the  Stock  Ex- 
change, and  this,  I  think,  ought  to 
cause  hon.  Members  to  pause  before 
they  let  the  Bill  pass  even  a  Second 
Beading  nnless  there  is  a  strong  recom- 
mendation to  the  Committee  to  which 
it  is  referred  that  the  list  of  the 
securities  should  be  seriously  out  down. 

*Mh.  ELTON  (Somersetshire,  Welling- 
ton) :  I  cannot  but  share  the  fears 
which  have  been  expressed  about  the 
Second  Beading  of  the  Bill,  although  I 
have  great  conndence  in  the  judgment 
of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who 
have  spoken  in  its  &TOur.  I  am  quite 
willing     it    should     be    ponfine^   to 


Settlementa  made  after  the  date  of  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  if  that  ie  the  feeling 
of  the  House,  but  wliatlrose  particularly 
for  is  to  point  out  that  there  are  some 
investments  mentioned  in  the  list  which 
the  House  ought  to  encourage  by  every 
means  in  its  power.  I  refer  especially 
to  the  investment  in  Borough  Stock.  It 
is  very  difficult  for  any  of  the  large 
boroughs  to  get  powers  inserted  in 
their  local  Acta  to  enable  trustees  to 
invest  in  their  Stock,  although  I  know 
from  personal  experience  that  there  la  a 
great  demand  ,by  trustees  of  etntui  ftu 
trutt  to  invest  in  such  Stock.  But  there 
are  some  Stocks  in  the  List  which  ought 
not  to  be  there.  Take  the  case  of  free- 
hold  ground  rents.  I  have  not  the 
slightest  objection  to  freehold  ground 
rents,  but  we  ought  to  prevent  the 
investment  of  Trust  Funds  in  them, 
for  it  is  well-known  they  may  become 
insecure.  It  is  necessary  the  Bill 
should  go  to  a  Committee  in  order  that 
that  particular  investment  may  be 
struck  out. 

*Ma.  8WETENHAM  (Carnarvon, 
&c.}-.  I  have  heard  with  the  greatest 
pleasure  that  the  Gtivemment  do  not 
propose  to  oppose  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill,  which  I  regard  of  the 
greatest  importance,  not  only  to  trustees, 
out  to  the  Mitel  out  irutti.  Some 
observations  have  oeen  made  as 
to  the  hardships  that  occasionally 
would  occur  to  widows  and  orphans  if 
the  Bill  passes.  But  there  are  hardships 
under  the  law  as  it  at  present  stands, 
and  it  is  with  the  view  of  removing 
these  hardships  that  I  intend  to  support 
the  Bill.  I  deprecate  in  the  strongeet 
manner  anything  like  allowing  trustees 
to  invest  funde  in  speculative  securities, 
but  all  the  observatinns  made  by  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Amendment 
appear  to  me  to  be  of  suoh  a  character 
that  they  can  be  very  properly  dealt 
in  Committee.  I  have  not  heard 
any  real  objection  to  the  principle  of 
the  Bill;  and  what  we  have  now  to  deal 
with  is  the  principle  of  the  measure.  In 
Committee  it  will  be  the  province  of  the 
House  to  investigate  carefully  what  are 
the  securities  in  which  it  shall  be  lawful 
to  invest  trust  money.  I  should  like  a 
clause  inwrted  providing  that  in  all 
cases  where  it  is  possible  the  consent  of 
the  CMtuigwfrtMfimost  be  hod  before  the 
trustees  can  inreet  in  the  secnritiea.  It 
has  beensuggeetedthatthe  operation  of 
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the  Bill  abonld  be  confined  to  Setdements 
made  after  the  paanng  of  the  Aot.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  there  would  be  very 
great  fa  Brdships  under  the  present  system 
if  the  Bill  IB  not  allowed  to  have  a  retro- 
spective effect.  To  use  the  lanciiage  of 
the  Mover  of  the  Second  Reading,  the 
Bill  will  he  greatly  oonducive  to  sim- 
plicitj  of  knowledge,  not  only  on  the 
part  of  the  trustees,  but  on  the  part  of 
the  rtitui  qu»  trvtU.  If  it  is  known  that 
Parliament  in  its  wisdom  has  directed 
that  certain  securities  may  be  considered 
safe,  tbat  will  be  conducive  to  the  peace 
of  mind  of  the  persons  interested  in  the 
investment  of  Trust  Funds.  I  do  not 
know  any  measure  which  will  prove  of 
greater  practical  importance  than  this, 
and  therefore  I  shall  heartily  support  its 
Second  Beading. 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time :  committed 
for  Wednesday,  April  10. 

MAKRIAGE  WITH  A  DECEASED 
WIFE'S  SISTER  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.  (No.  13.) 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 
•Mb.  a.  ELLIOT  (BoxhuT^hahire) 
In  moving  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill  I  do  not  pretend  that  those  who 
promote  this  legislation  are  not  anxious 
to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  to 
the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom,  in- 
deed I  should  have  been  better  pleased 
had  the  measure  of  this  kind  which 
applies  to  the  whole  Kingdom  stood  first 
on  the  Paper  to  day.  Bnt  the  preoe- 
dence  of  Bills  is  a  matter  which  hon. 
Members  cannot  settle  for  themselves, 
and  it  is  by  the  fate  of  the  ballot  that 
this  Bill,  limited  to  SooUand.  now  comes 
on  first  for  discussion.  I  have  noticed 
amongst  the  Notices  of  Objection  ap- 
pearing on  the  Paper,  one  in  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal 
(Mr.  A.  O'Oonnor).  I  certainly  should 
be  the  last  to  complain  of  any  Irish  or 
English  Members  taking  part  in  such  a 
discussion  asthis.  We  must  all  recognize 
that  Acts  of  Parliament  dealing  with 
limited  geographical  limits  are  never- 
theless of  extreme  importance  to  many 
persons  living  outside  those  limits. 
There  are  hundreds  and  thouAands  of 
the  oountiymen  of  the  hon.  Member 
living  in  Scotland,  and  therefore  it  is 
perf«otiy  right  the  hon.  Member  riionld 
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ma&e  a  statement  here  to-day.  I  do 
not  wish  to  look  at  this  Bill  solely  va 
respect  of  its  limited  oharact^',  but 
still  it  is  due  to  ns  in  Sootland 
to  remember  that  the  Marriage  Lav 
has  not  been  the  same  in  Sootland 
as  in  England  and  Ireland,  and  it  may 
rather  startie  some  hon.  Members 
to  find  that  the  Bill  states  in  its  pre- 
amble that  the  law  in  Sootland  on  this 
subject  is  at  present  doabtfni.  It  is  not 
dear  that  a  marriage  between  a  man  and 
his  deceased  wife's  sister  is  at  the  present 
moment  illegal  in  Scotland.  In  £Sigland 
at  present  there  is  no  doubt  whatever  a« 
to  the  illegality  of  such  marriages. 
Since  Lord  Lyndhnrst's  Act  was  passed 
in  1 835,  marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's 
sister  is  absolutely  ill^ol,  but  that  Act, 
which  extends  to  England  and  Ireland, 
expressly  does  not  extend  to  Sootland, 
and  we  must  find  the  Scotch  Law  on  the 
subject  elsewhere.  It  will  be  admitted 
that,  according  to  the  Confession  of 
Faith,  which  is  the  standard  of  the 
various  Presbyterian  Chnrohes  in  Scot- 
land, affinity  is  for  all  praotioal  purposes 
equivalent  to  consanguinity,  and  that, 
therefore,  undoubtedly  such  marriages 
would  be  contrary  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Confession  ot  Faith.  But  in  1667, 
when  the  Scottish  Legislature  deter- 
mined to  get  rid  of  many  of  the  restric- 
tions which  in  Roman  Catholic  times 
had  been  placed  upon  marriages  between 
relations,  the  Act  provided  that  hence- 
forward marriage  should  be  perfectly 
ftea  between  persons  who  were  not 
expressly  forbidden  by  the  Divine 
law  from  entering  into  marriage. 
When  we  come  to  ask  what  is  the 
Divine  Law,  and  to  what  extent  for 
Scotch  purposes  it  is  taken  as  part  of 
the  Scotch  Xaw,  we  are  referred  to  the 
well-known  IBth  chapter  of  Leviticns; 
but  here  again  we  find  eminent  a&thori* 
ties  declaring  their  opinion  that  there 
is  no  sort  of  prohibition  of  these 
marriages  in  the  16th,  17th,  and  18th 
verses  of  that  chapter.  I  should  be  bold. 
Indeed,  to  argue  this  question  without 
the  strong  support  of  authorities.  First, 
I  quote  the  opinion  of  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate Rutherford;  he,  in  1848,  ' 
ferenoe  to  the  inquiry  int 
ot  Lord  I^dhursri 
said— 
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doM  not  prohibit  marriage  of  a  man  with,  the 

■liter  of  luB  dsoeaaed  wife.  GteneraUj'  ipeskiog, 

writen  and  text-booka  conaidet  eaoh  marriages 

illogaL" 

But  then  he  goes  on — 

"  It  has  been  the  opinion  of  very  eminent 
lawrera  Uiat  sach  marriages  should  be  held 
rood  in  law,  and  the  issue  of  suoh  nuurioges 
Mfitimate,  and  thongh  I  hare  soma  doubts,  out 
(orespeot  for  those  who  take  the  opposite  view, 
I  am  myself  inclined  to  the  same  opinion," 
A  great  authority  on  tho  latr  of  hnsband 
and  wife  vaa  Lord  Fraaer,  who  died 
onlf  a  few  daye  ago.  He  telle  us,  that 
as  to  the  Oonfaaeion  of  Faith,  which 
was  ratified  by  Act  of  Parliamant,  it 
has  not  the  hinding  effect  of  law,  and 
he  adopts  the  view  of  Lord  Rutherford, 
and  he  was  inclined  to  think  that  suoh  a 
marriage  would  be  lawful.  In  his 
opinioD,  if  a  case  were  to  arise  in  Scot- 
land at  the  present  time  (1S4B),  the 
Sootoh  Oouits  would  hare  to  consider 
what  was  the  meaning  of  the  verses 
the  18th  chapter  of  Leviticus,  and  he 
declared  his  opinion  that  the 
18th  Terse  of  that  chapter  has, 
in  fact,  nothing  to  do  with  mar- 
riage with  a  deceased  wife's  sister. 
Now,  I  think,  the  opinions  of  these 
authorities,  Lord  Itutherford  and  Lord 
Fraaer  at  all  eventa,  snatain  my  position, 
that  the  lawof  Scotland  is,  atleast, doubt- 
ful on  this  subject.  And  now  I  wish  to 
leave  the  apeuial  Scotch  aapeot  of  the 
question  and  treat  it  a  little  more 
generally.  Now,  the  Statute  of  1835, 
on  which  the  law  in  England  and  Ire- 
land rests,  in  its  preamble  explains  how 
the  previous  law  atood,  and  it  is  really 
very  important,  at  any  rate  very  inte- 
resting, that  If  embers  should  understand 
bow  the  law  stood  until  1885.  The  law 
was  this — a  man  might  marry  his  de- 
ceased wife's  sister,  and  men  did  so 
again  and  again,  and  the  marriage  was 
perfectly  good  in  law  for  all  purposes, 
and  the  oaildren  bom  were  legitimate, 
unless  during  the  lifetime  of  both 
parents  a  suit  was  instituted  to  void  the 
marriage  by  proceedings  in  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Court.  Suoh  a  marriage  might 
be  voided  or  not  voided.  Lord  Lynd- 
hurst's  Bill  was,  no  doubt,  brought  in 
to  legitimatize  a  particular  marriage  of 
a  particular  individual  who  had  con- 
tracted a  marriage  with  bis  deceased 
wife's  sister,  l^e  Bill  was  brought 
forward  for  private  reajjona,  but,  of 
oourse,  it  would  have  been  a  scandalous 
TOL.  CXXIXZXI7.    [thibd  bkbiu.] 


abuse  of  legislation  to  deal  with  one 
case  and  leave  all  other  similar  oasea 
untouched,  and,  therefore,  the  oonse- 
quence  of  that  Bill  was  to  legalize,  as 
the  Act  did  legalize,  all  marri^es  of  the 
kind  contracted  before  that  date.  All 
persona  who,  up  to  then,  had  married 
their  deceased  wife's  aiater,  had  tbeir 
marriagea  made  absolutely  valid,  and 
their  children  were  made  legitimate. 
This  was  the  great  object  of  the  Bill, 
but  when  it  got  into  the  House  of  Lords, 
that  House,  influenced,  I  believe,  by  the 
Lords  Spiritual,  not  contented  with  that 
operation  of  the  Bill,  put  in  an  addi- 
tional Olausa,  which  made  absolutely 
null  and  void  for  the  future,  marriages 
which,  as  regards  the  past,  it  was  the  mala 
object  of  the  Bill  to  legitimatize.  In 
I84S,  only  a  few  years  afterwards,  it 
was  considered  necessary  to  inquire  into 
the  working  of  the  Act  of  1848,  and  a 
strong  Commission  was  appointed  for  the 
purpose.  Its  members  included  the  then 
Bishop  of  Lichfield,  and  the  Commisaian 
was  strong  in  point  of  legal  abililrf, 
Having  taken  evidence  of  a  comprehen- 
sive character,  including  Catholics  and 
Protestants  of  all  denominations,  this 
Commission  reported  unanimously— in- 
cluding the  Bishop — in  a  sense  directly 
contrary  to  the  satisfactory  working  of 
the  Act  of  1635,  and  their  Report  should 
be  borne  in  mind  in  relation  to  this  pro- 
posed legislation.  The  Commiaaionera 
reported  that  the  Statute  of  1835  had 
failed  to  attain  Its  object,  that  it  had  not 
prevented  marriages  with  a  deceased 
wife's  sister,  and  expressed  great  doubt 
whether  a  measure  of  this  prohibitive 
character  could  be  effloaoious  or  was  jus- 
tified. This  was  the  conclusion  arrived 
at  by  the  Commissioners — including  the 
Bishop. '  I  make  a  point  of  mentioning 
the  Bishop,  with  special  reference  to  the 
fact  that  uie  unchanged  state  of  the  law 
is  due  to  the  particular  riewof  the  Lords 
Spiritual  in  another  place.  In  1848  a 
Bill  was  introduced  to  legalise  these 
marriages,  and  since  then  similar  Bill* 
have  been  passed  by  this  House  again 
and  again.  It  has  been  represented 
again  and  again  that  the  state  of  the  lav 
is  doing  gross  injustice  to  a  number  of 
decent,  respectable  persons  whose  chil- 
dren are  bastardized  in  spite  of  the 
strong  evidence  there  la  aa  to  the  desira- 
bility of  making  this  change  in  the  law. 
WeU,  1848  iaa long  time  ago,  and  it  la 
3  H 
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worth;  of  ooDndention  whether  opinion 
hu  Biaoe  then  been  growing:  iti  the 
dirMtion  wished  for  by  tibe  promoten  of 
this  Bill.  I  should  like  for  a  moment  to 
g^lance  round  at  opinions  among  pereoas 
of  various  waj-s  of  thinkins-  Koman 
Oatholioa  are  a  large  bod;  in  the  oountrj, 
and  among  them,  both  her«  and  abroad, 
the  marriagee  can  be  and  are  frequently 
oontraoted.  The  Oomminion  went  into 
this  matter,  and  the  effect  of  their  Be- 
port  is  that  the  Soman  Oatbolio  Church, 
a*  a  matter  of  disoipline,  forbids  these 
marriages,  not  absolutely  forbidding 
them,  and  holds  that  such  are  permitted 
by  the  Word  of  ttod.  They  are  re- 
straiaad  by  the  mlee  of  the  Ohuroh ; 
but  it  is  possible  to  suspend  the  rule, 
and  in  certain  cases  they  may  be  and 
are  oontraoted  by  means  of  a  IMspensa- 
tion  granted  by  the  Pope,  or  by  soma 
other  authority  under  him.  As  a  matter 
of  fast,  in  Boman  Oatholio  countries 
snoh  marriages  do  take  place  with  the 
permission  of  the  Church,  and  is  an 
aTeiy-day  experience  in  those  countries. 
I  am  told,  and  I  have  no  doubt  it  is  the 
oase,  that  220  priests  in  the  Metro- 
politan district  have  petitioned  in  favour 
of  legislation  of  this  kind.  As  repre- 
senting an  important  body,  it  is  im- 
portant to  know  their  views.  lo  Scot- 
land I  know  there  used  to  be  a  very 
strong  feeling  in  the  Frssbyterian 
Church  against  these  marriages ;  but  I 
maintain  that  opinion  is  giving  way  be- 
fore further  inquiry,  careful  ezamina< 
tion  of  texts,  the  issue  of  the  Berised 
Version  of  the  Scriptures,  and  the 
gnowtb  of  wisdom  on  the  subjeot.  The 
Established  Church  of  Scotlaad  used 
every  year  to  pass  a  resolution  against 
propowls  of  this  kind  ;  but  they  have 
for  the  last  few  years  given  up  that 
form  of  opposition,  and  I  am  told  that 
the  Synoa  of  Glasgow  and  Ayr  is  favour- 
able to  this  proposal.  There  isnot— if  I 
may  use  the  eipreesion  without  offenoe— 
a  more  "  straight-laoed  "  body  in  Soot- 
land  than  the  United  Presbyterian 
Oharob ;  but  I  find  that  a  great  ma- 
jori^  of  the  Preifayteries  of  that  Ohuroh 
am  uvoutable  to  the  legalization  of  mar- 
riage with  a  deceased  wife's  sister. 
I  am  told  that  the  Free  Church  is 
against  the  proposal ;  but  I  know 
that  Dr.  Chalmers  himself  was  strongly 
in  &voar  of  it.  I  may  be  told  that 
ProfoMor  Bainy,  a  great  leader  of  the 
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'  Free  Ohoroh,  is  in  determined  hostility 
to  the  Bill,  and  I  know  he  is,  bat  I 
can  cite  him  as  a  witness  in  our  favour, 
for  he  says  that  supporters  of  the 
proposal  are  on  the  wbole  increasing 
among  Uambers  of  the  Free  Oburch, 
and  include  many  for  whom  be  has  the 
most  sincere  respect.  There  is  evidenoe 
then  at  all  events  that  the  state  of  feel- 
ing is  divided  on  the  point,  and  that 
there  is  a  strong  feeling  in  favour  of  the 
BiU  among  Roman  Catholics,  among 
members  of  the  Established  Church, 
among  the  United  Presbyteriana,  and 
even  Professor  Bainy  admits  that  many 
leading  and  most  respected  members  of 
the  Free  Church  are  rapidly  coming 
round  in  favour  of  the  proposal  I  am 
now  submitting  to  the  House.  In  the 
Church  of  En^and  the  majority  of  the 
Bishops  are,  unfortunatnly,  opposed  to 
us,  hut  I  have  referred  to  one  distin- 
guished exception,  the  Prelate  who 
signed  the  Beport  to  which  I  have 
referred,  and  I  might  refer  to  other 
dignitaries  of  the  Church  who  have 
strongly  advocated  this  proposal.  The 
names  of  Dean  Hook,  and  of  the  Dean 
of  Westmioster  would  be  iucluded  in  a 
long  list  of  emioent  men  who  have 
argued  strongly  in  support  of  thelegaliza- 
tion  of  such  marriages.  I  do  not  wish  to 
trouble  the  House  with  references  to 
petitions  for  and  against,  but,  consider- 
ing the  opposition  of  the  hon.  Uember 
for  the  county  of  Inverness,  I  should 
like  to  point  out  that  of  the  2l  Members 
of  the  Town  Council  of  the  Borough  of 
InvemCHs  16  are  in  favour  of  this  pro- 
posal. If  that  is  the  state  of  opinion  in 
a  district  upon  which  most  reliance  is 
placed  for  opposition  to  the  Bill,  what  is 
likely  to  be  the  division  of  opinion ' 
in  other  parta  of  the  country? 
Seven  times  since  1848  have  Bills 
of  this  kind  passed  all  their  stagss 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  I 
have  been  informed  that  in  more  than 
70  divisions  the  House  has  declared  in 
favour  of  IcgEilizing  these  marriages. 
Are  we  not  at  last  to  legislate  in  con- 
formity with  the  wishes  oithe  Bepresen- 
tatives  of  the  people?  When  is  the 
time  to  come  if  not  after  70  decisions 
given  sometimes  under  a  Conservative 
and  sometimes  under  a  Liberal  Oovem- 
ment?  The  House  of  Lords  is  against 
the  proposal,  but  may  we  not  hope  that 
opinion  is  changing  there  as  elsewhere  7 
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On  one  or  two  oooBBions,  m  spite  of  the 
influence  of  the  Lords  Spiritual,  decisioiia 
have  been  given  in  that  House  in  favDur 
of  tlie  Bill,  though  never  with  such  a 
decisive  result  as  to  carry  the  Bill  into 
law.  It  is  time  now  to  deal  with  it. 
Decided  opinions  have  been  expressed 
in  different  places  in  this  oountr;,  and  I 
will  only  make  one  reference  to  opinion 
abroad,  and  that  in  the  United  States.  In 
America  Mr.  Store;,  the  eminent  jurist, 
expressed  his  opinion,  on  being  asked 
by  the  Commission  in  1848,  whether 
there  was  any  feeling  among  decent 
respectable  people  as  to  the  impropriety 
of  such  marriages  in  America,  said  there 
was  no  feeling  of  the  kind,  it  was  rather 
regarded  as  a  praise-worthy  thing,  and 
a  simple  and  proper  arrangement.  Are 
we  not,  I  would  ask,  taking  too  much 
upon  ourselves  when  we  legislate  to 
prevent  the  contracting  of  marriages 
which  are  in  consonance  with  the  moral 
and  religious  sense  of  large  numbers  of 
the  people,  which  have  the  support  of 
eminent  members  of  various  churches, 
and  to  which  in  America  and  in  our 
Colonies  no  sort  of  objection  is  raised  ? 
We  have  to  look  on  the  application  of 
the  legislation  to  the  poor  as  well  as  to 
the  rich,  and  I  must  say  that  to  the 
poor  the  application  of  the  law  ap- 
pears to  me  most  harsh,  unjust,  and 
cruel  when  it  treats  as  bastards  the 
children  of  such  marriaKes.  An  Aus- 
tralian may  contract  such  a  marriage, 
and  his  children,  legitimate  in  Aus- 
tralia, may  come  here,  and  what  will  be 
their  position  ?     For  what  reason  do 

fou  maintain  the  old  state  of  the  law 
ere  ?  I  do  not  wish  to  trespass  at  any 
greater  length  on  the  time  of  the  House, 
hut  I  would  impress  upon  hon.  Members 
that  this  question  is  not  to  be  decided 
by  reference  to  any  antiquated  law.  I 
do  not  lay  great  stress  on  the  interpreta- 
tion of  the  chapter  in  Leviticus,  though 
I  maintain  that  is  in  our  favour  ;  but, 
setting  that  aside,  we  have  to  consider 
the  morality  of  the  present  day  and 
legislate  for  ourselves.  Is  such  a  limita- 
tion necessary,  when  wa  see  am<mg 
decent,  respectable  people  of  all  denomi- 
nations no  objection  whatever  to  such 
marriages,  either  on  religious  or  social 
grounds  f  I  think  I  have  ahown 
strong  ground  to  induce  the  House  to 
change  the  law  and  bring  it  into  oon- 
formit;  with    what   ia   becoming   the 
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general  opinion  among  decent  people. 
There  are  some  arguments  I  have  not 
gone  into,  hnt  I  think  the  main  argu- 
ments against  my  position  are  what  is 
called  the  Divine  Law,  and  what  ia 
called  interfsrenoe  with  domestic  comfort 
and  social  relations.  But  I  have  never 
been  able  any  more  than  were  the  Oom- 
missioners  in  1848  to  see  the  stivngth  of 
this  argument  for  rich  or  poor.  The 
words  of  the  Beport  of  the  Oommieeionerg 
should  be  borne  in  mind  by  every  Mem- 
ber who  proposes  to  vote  on  this  ques- 
tion. The  Commissioners  dealt  with 
the  subject  as  it  affected  the  poorer 
classes ;  they  pointed  out — 

"How  when  ft  poor  nun  had  the  mistortun* 
to  loM  his  wife  aome  oMiatanoe  for  the  mansM- 
meut  and  care  of  hia  children  becomes  indii- 
penaahle,  and  if  ha  cannot  afford  to  pa;  for  ludt 
asBiatanca,  which  must  be  rendered  immediately, 
all  ciroumatancea  point  to  the  nater  of  the  da- 
ceased  wife  al  the  natural  aanatont,  and  cobabi- 
tationbeoomea  almost  inevitable,  with  or  mthont 
the  form  of  marriage." 

Do  you  not  then  undertake  a  rery 
great  responsibility  when  you  pre- 
vent by  law  marriage  contnots 
under  such  circumstances  7  Are  you 
content  with  a  state  of  the  law  uiat 
renders  euoh  a  marriage  ill^al  f  If 
you  render  it  illegal  you  place  the 
parties  in  a  very  doubtful  position,  and 
it  is  a  point  to  consider  whether  wa  have 
a  right  to  force  such  a  position.  It  is  a 
subject  to  be  considered  in  a  wise  and 
liberal  spirit,  and  in  that  spirit  I  com- 
mend this  Bill  to  the  House.  Similar 
proposals  have  received  the  support  of 
majorities,  Liberal  and  Conservative.  If 
itis  oncemore  to  be  rejected,  let  it  he 
known  that  the  rejection  is  not  by  the 
wilt  of  the  Bepresentatives  of  the  people, 
not  because  the  proposal  is  not  deemed 
right  and  just  by  the  country,  but  solely 
because  of  a  special  view  taken  for 
some  year  past,  and  which,  I  am  a&aid, 
is  still  taken  by  a  section  of  Members, 
forming  one  Estate  of  the  Bealm,  in 
another  place. 

Motion  made,  add  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  aeoond 
time." 

Me.  C.  FEA8BB-MA0KINT0SH 
(Inverness-shire) :  My  hon.  Friend  has 
made  a  long  statement,  but  said  very 
little  in  support  of  the  Bill  now  before 
the  House.  The  whole  of  his  speech, 
la  fact,  would  have  been  more   appro- 
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priate  to  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  ITnited 
Ajogdom,  Bad  not  to  Scotland  only.  I 
vonld  have  been  content  to  give  a  silent 
Tote,  were  it  not  that  lor  the  firet  time  a 
Bill  hu  been  brought  in  on  this  sub- 
ject applicable  to  Scotland  alone,  and  ae 
my  hon.  Friend  has  throini  down  the 
gauntlet,  I  feel  bound  to  take  it  up. 
He  baa  aud  very  little  on  the  im- 
mediate Bubjeot ;  but  when  he  wishes  to 
make  a  change  in  the  Kfarriage  Laws, 
which  have  eziated  in  Hcotland  for  300 
yeara,  he  is  hound  to  show  there  ia  a 
strong  feeling  in  favourof  the  alteration. 
He  has  ahown  the  existence  of 
no  Buch  feeling,  by  petition  or  other- 
wiie.  I  believe  if  it  were  known 
generally  throughont  Scotland  that  a 
Bill  of  this  character  had  the  least  like- 
lihood of  paaaing,  petitions  Bjgainat  it 
would  pour  in  from  all  parts  of  Scotland. 
In  maadnff  this  reference  to  petitions, 
let  me  add  that  any  one  who  knows 
Scotland  mnat  be  quite  aware  that 
the  Toice  of  the  Free  Ohuroh  is 
entitled  to  the  highest  conaidera- 
tion  in  a  queetion  like  the  present, 
and  ita  Oonunittee  haa  petitioned 
against  the  Bill.  Nay,  more,  a 
petition  I  had  the  honour  of  presenting 
to-day  ia  of  a  moat  representative 
charaoter,  and  if  I  read  the  names 
of  the  70  gentlemen  who  signed  it,  I  am 
Bure  anyone  who  knows  Scotland  would 
aoknowledge  it  was  as  fair  a  represen- 
tataon  of  the  best  feeling  of  Scotland  as 
you  oonld  find.  Seven  Bishops  of  the 
Epiaoopal  Ohurch,  taiany  membera  of  the 
Established  Ohuroh,  many  membera  of 
the  Free  Ohuroh,  and  of  the  United 
K^esbyterians,  have  signed  this  impor- 
tant petition.  I  will  not  go  into  the 
large  queetion  as  to  whether  the  pro- 
hibition is  wise  or  not,  I  leave  that 
to  those  who  follow  me.  I  will  deal 
only  with  the  Bill  before  us.  The  pre- 
amble states  that  there  is  serious  doubt 
as  to  the  law  of  Scotland ;  but  I  main- 
tain there  is  no  doubt  at  all.  If  there 
were  any  doubt  there  would  be  no  reason 
for  this  Bill.  The  laws  of  Scotland  in 
regard  to  marriage  are  quite  different  to 
those  in  England.  In  Boman  OathoUo 
times,  OS  evwy  student  of  Scottish  history 
knows,  the  restrictions  imposed  by  the 
Ohuroh  in  Scotland  were  so  severe 
that  parties  removed  even  beyond  four 
degrees  of  oonsangninity  were  not  al- 
lowed  to  man?  without  a  dispensation 
Mr.  C.  Frtutr-MMlanttth 


from  the  head  of  the  Boman  Ohordi, 
and  in  consequence  of  the  little  oonnee- 
tion  with  England  and  the  isolation  of 
districts,  it  has  been  stated  by  well- 
known  historians,  that  at  the  time  of  the 
Beformation,  according  to  the  reetriotiooi 
of  the  Boman  Ohuroh,  half  the  popula- 
tion of  Scotland  were  illegitimate,  be- 
cause their  parents  were  not  rich  enough 
to  get  a  dispensation  from  Bome.  Aftec 
the  Befonoation  the  law  aa  to  marriage 
proceeded  in  an  oppoaite  directioD, 
allowing  much  freedom  and  liberty.  The 
Act  of  1567  being  based  almoet  entirely 
on  the  Scriptural  view  of  the  sub- 
ject, it  does  not  lay  down  who  are  to 
marry  and  who  are  not,  bat  it  gives 
permission,  according  to  the  law  of 
Scripture,  and  this  has  been  the  state  of 
the  law  for  three  oeutories.  The  Gob- 
feasion  of  Faith  embodied  into  tka 
Law  of  Scotland  definitely  prohibited 
these  marriages,  and  notwithstanding 
what  was  said  by  the  hon.  Uember  bv 
Boxburgh,  there  is  no  doubt  whatever 
that  almost  all  theologians  who  have 
written  on  the  subject  support  the  view 
there  plainly  stated,  that  marriage  with 
a  deceased  wife's  sister  ia  illegaL  And 
now  let  me  examine  further  this 
Bill  which  the  hon.  Sfember  ia 
so  anxious  to  get  passed.  The  Bill 
declares  all  marriages  with  a  deceased 
wife's  sister  valid,  any  law,  or  custom, 
or  canonical  law,  or  objection,  or  impe- 
diment to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Now  this  ia  a  very  wide  phrase— any 
law  or  impediment  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding— and  I  would  put  this 
question  to  the  framers  of  the  Bill- 
Suppose  a  man,  after  the  death  of  bis 
first  wife,  has  married  another  lady, 
whom  I  may  call  an  outsider,  yet  wiahei 
to  marry  his  first  wife's  sister,  then 
there  is  nothing  to  prevent  him  putting 
aaide  hie  second  wife  and  carrying  out  his 
wish  under  this  clause— any  law  or  im- 
pediment notwithstanding.  Hore  than 
this,  supposing  that  after  the  death  of 
his  first  wife  he  wishes  to  marry  her 
sister,  who  happens  to  be  married  to 
another  man,  I  am  not  sure  whether, 
under  this  clause,  he  would  not  still  ba 
enabled  to  accomplish  his  wish.  Tho«« 
who  have  looked  into  the  state  of  the 
existing  law  are  perfectly  satisfied  that 
the  BiU  would  be  quite  unworkable. 
Many  difficulties  would  arise  under  it 
and  many  oomplioations  would  rasnlt. 
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Suppoifl  father  and  son  married  tiro 
rieten,  uid  suppose  the  father  died  and 
the  son'i  wife  died,  would  the  ton  be 
entitled  to  manr  hiB  mother-in-law  F  Or, 
on  the  other  band,  oould  the  father, 
on  the  death  of  his  wife  and  his  son, 
marrj  hia  danghter-in-law.  Further  it 
would  be  qnite  possible  for  a  man  to 
maiTj  his  own  nieoe.  It  is  beoause  of 
these  inoonsistendea,  and  beoause  there 
is  no  favourable  expression  of  opinion, 
that  the  Bill  is  required  in  Scotland,  that 
I  more  the  Bill  be  read  a  Second  Time 
this  day  six  months. 

Uodon  made,  and  Amendment  pro- 
posed, to  leave  out  "  now "  and  insert 
at  end  of  Question  "  this  day  aii 
months." 

Mb.  U.  J.  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) :  In  seconding  the  Amendment 
I  will  saf  but  a  few  words  on  this 
measure.  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  its 
effect  would  be  to  sap  the  foundations 
of  the  happiness  of  pure  and  happy 
peaceful  homes.  It  would  be  disastrous  to 
the  Bodal  well-beii^  of  theoountty,  and 
this  is  the  great  objection  many  of  as 
take  to  this  Bill.  From  time  immemorial, 
I  might  say  for  many  hundreds  of 
years,  the  present  laws  of  affinity  have 
been  reoognixed,  and  apon  these  oonr 
ditiona  marriages  have  been  contracted, 
and  the  intervention  of  such  an  Act 
would  have  a  disastrous  social  effect. 
This  is  not  merely  a  rich  man's  question. 
I  am  well  aware  that  in  certain  places 
there  are  people  most  anxious  to  have 
this  Bill  passed  into  law,  for  the 
reason  that  m  the  past  they  have  chosen 
to  break  the  law,  and  now  wish  to  get  rid 
of  the  oonsequenoea  by  another  Act  of 
Parliament.  But  we  nave  to  oonsider 
not  the  affect  upon  a  few  individuals, 
whether  th^  be  rich  or  poor,  but  the 
eflFsot  upon  the  nation,  and  I  repeat,  any 
in&ingement  of  the  present  law  of 
marriage  will  work  most  disastronsly 
to  the  State.  That  the  sister  is  the 
proper  guardian  of  her  deceased  sister's 
ohildren  I  ag^ree ;  but  pass  this  Bill  and 
her  position  in  the  hnsDand's  bouse  be- 
comes an  invidioua  one,  and  a  huabutd 
must  hesitate  before  ba  allowa  her  to 
enter  his  house  and  undertake  those 
natural  duttee  of  guardian  to  hia  chil- 
dren. Snoh  a  very  serious  change  in 
the  Marriage  law  eonnot  be  oonaidered 
in  a  ehort  afternoon's  dieoosaon.    The 
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example  of  Amerioa  has  been  cited ;  bat 
I  think  anybody  who  has  travelleid  in 
the  United  States,  most  have  noticed 
that  the  status  of  marriage  is  more  lightly 
treated  there  than  among  ourselves.  CT 
we  judge  by  the  transactions  iu  the 
American  Law  Oonrts  we  find  that  in 
one  State  the  proportions  of  divorcee  and 
marriages  is  11  and  12  pw  oent,  in 
another  12  and  11  per  cent,  and  in 
another  S  per  oent,  and  a  ohanee  in  the 
law  as  now  proposed  will  lead  to  this 
farther  imitation  of  the  Amerioan  prece- 
dent, and  the  proceedings  in  the  Divoroe 
Oourt  will  oome  to  be  regarded  in  a  very 
different  light  to  that  uey  ore  now.  I 
am  not  here  to  argue  in  favour  of  the 
18th  Ohapter  of  Leviticus,  but  there  are 
two  opinions  in  regard  to  it;  but  this  I 
will  say,  that  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  Sonpturee  you  find  this 
principle  laid  down  and  reoogniEed, 
that  man  and  wife  ore  one  fleeh,  and 
it  follows  that  the  ties  of  kinship 
must  be  recog^ieed.  Once  break  through 
this  principle,  and  yon  injure  the  sano- 
tity  of  the  marriage  laws  in  the  sight  of 
the  large  majority  of  the  people  of  this 
country.  I  do  not  find  there  is  ao^ 
anxiety,  among  the  people  to  have  thie 
alteration  made.  I  know  more  about 
the  feeling  in  the  oountry  than  in  the 
towns;  andcertainly,  in  the  agricultural 
districts,  I  have  never  heard  any  wish 
expressed  for  the  change,  and  no  feeling 
expressed  but  that  of  scorn,  or  perhaps 
'>i^,  tot  those  who  have  broken  this  law. 
!t  cannot,  I  believe,  beshown  that  there  is 
any  real  desire  for  this  Bill  in  Scotluid. 
The  hon.  Uember  for  Boxburgh  points 
to  opinions  held  by  certain  members  of 
the  Free  Church ;  and  I  daresay  many 
of  them  may  be  found  desirous  of  the 
change,  if  for  nothiiifl>  else,  because 
'^  ay  think  this  is  one  of  the  many  ways 
which  the  influence  of  the  Established 
Ohuroh  may  be  undermined.  I  know  it 
to  be  the  Caut  that  many  gentlemen 
holding  views  inimical  to  the  Established 
Ohnrch  are  very  anxious  that  this  Bill 
should  pass  into  law;  hnt  this  cannot 
be  advanced  to  show  that  there  is  any 
general  feeling  among  the  community. 
As  Lord  Oiums  once  said,  this  reetrio- 

comas  down  to  as  from  the  earliest 

date,  and,  if  you  extend  or  abolish  it, 
you  lead  ns  into  difflcnltiee  and  per- 
plexities of  wUch  it  ie  impossible 
to    see   the  end.     The   hon.  Member 
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for  InremeeB  has  pointed  oat  the 
absurdity  of  the  poaition  under  whioh  a 
man  mig'bt  marry  his  etep-mother,  and 
it  ia  not  to  unoommon  a  thing  for  a 
father  and  son  to  marry  Biuteie.  I  do 
not  think  that  it  ia  wise  to  ait«r  the 
law  to  allow  of  aach  a  poaition.  That 
the  marriase  lave  of  Scotland  require 
reform  I  allotr,  but  not  auch  a  reform 
as  thia.  It  is  said  this  is  a  working 
man'a  question ;  but  I  deny  that  there  ia 
any  feeling  among  that  olaaa  in  favour 
of  this  Bill.  The  help  for  hia  children  a 
widower  of  the  worKing  dIebs  receivea 
now  from  hia  aiater-in- law  would  be  lees 
freely  given  under  this  Bill,  and  he  will 
hesitate  to  avail  bimaelf  of  her  help  in 
hia  houaehold.  The  example  of  Canada 
and  other  Colonies  ia  oited,  but  I  do  not 
aooept  the  doctrine  that  becanae 
thoae  Ooloniee  do  what  we 
aider  wrong,  that,  therefon 
should  do  wrong  with  them.  The 
people  of  Scotland  have  always  been 
opposed  to  thia  proposal,  and  I  believe 
that  feeling  oontinueaaa  atrong  as  ever. 
The  (General  Assembly  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland  mnat  carry  great  weight,  for  it 
ia  a  body  whereon  every  pariah  in  Scot- 
land ia  repreaented ;  and  more  or  leas  it 
must  embody theopinion  of  every  pariah, 
and  the  General  Assembly  is  strongly 
opposed  to  this  change.  The  Bishops 
and  Cle^j  of  the.  Episcopal  Church 
have  repeatedly  passed  resolution  a 
condemning  the  proposal.  If  we  go  to 
l^al  opinion,  I  aek  hon.  Geotlemen  to 
note  the  opinions  of  Lord  Chancellors, 
who  may  he  taken  as  the  brightest  lumi- 
naries of  English  law  on  the  auhject. 
Take  the  speeches  of  Lord  Hatherlsy, 
Lord  St.  Leonards,  Lord  Cairns,  Lord 
Selbome,  and  I  believe  I  can  include 
the  present  Lord  Chancellor,  and  you 
will  find  they  express  opinions  distinctly 
opposed  t«  this  Bill.  I  know  that  one 
Lord  Chancellor,  Lord  Westbury,  was 
of  a  ooDtrary  opinion;  but,  with  all 
resmct,  I  do  not  think  he  was  a 
EcoleuBstical  lawyer,  and  I  know 
Bramwell  supporta  the  principle  of  this 
Bill.  But  the  strength  of  legal  opinion 
is  in  favour  of  keeping  the  Uw  as  it  is. 
Oertainly  no  strong  reasons  have  to-day 
been  urged  in  favour  of  an  alteration. 
Until  such  reasons  are  laid  down  forcibly 
and  clearly  with  the  oonourrenoe  of 
Scottish  opinion,  I  ahall  oppoae  this 
Bill.  The  movement  in  favour  of  the 
Mr.  M.  J.  StuMTt 
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Bill,  such  as  it  is,  emanates  &om  pud 
officials  in  the  office  for  the  promotion 
of  this  measure ;  it  is  not  an  agitation 
arising  spontaneously  in  the  country. 
These  gentlemen  take  upon  themselves 
to  instruct  and  mislead  Membera  of  Par- 
liament, who  in  tarn  endeavour  to  mia- 
lead  the  country ;  hut  the  consensaa  of 
public  opinion  ia  utterly  opposed  to  the 
proposal. 

Mb.  B.  WILLIAMSON  (KUmar- 
nock) :  I  hope  the  Rouse  will  permit 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill.  The 
hon.  Memb  r  who  has  just  eat  down 
has  urged  objections  which  will  not,  I 
think,  carry  much  weight.  He  says  the 
movement  in  favour  of  the  Bill  arises 
very  much  out  of  feelings  of  oppoation 
to  the  Established  Church,  but  I  have 
only  to  point  to  the  paper  which  has 
been  circulated  among  hon.  Members 
to-day,  and  the  signatures  to  the  peti- 
tions presented,  to  indicate  that  the  Bill 
has  the  support  of  members  of  the 
Established  Cburoh  alike  with  thoae  of 
of  the  Free  and  the  United  Pres- 
byterian Churches.  The  Eatabliahed 
Church  has  no  place  at  all  in  this  con- 
troversy, and  I  am  extremely  sorry  the 
hon.  Member  introduced  the  allusion. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcudbright 
saya  the  effect  of  the  Bill  will  be  topre- 
vest  the  deceased  wife's  siater  from 
undertaking  the  duties  of  guardian  of 
her  sister's  obildren,  for  whioh  she  ia 
specially  fitted.  We  may  put  aside  the 
question  as  regards  persona  among  the 
wealthier  olaases  ana  the  social  arrange- 
ments there,  but  consider  the  poaition  of 
a  poor  man,  left  without  a  wife,  and  with 
three  or  four  or  more  young  children. 
He  may  live  in  one  or  two  rooms,  and 
the  reault  of  the  siater  coming  to  live 
with  him  has  been  touched  upon  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Boxburgh 
in  his  referenoes  to  the  Heport  of  toe 
Commissioa  of  1B4S.  The  inevitable 
reault  under  the  present  system  is  to 
inoreaae  ille^timocgr.  We  would  do 
away  with  this  scandal.  Marriage  with 
a  deceased  wife's  siater,  we  are  told,  is 
opposed  to  the  teaching  of  Scripture. 
For  myself,  I  believe  in  the  teaching  of 
Scripture,  and  have  tried  to  inf()tm  my- 
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self  on  this  point,  bat  I  oan  fiod  so 
teaobing  ia  Scripture  opposed  to  the 
principle  of  this  Bill.  That  maa  and 
wife  are  one  Sesh  is  quite  true  in  a  cer- 
tain figurative  eense,  but  man  and  wife 
can  onl;  be  one  flesh  so  long;  as  they 
are  alive  together  on  earth.  Scripture 
raises  do  obstacle  and  sets  np  no 
hindrance  when  the  vrife  has  left  this 
world ;  man  and  wife  are  then  no  longi 
one  flesh.  But  this  is  eo  well  under- 
stood, I  think,  that  it  would  be  wasting 
time  to  detain  the  House  my  longer. 
With  reference  to  the  illustratioa  brought 
forward  b;  the  hon.  Member  for  Inrer- 
ness,  it  should  be  remembered  that, 
whatever  there  ia  ofifenaive  tn  the  idea 
permitted  at  the  present  time  when 
father  and  son  can  marry  sisters.  In 
the  interests  of  sanctity,  I  support  tbe 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 

•Sir  OHAS.  DALEYUPLE  (Ipswich); 
To  the  principle  upon  which  the 
Bill  is  founded  I  riiust  offer  every 
possible  opposition.  I  am  sorry  the  hon, 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down  missed 
altogether  the  point  of  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Inremess.  for 
althongh  I  do  not  think  this  is  a  subject 
for  joking,  the  hon.  Member  did 
succeed  in  reducing  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  to  something  like  an  absurdity. 
The  words  of  the  Bill  which  led'  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  are  "any 
law,  custom,  canonical,  or  other  obstacle 
or  impediment  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing," ao  that  it  would  seem 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  would  annul 
a  marriage  of  the  deceased  wife's  sister 
with  another  man  should  her  brother- 
in-law  desire  the  union.  It  strikes  me 
SB  especially  offensive  that  this  Bill 
should  be  applied  to  Scotland  only. 
My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bozburghshire  says  it 
is  the  fortune  of  the  btJlot  that  brought 
hie  BiU  to  the  top,  but  there  is  another 
Bill  lower  down  on  the  orders  of  the 
day  applicable  to  the  United  Kingdom ; 
and  I  assume  the  Bills  are  alike  ia  their 
object.  I  cannot  but  surmise  the  ob- 
jeot  is  to  pass  this  Bill  for  Sootland  in 
order  that  the  fact  may  supply  an  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  the  second  Bill.  The 
hon.  Member  told  us  of  the  great  interest 


this  Bill  excites  in  Scotland,  bat  I  conid 
not  but  think  that  the  statement  was 
somewhat  qualified  by  tbe  fact  that 
while  he  waa  speaking  there  were  only 
nine  Scotch  representatives  behind  him, 
and  generally  when  a  Scotch  qaestion 
is  under  discussion,  Scotch  Members 
are  not  remiss  in  their  attendance.  The 
hon.  Member  alluded  to  the  growth  of 
public  opinion  in  favour  of  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  I  am  not  sure  that  I  agree 
with  him  in  regard  to  the  opinion  among 
religious  denominations,  but  I  noticed 
tfaat  he  passed  very  lightly  over  the 
opinion  of  the  United  Presbyterian  and 
Free  Churches.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
whojust  sat  down  derided  tbe  signatures 
attached  to  the  paper  which  I  hold  in 
my  hand. 

Mb.  S.  WILLIAMSON :  I  did  not 
deride  the  signatures. 

*SiB  G.  DALRYMPLE :  Amongst  the 
ngnatories  a  notable  number  belong  to 
the  Free  Church,  and  men  having  very 
great  weight  amongst  Free  Churohmen 
are  represented  in  the  list.  And  then, 
if  we  go  into  the  question  of  denomina- 
tions,  we  find  that  all  the  Bishops 
belonging  to  the  Episcopal  Church  of 
Scotland  have  signed  it.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  referred  to  the  Bo- 
man  Catholics,  and  no  doubt  they  are  a 
very  important  body,  but  it  is  to  he  re- 
membered  that  in  that  COiurch  a  Papal 
dispensation  has  to  be  obtained,  and  such 
dispensations  are  sometimes  given  ia 
rather  curious  cases,  as,  for  instance,  in 
the  recent  disgusting  marriage  of  the 
Duke  of  Aosta  with  his  niece.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Boxbarghahire  said  that  on 
70  different  occasions  there  have  beeo 
majorities  in  favour  of  this  Bill,  but 
sorely  he  is  under  a  misappreheneion — 
sorely  he  means  not  that  there  bare  been 
majorities  on  70  occasions,  but  that 
there  have  been  70  divisions  on  thisBilL 
The  oases  of  those  who  have  broken  the 
law  are  brought  up,  and  it  is  sought  to 

'  re  them  relief  by  this  measure,  but  I 
not  sympathise  with  the  endeavour, 
holding  that  those  who  have  broken  the 
law  must  take  the  oonsequences  of  their 
act.  And  then,  as  to  the  poor  man  argu- 
ment, it  must  be  remembered  that  it 
outs  two  ways.    It  is  said  that  a  poor 
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mail  wbose  wife  has  died  will  be  glad  to 
marr;  his  si  rter- in-law  to  take  oare  of 
bis  children ;  but  euppou  he  does  not 
want  to  marrj  his  sieter-in-law  ?  If  she 
is  a  possible  wife,  it  will  be  improper, 
aocording  to  the  ordinary  rulea  of 
morality  and  custom  for  her  to  remain 
resident  in  bis  boose.  The  sister-in-law 
no  doubt  ie  a  natural  guardian  of  a 
deoeased  sister's  children,  but  if  this 
Bill  passed  she  could  not  be  that  unless 
there  was  a  marriage,  fur  if  she  were  a 
marriageable  woman  and  went  to  lire  in 
her  brothet-in-law's  bouse  without 
marriage  the  state  of  things  would  be 
highly  improper.  But  as  a  matter  of 
&ct  there  ie  nothing  new  to  be  said 
this  subject,  on  wMch  I  have  never 
spoken  before.  But  as  I  am  a  Scotchman, 
and  was  formerly  a  Scotch  Member  for 
1 7  years,  I  oould  not  remain  silent  on  this 
ocoaaiou. 
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«Db.  OAUEBON  (Glasgow  OoUege) 
The  boo.  Member  for  Inremese-shire 
found  some  fault  with  the  drafting  of 
the  Bill.  Well,  I  am  willing  to  oonoede 
that  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  would 
hare  suooeeded  better  if  be  had  brought 
forward  a  simple  measure  repealing  the 
18th  chapter  of  LeTiticus  and  inserting 
whaterer  re-enactments  were  to  be  here- 
after enforced.  But  that  would  have 
been  even  less  agreeable  to  the  opponents 
of  this  Bill.  The  h&n.  Member  for 
InremesB  drew  for  us  a  picture  of  ab- 
surdities. The  case  he  gave  of  a  father 
and  son  marrying  sisters,  and  one  spoase 
in  each  case  dying,  is  not  applicable 
beoaose  such  a  marriage  would  be 
between  unele  and  niece,  or  nephew  and 
aunt  by  marriage,  which  is  Jorbidden. 
The  fact  is.  there  is  not  a  single  argu- 
ment to  be  brought  against  marriage 
with  a  deoeased  wife's  sister  from  a 
Booiol  pcaat  of  view  which  is  not  equally 
valid  Kniinst  any  seoond  marriage  what- 
ever. The  hon.  Baronet  opposite  talked 
about  the  pusition  in  whioh  a  deceased 
wife's  sister  would  be  placed  if  she  came 
into  a  broth  sr-in-law's  house  and  took 
charge  of  his  children ;  but  did  the  hon. 
Gentleman  never  hear  of  a  gentleman 
being  obliged  to  introduce  a  housekeeper 
into  his  house  to  look  after  his  children, 
or  a  governess  to  educate  them ;  and  I 
Sir  C.  BOryw^U 


trust  the  world  is  not  yet  so  oalommons 
and  censorious  that  it  will  refuse  to 
respect  the  position  of  a  marriageable 
woman  who  undertakes  the  oare  of 
children  under  buch  oiranmstancas. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcudbright 
drew  a  terrible  picture  of  what  might 
occur  if  men  were  to  be  allowed  to  marry 
their  deceased  wife's  sister.  He  said 
that  divorces  would'  become  more  fre- 
quent ;  and  if  that  is  the  sort  of  ail- 
ment whioh  is  brought  against  the  Bill 
I  would  ask  the  House  to  oonndw 
to  what  desperate  atraits  its  oppon- 
ents must  DO  reduced.  We  are 
asked  "  Who  seeks  this  Bill ;  who  de- 
mands it  ?  "  My  reply  is,  "  Uy  oon- 
stituents  have  demanded  it— a  poor 
working  class  constituency.  When  a 
wife  dies  in  one  of  their  households 
amongst  working  men,  the  widower  is 
oompdled  to  ohoose  from  three  or  four 
people  who  is  to  take  charge  of  his 
children.  He  would  either  dLoobb  bis 
mother,  his  deoeased  wife's  mother,  his 
sister,  or  his  sister-in-law,  being  unable 
to  obtun  a  housekeeper  from  outude  the 
family  circle.  yery..often  it  is  the  de- 
ceased wife's  sister  he  chooses  it  reanlts 
that  it  would  have  been  much  better 
if  a  marria^  had  been  allowed  between 
them.  It  IB  greatly  to  the  credit  of 
human  nature  that,  under  present  cir- 
oumetancBS,  many  good  sisters-in-law 
do  some  into  the  Eouses  of  their  de> 
ceased  ■ister's  husband  to  look  after  his 
children.  The  fact  that  they  are  not 
eligible  for  marriage  does  not,  in  many 
cases,  protect  them  against  calumny, 
bat  they  are  willing  to  allow  sneers  to 
be  levelled  at  them,  and  if  thej  ore  able 
to  resist  sneers  now  thM^  would  be  able 
to  resist  them  if  this  Bill  became  law. 
One  point  whioh  has  not  yet  been 
referred  to  is  the  bearing  of  this 
subject  upon  Scottish  Criimnal  I«w. 
The  last  exposition  we  had  on  this  point 
ooourred  in  the  year  1705.  In  that  year 
a  marriage  of  tiiis  kind  was  contracted 
in  Scotland,  and  the  parties  were  pro- 
secuted for  incest.  The  woman,  un- 
fortunately, pleaded  guilty  and  was 
hanged.  The  mas  pleaded  not  guilty, 
and,  as  the  jury  reused  to  convict, 
he  was  simply  expelled  'furth'  the 
oonatry.  That  was  hardly  a  satis- 
factory solntbn  of  the  law,  and 
I  can  quite  nnderstand  that  men 
who  happen    to    hare    married  their 
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deceaaed  wife's  siater  forbear  giring  to 
the  Oonrt  of  Searion  to  teat  the  matter 
1>7  way  of  an  action  of  Deolarator  lest 
being  made  of  one  fleah  by  the  Ooort  of 
SeaaioQ  they  should  find  themaelraa 
divorced  by  the  nooae  of  the  hangman.  I 
do  not  know  what  the  law  aa  to  oapital 

fnniehment  for  thia  offenoe  now  is,  hut 
prefiame  it  remains  at  all  erenta  in  an 
obsolete  form,  as  it  was  in  I70S.  I 
adrocate  this  Bill,  not  from  a  theoretical 
point  of  view,  but  because  I  consider  it 
a  reform  urgently  demanded  by  a  lar^ 
number  of  working-men  in  the  ooaati- 
tnenoy  I  hare  the  honour  to  represent 
in  the  city  of  Olaagow— in  whtoh  city 
there  are  60,000  oonstituents,  a  lai^ 
proportion  of  them  beins  working-men. 
I  pronoanoed  emphatically  for  this  pro- 
posal when  I  entered  Pariiament  ISyears 
ago,  and  aerer  on  one  oooanon  have  my 
oonstituents  found  fault  with  me  tor 
the  position  I  hare  assumed.  But  as 
time  is  short  I  will  not  go  further  into 
the  matter,  and  will  merely  express  a 
hope  that  speeches  will  not  be  made  by 
English  Members  opposite  merely  for 
the  sake  of  talking  the  Bill  oat. 

Sra  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy):  I 
see  no  reason  why  only  one  kind  of 
affinity  as  a  bar  to  matriage  should  be 
chosen  for  attack  and  other  kinds  not 
interfered  with.  I  cannot  understand 
why  affinity  should  be  altogether  dis- 
regarded. If  a  man  may  marry  hie 
sister-in-law,  why  should  not  a  woman 
marry  her  deceased  husband's  brother? 
I  am  familiar  with  a  country  in  which  a 
woman  is  not  only  allowed  bat  compelled 
to  marry  her  daoeaaed  husband's  brother. 
That  is  the  law  both  of  the  Aryan  and 
the  Semitia  races.  I  am  in  favour  of 
the  principle  underlying  this  measure, 
but  I  view  the  BUI  with  no  farour,  for 
I  regard  it  as  the  result  of  a  mere 
agitation  got  up  by  a  certain  societv. 
As  the  Bill  does  not  deal  with  the  whole 
oneation,  I  would  rather  walk  out  of  the 
House  than  reoord  my  rote  one  way  or 
the  other. 

•OoLONsi.  MAKINS  (Essex,  B.E.) :  I 
hare  constantly  opposed  all  Bills  of  this 
kind,  and  I  always  shall.  I  rise  to  speak 
OB  this  measure,  though  its  scope  is  rani' 
fined  to  Scotland,  beoauie  I  beliero  that 

VOL.  COOXXXIV.  [thibd  skriis.] 


this  Scotch  Bill  is  a  mere  stalking-horse 
for  the  more  general  Bill  which  stands 
a  little  lower  down  on  the  Order  Vtipn, 
The  argument  need  by  almost  ereryono 
who  has  hitherto  spoken  in  fhronr  of  the 
Bill  is  that  public  opinion  is  in  farour  of 
.t,  and  that  public  opinion  is  growing  is 
farouiof  it.  'Well,IamnotBtaUBaiethat 
the  time  will  not  oome  whm  there  may 
be  a  majority  of  people  in  farour  of  it ; 
but  that  time  has  not  yet  come,  Ifit  be 
a  question  so  very  near  the  hearts  of  the 
conadtuenciea  in  general,  why  ia  it  not 
made  a  teat  question  at  an  election  ? 
Has  any  Goremment  even  taken  the 
question  up,  or  eren  giren  facilities  for 
pushing  it  forward  ?  If  the  qneetion 
were  one  in  which  any  great  part  of  the 
people  felt  an  earnest  interest,  no 
Goremment  would  be  able  to  resist  the 
pressure,  but  would  have  to  take  the 
matter  up  and  le^slate  on  it.  But  eren  if 
the  time  comes  when  there  is  a  majority 
in  favour  of  this  change  in  the  law,  I 
contend  that,  if  anything  is  done  at  all, 
the  whole  question  of  the  Marriage 
I^ws  ought  to  be  dealt  with  generally.  It 
might  be  desirable  to  allow  such 
marriages  to  be  entered  into  drillr;  bat 
I  object  to  any  interference  with  the 
attitude  adopted  with  regard  to  them  by 
religious  bodies.  To  legalize  such  inter- 
ference would  offend  the  religions  fed- 
ings  of  a  large  number  of  the  people  of 
this  country.  No  doubt  it  would  be 
desirable  to  rimplif^,  as  far  as  possible, 
the  Marriage  Law,  eepedally  in  Scotland, 
where  it  is  in  the  greatest  muddle ;  bat 
I  contend  that  this  measure  would  not 
simplify  the  matter,  but  would  only  render 
it  more  complicated.  It  would  intro- 
duce absorditiee  even  greater  than  those 
wMoh  now  exist.  BeaideB,  it  oontains 
the  old  rioe  which  has  characterized 
erery  Bill  of  thia  kind — the  vice  of  being 
retrospectire— [Owf  o/' "Divide!"] — 
those  who  hare  taken  the  law  into  their 
own  hands  are  to  be  whitewashed,  and 
their  illwali^  is  to  be  rendered  legal  by 
(d  this  Bill.    Of  eoune,  in  the 


matter  of  religions  legally  tiie  Bill 
oould  not  operate,  as  it  would  not  alter 
the  riew  or  anyone,  and  I  am  sure  that 


>  deal  with  the  anhjeot  in  this'  |dede- 
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meal  faahion,  offending  the  vast 
majori^  of  the  religious  people  of  this 
country,  would  be  a  fatal  mistake. 
[CWm  of  "Diride!"]  I  oan  quite 
understand  the  impatienoe  of  hon. 
Gaotleinen  opposite,  but  I  oan  aaeare 
them  it  is  not  my  intention  to  endeavour 
to  talk  the  Bill  out.  I  have  always  telt 
Tery  atran^y  on  the  matter,  and  hare 
often  raised  my  Toiee  against  the  object 
of  the  Bill,  and  whenever  a  measure  of 
this  kind  is  under  disouBaion  I  shall  feel 


•Mb.  J.  P.  B.  BOBERTSON:  I  rise 
in  response  to  the  challenge  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Uember  for  Boxbnrghshire 
to  say  a  few  words  as  to  the  present 
state  of  the  Scotch  law  as  to  these 
marriages.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber said  the  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  har- 
monize the  Statate  Law  with  what  is 
already  the  Oommon  Law  of  Scotland, 
and  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill  asserts  that 
the  law  of  Scotland  is  in  serious  doubt 
on  this  point.  But  who  has  any  doubt  ? 
Will  any  Scotch  lawyer  get  up  and 
assert  that  the  law  of  Scotland  is  not 
perfectly  dear  and  distinctly  opposed  to 
ttiese  marriages ?  The  hoa.  andleamed 
Member  has  relied  on  some  Aigitive 
opinion  of  Lord  Fraser,  bat  in  a  treatise 
pablished  by  that  learned  Judge  within 
tiie  last  few  years  such  mamages  are 
distinctly  stated  to  be  contrary  to  the 
Scotch  Law.  It  is  not  true  that  the 
Scotch  Law  is  based  on  a  chapter  in 
LeviticuB.  By  two  Statutes  of  the 
Scottish  Parliament  passed,  one  before 
and  another  at  the  time  of  the  Beroln- 
tion  Settlement,  the  Confession  of  Faith 
was  made  part  of  the  Statute  Law  of 
Scotland,  the  Oonfessioa  of  Faith  con- 
tains as  one  of  its  Articles  that ' '  A  man 
shall  not  marry  any  of  his  wife's  kindred 
nearer  than  any  of  his  own,"  and  that 
Article  is  in  accordance  wi^  the  con* 
■oienoe  and  practice  of  the  Sootch  people 
for  generations. 

Db.  CAHEBON  rose  in  his  ^aoe, 
and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  pat" 

Question  put,  <■  That  the  Queation  be 
now  put" 

CvUmuI  MaJeint 


The  House  divided:  —  Ayes  303  : 
Noes  131.— {Div.  List,  No.  61.) 

Question  put  aocordlngly,  "  That  the 
word  'now'  stand  part  of  the  Qae*- 
tion." 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  184; 
Noes  181.— (Div.  List,  No.  62.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  oommttted 
for  Wednesday,  26tb  June. 


PRIVATE   BILL   00MMT8SI0HERS 
BILL.— [No.  163.]    QUESTION, 

Hk.  CRAIO  SELLAB  (Lanarkahire, 
Partiok) :  I  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasar^  whether  he  will,  after  Eaoter, 

fVe  facilitieB  for  the  discussion  of  this 
ill,  which  is  the  outcome  of  the 
deliberations  of  a  Joint  Oommittee  of 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  ? 

Ma.  J.  MOKLEY  (Newcasde) :  I 
can  confirm  what  the  hon.  Member  has 
said,  as  to  the  Bill  being  the  ontoome 
of  the  deliberations  of  a  Select  Oom- 
mittee. 

Sm  J,  MOWBRAY  (Oxford  Uni- 
versity) :  Perhaps  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  could  arrange  for  the  matter 
to  be  discnssed  some  Tuesday  in  Haj. 

Sib  J.  FEASE  (Durham,  Barnard 
Oaatle):  I  would  point  oat  that  there 
was  only  a  small  majori^  of  the  Oinn- 
mittee  in  favour  of  the  principle  of  ths 
BiU. 

*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  aware  of  the 
importanoe  of  the  subject,  and  should  be 

flad  if  the  Bill  ooold  be  discussed,  bat 
am  afraid  that  I  cannot  enter  into  any 
engagement  in  the  matter.  I  hope, 
however,  that  an  opportunity  will  ba 
found  for  proposing  Uie  fieoond  Beading^ 
in  the  course  of  the  Session. 
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Bead  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

It  being  Six  of  the  clock,  Mr.  Speaker 
adjourned  the  House  without  Question 
pat. 
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Head  !■ ;  10  ba  printed ;  and  to  be  read  2'  on 
Tneada}-  next  (Tha  Earl  of  UilUown). 

BTTStNESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Moved,  "  That  ths  first  and  thiid  patagrapht 
of  StaDding  Order  No.  XXI.be  suspeDded,  and 
that  the  Motion  for  the  appointment  of  a  Chair- 
DUD  of  UotomitteM  have  preaedeace  of  the 
Olden  of  the  Day  and  NoliceB  which  siand 
before  it;  "—{rA»«arjim»o/Sa(i»*ury). 

Agreed  to. 

THE  CHAIRMAN   OF  COMMITTEES. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SEO- 
EETAEY  OF  STATE  Foa  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury), in  rising  to  move — 

■'That  the  Lord  Balfour  of  Burley^  be  ap- 
pointed to  take  the  Chair  in  all  Committeea  of 
this  House  for  the  remainder  of  this  Sesuon ; 
that  the  Lord  Balfour  of  Burley  do  take  the 
OhaJi  in  all  Committees  of  the  ntule  House  un- 
iMg  it  shall  hare  been  otherwise  direeted  by  the 
Bouse :  that  the  Lord  Balfour  of  Burley  do 
also  take  the  Choir  ia  oil  Committees  upon 
Private  Bills  and  other  matters  unless  where  it 
■hall    have    been    otherwise  directed   by   the 

said:  M7  Lords,  when  I  made,  in  this 
Hoase,  a  similar  Motion,  four  years  ago, 
I  little  thought  it  would  ever  be  my  lot 
to  repeat  it.  It  is  an  invidious  motion 
to  make,  because  it  involres  a  q^uestion 
of  preference,  and  it  exposes  the  man 
who  makes  it  to  the  imputation  of  not 
being  sufficiently  alive  to  the  merits  of 
those  whom  he  may  sincerely  respect, 
but  who  are  not  the  objects  of  his 
Motion.     It  is  a  Motion  on  which   I 
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certainly  shall  not  propose  to  detain  your 
Lordships  long.  The  very  nature  of  it 
— the  very  fact  that  we  are  argbing  a 
personal  question  in  the  presence  of  tha 
persons  to  whom  we  refer — makes  it 
impossible  that  our  argumeDts  should 
be  long,  or  that  we  should  dwell 
upon  them  with  great  emphasis. 
On  the  other  hand,  thouch  we  are 
not  able  to  go  at  any  length  into 
these  questions,  we  hare  the  happiness 
of  knowing  that  the  noble  Lords 
whose  qualifications  are  under  coneidera-' 
tion  are  well  known  to  all  Members  of 
the  House,  and  that  they  are  as  capable 
of  forming  a  judgment  as  we  are  who 
make  a  Motion  on  the  subject  and  re- 
commend a  judgment  to  the  House. 
With  regard  to  another  noble  Lord  whose 
name  I  see  the  noble  Earl  opposite  has 
put  upon  the  Paper,  I  will  only  espresa 
in  passing  the  very  great  respect  which 
not  only  I,  but  I  am  sure  all  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  feel  for  him  both  In 
his  individual  and  his  public  capaoitr. 
And  I  wish  carefully  to  guard  myself 
from  being  supposed  to  utter  a  word 
which  is  diBrespectfuI  to  him  in  the 
language  which  I  am  going  to  employ. 
On  the  contrary,  I  prefer  to  pass  by  the 
question  of  the  alternative  altogether, 
and  in  the  very  few  remarks  which  I 
have  to  make  confine  myself  to  pointing 
out  the  reaaoDB  which  appear  to  me  to 
make  it  desirable  to  elect  Lord  Balfour 
of  Burley  to  be  the  successor  of  the 
Duke  of  Buckingham,  whom  we  so 
much  lament.  My  Lords,  Lord  Balfour 
is  well  known  to  you  as  a  noble  Lord 
who  has  taken  the  deepest  interest  in 
the  Private  Business  of  this  House,  who 
is  well  acquainted  with  the  Standing 
Orders  and  the  Business  of  the  House, 
who  has  token  a  leading  part  in  all 
discussions  which  concern  the  interior 
management  and  condact  of  this  House. 
3K 
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He  is  a  man  also  well  known  to  7011  for 
great  oapaoity  and  singular  industry ;  a 
man  of  business,  a  man  vho  has  ac- 
quired in  other  fields  among  his  own 
oountrymsn  great  influence  and  great 
estimation,  and  who  has  received  much 
public  employment.  I  will  not  enu- 
merate the  Tarious  oocaaionB  on  which 
he  has  had  public  employmsnt,  but  Z 
will  merely  recall  to  the  minds  of  yonr 
Iiordships  one  duty  which  he  bad  to 
perform,  which  was  a  dnty  of  a  critical 
and  difficult  character,  and  which 
brought  out  very  forcibly  a  capacity 
for  dealing  with  busiaesa,  whiob  is  one 
of  his  great  qualifications — T  refer  to 
his  conduct  of  the  Local  Gkivemment 
Bill  through  this  House  last  year.  It 
was  a  Bill  full  of  detail,  full  of  questions 
of  businesa,  a  Bill  as  to  which  there 
was  much  danger  that  it  might  be 
wreoksd  or  seriously  injured  in  this 
House,  where  many  different  opinions 
might  prevail  on  matters  with  whioh 
yonr  Lordships  wore  exceptionally 
familiar;  but  he  conducted  it  through 
with  that  grasp  of  subject  and  that  per- 
fect knowledge  of  detail  which  met  every 
questioner  and  answered  every  objection, 
and  he  succeeded  in  uniting  your  Lord- 
ehips  without  difficulty  in  maintaining 
the  main  principle  of  the  Bill.  My 
noble  Friend  occupies  a  position  in  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  I  only  refer  to 
that  in  order  to  meet  by  anticipation  a 
criticism  which  I  remember  t^e  noble 
Earl  opposite  addressed  to  me  with 
reference  to  the  noble  Duke  who  was  the 
last  holder  of  the  office.  He  said  to  me, 
"Why,  if  you  admire  his  business 
eapacity,  have  you  not  included  him  in 
yonr  Government  ?  "  Whatever  justice 
or  injustice  there  was  in  that  argument 
on  that  occasion,  it  is  an  argument 
which  is  inapplicable  now.  My 
Lords,  there  is  only  one  other  con- 
sideration which  makes  me  thtnk 
at  the  present  time  that  Lord  Balfour 
of  Burley  would  be  a  singularly 
fit  occupant  of  this  Ohair.  Our 
eyatem  of  private  buainess  has  many 
anomalies  and  defects,  and  I  think  that 
those  anomalies  and  defects  are  some- 
what exaggerated  in  some  quarters; 
but  the  only  part  of  the  country  where 
it  meets  with  real  hostility,  and  from 
which  a  demand  for  a  change  comes 
with  great  vehemence,  is  Scotland.  I 
feel  that  in  the  discussions  which  lie 
before  us  in  respect  to  private  busineas, 
n»  MarguMi  of  Salithtin/ 


and  in  the  conduct  of  any  efforts  that 
we  may  make  for  improving  its  proce- 
dure, and  for  meeting  the  complaints 
from  Scotland  to  which  I  have  referred, 
it  will  be  a  great  advantage  to  have  ae 
the  representative  of  the  conduct  of 
private  business  in  this  House  the  man 
through  whose  hands  some  of  the  most 
important  portions  of  it  passed  a  noble 
Lord  who  has  eetabliehed  a  great  in- 
fluence in  Scotland,  and  who  is 
thoroughly  trusted  by  the  men  of  busi- 
ness in  that  country.  I  feel  that  that 
would  be  a  circumstance  of  great  ad- 
vantage, and  at  the  present  time  a 
Sootchman,  if  we  may  make  any  pre- 
ference among  the  three  Kingdoms,  is 
the  fittest  occupant  of  that  Chair.  My 
Lords,  I  will  only  venture  to  remind 
you  in  conclusion  that  there  is  one 
special  quali^  whioh  we  require  in  deal- 
ing with  our  Chairman  of  Oommittses, 
and  that  quality  is  stiflness  and  firm- 
ness. He  has  to  deal  with  a  body  of 
men  who  principally  are  remarkable  for 
the  variety  and  multiplicity  of  their  in- 
genious modes  of  carrying  their  objects 
into  efl'eot.  They  are  men  whose  appeals 
would  melt  any  heart  ordinarily  soft, 
and  whose  sophistry  would  confuse  any 
brain  that  was  not  exceptionally  oleor. 
They  are  some  of  the  cleverest  men 
which  the  country  can  produce,  and 
they  are  men  who  will  put  into  opera- 
tion every  means  they  can  em^oy  in 
order  to  carry  out  the  duty  whieh  they 
have  undertaken  to  their  clients.  In 
dealing  with  such  men,  I  ventured  to 
submit  to  your  Lordships  when  the 
Duke  of  Buckingham  was  appointed 
that  a  stem  and  stiff  character  was 
an  essential  qualifioation  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  lias  to  oooupy  that 
Chair.  In  addition  to  these  things  he 
must  have  a  great  knowledge  of  busi- 
neas, he  m.ust  be  a  man  in  whom  men 
repose  confidence  in  the  transaction  of 
business;  and  for  all  these  reasons  I 
move  that  the  name  of  Lord  Balfour  of 
Burley  be  the  one  selected  to  follow  that 
of  my  lamented  Friend  the  Duke  of 
Buckingham. 

Earl  aRANTILLE:  My  Lords, 
I  quite  agree  with  the  preface 
of  the  noble  Marquess's  speeoh, 
and  I  should  haye  preferred  if 
the  Leader  of  the  House  had  proposed 
a  Peer  for  the  Chairmanship  of  your 
Lordships'  Committees  who  would  have 
been  unanimously  considered  not  only 
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«s  a  good  oandidate,  but  as  the  beet. 
But,  as  on  tiielaat  oocaeion,  this  has  not 
been  found  possible.  The  ohoice  is  all 
the  more  important  for  the  House  itself 
and  for  the  public,  beoause,  although 
you  appoint  the  Chairman  at  the  be- 
pnning  of  every  Session,  yet,  from  the 
iOuatom  which  obtains,  the  first  appoint- 
ment is  hardly  more  pTorisional-  than 
the  selection  of  a  wife  tn  private  life. 
You  take  him  for  hotter  or  worse.  I 
wish  it  to  be  dearly  understood  that  I 
raise  no  obieotion  to  Lord  Balfour.  He 
has  of  late  years  deservedly  gained  the 
respect  of  your  Lordships,  and,  although 
I  must  bring  in  a  few  words  in  com- 
parison between  the  two,  as  it  is  our 
dnty  to  oompare  their  claims,  yet 
nothing  will  fall  from  me  offensive  to 
the  noble  Lord.  With  regard  to  his 
nationality,  I  confess  I  thought  the 
argument  on  that  point  was  a  little 
more  ingenious  than  conclusive,  and  it 
is  one  that  I  am  not  sure  will  not  be 
appreciated  by  the  Irish  Peers 
lAiom    I    see     opposite.      The    only 

aueetion  is  whether  this  would  be 
le  beat  possible  appointment  ?  When, 
three  years  ago,  I  proposed  Lord 
Morley,  I  dwelt  upon  the  com- 
plete fulfilment  in  this  House  of  the 
promise  which  his  great  distinction  at 
Oxford  had  given.  I  appealed  to  the 
w^  in  whiob  he  took  part  in  our 
debates,  the  authority  with  which  he 
conducted  the  business  of  the  impor- 
tant offices  which  he  had  represented 
here,  and  the  power  which  he  un- 
doubtedly possesses  of  getting  hold  of 
.  the  favourable  attention  of  the  House. 
I  mentioned  the  high  reputation  he 
had  obtained,  during  six  years  in  the 
Home  Office  and  five  years  in  the  War 
Office,  for  ability,  judgment,  and  tact, 
for  celerity  combined  with  accuracy. 
The  noble  Marquees,  three  years  ago, 
laid  great  strese  upon  the  Duke  of 
Buckingham's  experience  in  important 
offioes  of  the  State,  and  upon  his  having 
bad  the  training  of  a  Chairman  of 
Quarter  Sessions.  He  laid  it  down 
as  a  necessity  of  the  position  of  our 
Ghairokan  that  snfficient  authority 
should  be  attaohed  to  the  decisions 
which  he  gives.  He  should,  he  said, 
he  a  person  of  that  age,  experience,  and 
past  servioes  which  imposed  his  judg- 
ment upon  others.  Well,  Lord  Uorley 
was  for  many  years  a  Chairman  of 
Quarter    Sessions;    he  is  now  Deputy 


Chairman  of  the  County  Council.  He 
is  older  than  Lord  Balfour;  he  has 
been  twice  as  long  in  this  House,  and 
in  constant  attention  to  its  private 
business.  He  has  been  success- 
fully  performing  official  work  for  more  ' 
years  than  Lord  Balfour  has  done  for 
months.  In  stating  his  peculiar  quali- 
fications I  am  not  merely  giving  my  own 
opinion ;  they  were  recognized  three 
years  ago  by  Peers  from  each  of  the 
political  sections  of  the  Honse.  I  trust 
that  the  same  evidence  of  opinion  will 
be  forthcoming  this  evening,  more  es- 
pecially after  the  distinct  assurance 
which  has  been  given  by  the  noble 
Marquess,  and  on  which  I  entirely  place 
my  confidence,  that  he  wishes  to  exercise 
no  Party  influence  on  this  occasion.  My 
Lords,  I  move,  as  an  Amendment,  that 
Lord  MofIot's  name  be  suhatituted  for 
that  of  Lord  Balfour. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
"  Lord  Balfour  of  Burley  "  and  insert 
"  Earl  of  Morley."— [  7»«  Barl  ffranvills.) 

Thb  DtiKB  OF  ABEHGORN' :  I  rise 
to  second  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
Earl  opposite.  Z  hope  in  doing  so  that 
Z  am  not  taking  any  unusual  course, 
and  that  your  Lordshipe  will  not  think 
for  one  instant  that  I  am  in  any  way 
wavering  in  my  political  allegiance  to 
the  noble  Marquess.  On  the  contrary, 
I  may  say  that  that  allegiance  increases 
every  day.  Neither  can  it  he  said  that 
I  am  under  the  seductive  influence 
of  the  noble  Earl  opposite — thataeduc- 
Uve  influence  which  it  is  well  known  he 
ezercisea  open  several  noble  Lords  in 
this  House  and  many  other  persons 
outside  the  House.  The  noble  Marquess 
has  distinctly  stated  that  this  is  not  a 
political  matter,  and  that  the  House,  in 
making  its  selection,  is  to  be  guided  by 
its  own  opinion.  Therefore  I  trust  that 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Balfour)  who 
has  been  proposed  by  the  noble 
Marquess  will  not  think  that,  in 
seconding  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
Earl,  I,  in  any  way,  intend  to  show  dis- 
respect to  him.  On  the  contrary,  no 
one  m  this  Honse  admires  more  than 
I  do  the  great  ability  which  has  dis- 
tinguished that  noble  Lord  during  the 
time  he  has  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in 
this  House.  But,  to  speak  plainly  and 
straightforwardly  to  your  Lordships,  I 
think  that  Lord  Morley  has  the  first 
claim.  It  may  be  witMn  your  Lord- 
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abipa'  recollection  that  about  three  yean 
ago  the  Doble  Marquees  stated  that  the 
noble  Lord  to  bo  selected  as  Chairman 
of  OoMmitteea  should  be  one  who  had 
,  the  greatest  experience  of  private  and 
public  Committees.  For  that  reason 
the  Duke  of  Buckingham  was  selected. 
To  use  an  expression  which  may  not  be 
nnfamitiar  to  jonr  Lordshipn,  Lord 
Slorley  was  second  favourite  on  that 
occasion.  Now  that  the  circumetancee 
have  altered,  I  venture  to  think  that  he 
might  be  considered  first  favourite. 
His  Lordship  has,  during  his  21 
years  of  experience  in  this  House,  met 
with  the  approbation  of  your  Lordships, 
both  with  regard  to  his  studiousnees 
and  his  ability,  and  the  time  during 
which  he  was  free  from  the  trammels  of 
the  Qovernment  he  has  devoted  to  the 
rnivate  Committees  of  this  House. 
Upon  them  he  has  shown  ability,  quick- 
ness of  perception,  firmuees,  tact,  and 
oourtesy.  The  noble  Uatquess  has 
spoken  of  firmness  as  one  of  the  great 
attributes  which  ought  to  distinguish  the 
Chair.  That  attribnte  distinguishes  Lord 
Morley.  I  cannot,  my  Lords,  ait  down 
without  expressing  my  sorrow — a  sorrow 
which  I  am  sure  will  be  shared  by  all 
your  Lordships — at  the  reason  which 
has  brought  lis  here  to'day  in  order  to 
make  a  new  selection  of  Ohsirman. 
The  late  Duke  of  Buckingham  was  only 
a  few  daye  ago  among  us  and  suddenly 
was  taken  from  us.  His  loss  will  be  felt 
by  your  liOrdshtps,  and  especially  by 
those  with  whom  he  was  brought  in  con- 
tact in  connection  with  the  work  of  public 
and  private  Committees. 
On  question,   "That  the  words  pra- 

£oeed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
[otion,"    their    Lordships    divided : — 
Contents  77;  Not-Oontents  95. 

Kesolved  in  the  negative. 

It  was  then  moved  to  resolve,  "That 
the  Earl  of  Morley  be  appointed  to  take 
the  Chair  in  all  Committees  of  this 
House  for  the  remainder  of  this  Session; 
that  the  Earl  of  Morley  do  take  the 
Chair  in  all  Committees  of  the  Whole 
House,  unless  where  it  shall  have  been 
otherwise  directed  by  the  House;  th^t 
the  Earl  of-Morley  do  also  take  the 
Chair  in  all  Committoes  upon  Private 
Bille  and  other  matters,  nnlees  where  it 
flhW  have  been  otherwise  directed  by 
the  House." 

n»  JhtJu  of  Abftvm 
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Motion  agreed  to;  and  resolved  ac- 
cordingly. 

LXJNACT  ACTS  AMENDMENT    BILL 

<No.  9.) 

Amendment  reported  (according  to 
order). 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  moved 
to  insert  after  Clause  42,  page  26,  a  new 
olauae  as  fallows ; — 

i2A.— (I.]  Slechamcal  means  of  licdily  re- 
Btraict  shall  not  be  applied  to  any  InrAtic  unleu 
the  restraint  la  necessary  for  puTpooeg  of  sin^csl 
treatioent,  or  to  prerent  the  lunatic  from  injor- 
ing  himself. 

(2.)  Id  erei^  case  where  Bucb  regtraiut  is 
applied,  a  medical  certificate  shall,  as  soon  as  it 
can  be  obtained,  be  signed,  describing  the 
mechanical  metuis  used,  and  atatina;  the  grounda 
DpOD  nhich  the  certificate  ig  founded. 

(3,)  The  certificate  shall  be  signed,  in  the 
case  of  a  lunatic  in  an  asylum  or  hospital,  bj 
the  medical  superintendent  or  a  medic&I  officer 
thereof,  in  the  cose  of  a  lunatic  in  a  lioensed 
house,  by  the  medical  proprietor  or  medical 
attendant  of  the  house,  in  the  case  of.  a  lunatic 
in  a  varkhouse,  by  the  medical  ofBcer  of  the 
workhouse,  and  in  the  case  of  a  aiugle  patient, 
by  his  medical  attendant. 

(4.)  A  full  record  of  every  com  of  restraint 
by  mechanical  means  shall  be  kept  from  day  to 
day  ;  and  a  copy  of  the  records  and  certificate 
under  this  section  shall  be  sent  to  the  Cummis- 
aioners  at  the  end  of  every  quarter. 

(6.)  Any  person  who  acta  in  conttavration 
of  this  section  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanour. 

LoBD  HOBHOUSE  moved  to  insert 
after  the  first  sub-section  the  worda 
"  or  in  case  of  gross  violation  of  decenoy 
or  order," 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOKobieotod 
to  the  addition  as  inconsistent  with  the 
whole  theory  upon  which  this  amend- 
ment of  the  law  was  desirable — namely,  ■ 
that  the  person  directly  responsible  for 
the  application  of  mechanical  means  vi 
restraint  should  be  the  medical  officer. 

Further  Amendment  negatived. 

Lord  HOBHOUaE  moved,  after  the 
words  in  Sub-section  5,  "Any  person 
who  acts  in  contravention  of  this  sec- 
tion," to  insert  the  words  "except 
under  the  reasonable  belief  that  restraint 
is  necessary." 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  objected 
to  this,  but  consented  to  the  introduction 
of  the  word  "wilfully"  before  the 
word  "acts." 

The  new  Clause,  thus  amended,  vaa 
agreed  to. 

Farther  Amendments  were  made. 

Bill  to  be  read  3'  To-morrow. 


jo^CjOOglC 


1541 


Armn 


ABMY  (ANNUAL)  BILL.— [No.  35.) 
Order  of  the   Day  for   the    Second 
Seading  read. 

*LoKi)  THEING;  My  Lords,  whan  I 
put  a  qaestioQ  in  this  House  the  other 
^j  to  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Wat  (Lord  Harris),  my  noble  Friend 
admiuetered  to  me  a  rebuke  for  in- 
truding the  matter  of  Army  discipline 
upon  the  attenti^  «f  the  Souse  before 
making  myself  thoroughly  acquainted 
with  the  subject  Now,  X  may  say  that 
in  the  position  I  had  the  honour 
to  hold  during  various  Administra- 
tions under  sucoessive  Uiniaters  of  War 
the  Bubieot  of  military  diaoipline  was 
continually  under  my  consideratiou.  I 
prepared  the  eziattng  Code  of  Law  and 
-every  document  connected  with  that  law. 
"  The  Uaaual  of  Military  Law,"  which 
is  the  text  book  of  the  Army,  was  written 
under  my  auperintendenoe,  and  several 
chapters  by  my  own  hand.  Further, 
General  Elles,  now  Adjutant  General  in 
India,  then  Colonel  EUee,  was  deputed  to 
assist  me,  and  initiated  me  into  every  de- 
tail of  military  life  andmilitary  discipline. 
I  trust,  therefore,  your  Lordships  will 
pardon  me  if  I  take  an  interest  in  a  sub- 
ject which  has  been  my  study  for  many 
years.  Now,  with  respect  to  the  existing 
state  of  the  law  relating  to  military 
punishments,  I  wish  to  point  out  that 
the  Order  of  1887,  which  was  brought 
forward  and  formulated  by  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Dake  of  Cambridge,  the 
true  friend  of  the  soldier,  has  removed 
a  great  many  grievances  of  the  soldier, 
and,  as  has  been  well  said  by  a 
distinguished  officer,  it  has  effected 
a  complete  revolntion  in  military 
discipline  of  a  beneficent  character. 
It  diminished  crime  in  the  Army 
by  18  per  cent  immediateljr ;  it 
reduced  the  number  of  military 
Tirisonere  in  one  year  from  1,127  to  727. 
Haanot  the  time  come,  Task,  when  this 
beneficent  system,  which  is  now  only  a 
General  Order,  should  be  embodied  in  a 
statute,  and  that  the  soldier  should  not 
l)e  left  to  the  caprice  of  a  Court  Martial  i 
'There  is  only  one  possible  objec- 
tion that  I  can  conceive  to  em- 
bodyingthisreforminaStatute.  Weare 
often  told  that  it  is  desirable  to  keep 
over  the  head  of  the  soldier  the  possi- 
bility of  an  extreme  punishment  even 
for  trivial  oSencea  by  way  of  making  an 
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example  in  oases  where  general  insubor- 
dination prevails;  but  what  weib  the 
meaning  of  making  an  example  ?  I  have 
been  behind  the  military  curtain,  and  I 
say  that,  when  a  regiment  becomes  dis- 
organized and  gets  out  of  discipline,  it  is 
either  from  the  undue  laxity  or  the  unjust 
severity  of  its  incompetent  colonel,  and 
the  example  which  ought  to  be  made  in 
Buoh  a  oase  is  to  discharge  the  colond, 
and  not  to  unduly  punish  the  private 
soldier.  I  should  not  insist  so  much 
on  this  point  if  it  were  not  that  thd 
Sill  before  the  House  seems  to  afford 
little  hope  that  the  Government  io- 
tend  to  make  further  progress  iu  this 
line  of  legislation.  On  the  contrary, 
there  is  a  clause  in  it  which  I  hope 
has  crept  in  without  the  sanctioii  of 
the  Under  Secretary — a  clause  utterly 
and  absolutely  antagonistio  to  the  whole 
spirit  of  the  Order  of  1887.  The  pre- 
sent Code  diacrimiuates  between  offences 
agEunst  military  discipline  and  offences 
of  aa  immoral,  dishonest,  and  shameful 
character.  Yet  it  is  proposed  to  take 
men  guilty  of  such  merely  military 
offences  as  breaking  out  of  barraoks  and 
so  forth,  and  degrade  them  among  crimi- 
nals and  felons  of  the  worst  description. 
Then  there  is  another  point — the  effect 
of  the  military  law  upon  recruits.  In 
1883,  3,711  men  deserted;  of  those  2,106 
deserted  during  the  first  year  of  their 
service — that  was  two-thirds.  In  1884 
there  were  about  three-fourths.  In 
188S  about  two-fifths.  These  figures 
show  that  the  severity  of  the  military 
law  operates  against  the  suocssaftu 
recruiting  fur  the  Army.  Another 
point  is  that  it  ia  almost  impossible 
to  exaggerate  the  ignorance  of  officers 
in  the  law  which  they  have  to  administer. 
They  are  not  taught  that  law.  Instead 
of  making  the  officer  acquainted  with 
the  priuciplee  of  the  law  he  has  to  ad- 
minister, the  whole  examination  is 
taken  up  with  questions  which  encour- 
age him  to  learn  by  rote  a  few  technical 
details  utterly  useless  for  practical  pur- 
poses. It  may  be  objected  that  tlie 
officers  care  nothing  for  the  law  ;  they 
say — '' Confound  the  lawyers;  the  less 
we  have  of  them  the  better;"  and  I 
agree  with  their  condemnation  of  law  aa 
opposed  to  common  sense,  but  1  will 
undertake  to  say  that  any  man  who  has 
seen  any  number  of  Courts  Martial  must 
be  aware  that  of  all  technical  tribunalfl 
in  the  world  a  Court  Martial  te  the  most 
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addicted  to  teohnioalitieB,  aad  officers 
eatangle  themselres  in  legal  cobwebs, 
Thiofa  would  be  Bwept  away  in  a 
moment  by  a  magietrato  of  any  ex- 
perienoe,  Young  oficere,  although  men 
of  great  ability  and  wilting  to  learn, 
have  not  the  means  of  learning  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  law  which  they  have  to 
aamiuister,  and  the  examiners  have  not 
the  skill  to  elicit  such  knowledge  as  they 
have.  It  has  been  stated  that  it  is  not 
the  province  of  ^our  Lordships'  House 
to  consider  questions  of  disDipbne.  Is  it 
oonoeivable  that  if  it  ia  the  duty  of  the 
Houae  to  pass  a  Bill  of  this  descrip- 
tion, which  msDaofls  with  imprisonment, 
with  penal  eervitude,  and  with  death 
thousands  and  thousands  of  our  country- 
men, we  ought  not  to  look  into  this  Act 
and  scan  every  word  of  it?  Is  it  oon- 
oeivable  that  we  are  not  to  look  to  the 
administration  of  this  most  Draconian 
Ooda  and  to  see  wherever  possible  that 
jnatice  is  tempered  with  mercy  ? 
*Ths  under  secretary  op 
STATE  fob  war  (Lord  HAaaia) :  My 
Lords,  I  wish,  at  the  outset,  to  observe 
that  I  thoroughly  agree  that  it  is  not 
only  perfectly  justifiable,  but  eminently 
desirable,  that  a  noble  Lord  who  has  had 
Buobwideexperienceinmilitaryla' 
my  noble  Eriend  oppoaite  should  express 
his  riews  upon  a  BUt  of  this  character. 
The  general  tenour  of  the  noble  Lord'a 
remarks,  as  I  undarstand,  is  to  justify 
the  leniency  which  has  crept  into 
military  punishments  since  I6B7,  and 
ask  the  military  authorities  to  oonsiij 
whether,  as  time  pasaea,  it  would  not 
be  possible  and  wise  to  extend  that 
leniency  still  further.  The  noble  Lord 
will  quite  understand  that  on  a  question 
of  nulitary  discipline  of  this  kind,  and 
on  such  short  notice,  I  am  hardly  able 
to  give  an  answer  offhand  as  to  the 
extent  to  which  the  military  authorities, 
&om  the  experience  they  have  g:iined 
in  two  years,  would  bejustified  in  extend- 
ing that  more  lenient  system  of  dealing 
with  military  ofiencea.  The  military 
authoritiea  are  satisfied  with  the  experi- 
ence they  have  gained  up  to  the  present 
time,  and  it  is  only  reasonable  to  sup- 
pose that  tbey  will  be  prepared,  if  they 
find  that  that  experience  tends  in  the 
same  direction  in  future,  to  meet  the 
good  behaviour  on  the  part  of  the 
soldier  bv  a  proportionBto  relaxation  of 
the  bonds  wbicu  surround  him, 
noble  Lord  asks  whether  it  is  n 
Lord  TKring 


that  the  advantages  gained  by  ths 
General  Order  of  18&7  should  he  made 
law  by  an  Act  of  Parliament.  I  do- 
not  see  any  advantage  in  that, 
because  I  am  under  the  impression  that 
all  Oourts  Martial  nndewi  very  oarefuT 
scrutiny  both  from  the  Judge  Advocate^ 
Oenercu  and  also  from  the  office  of  tho- 
Adjntant  Q«neral.  I  think  the  soldier 
has  ample  security  against  an  anfair 
or  excessive  sentonoe  in  the  close  scru- 
tiny which  is  given  to  all  Court  Martial 
sentences.  The  noble  Lord  objects  to- 
Olause  4  in  the  Bill  because  it  sends 
dismissed  &om  the  Army  to  a  civil 

Sirieon,  where  they  have  to  consort  with 
elons.  Although  this  is  a  change  in 
the  Act  of  1881,  it  is  a  return  to  thfr 
prinoipleaofthe  Act  of  1847.  Thenoble- 
Lord  must  remember  that  a  soldier  who 
has  been  dismissed  with  ignominy  ia  only 
subjected  to  that  extreme  penalty  aSler 
a  series  of  the  very  worst  ooencee — after 
having  shown  himself  a  thoroughly  bad 
character.  Such  a  man  is  not  worth 
keeping  in  the  Army  ;  and  the  object  is- 
to  free  from  military  prisons  those  mea 
who  are  not  worthy  of  returning  to  the 
Army.  That  is  the  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment, and  I  trust  that  the  noble  Lord 
will  see  that  it  is  a  desirable  change  to^ 
keep  from  the  society  of  soldiers  men 
who  at  the  dose  of  their  sentence  are  not 
thought  worth  returning  to  the  Army. 
As  to  military  education,  I  would  point 
out  to  the  noble  Lord  that  it  is  some- 
what difficult  in  the  conree  of  an  offioer'a- 
oareer  to  make  him  both  a  first-rat» 
lawyer  and  a  first-rate  soldier.  Th» 
officer's  time  is  limited.  The  object  of  th» 
education  given  to  the  officer  before  enter- 
ing the  Army  and  afterwards  isto  make- 
him,  first  of  all,  a  first-rato  soldier,  and 
then  as  good  a  lawyer  as  time  will 
permit.  Military  law  ia  included  ia  th» 
syllabuB  at  Sandhurst  and  Woolwich,  and 
it  is  also  included  in  the  examinationa 
for  promotion.  These  facts  show  the- 
anxiety  on  the  part  of  the  military 
authorities  to  give  officers  every  oppor- 
tunity of  obtaining  experience  in  iMal 
matters.  I  am  inclined  to  thiok  uafr 
an  officer  of  the  present  day  has  to- 
much  to  learn  that  it  is  not  always  found 
easy  to  attend  lectures  on  legal  subject* 
such  as  the  noble  Lord  referred  to. 
All  these  suggestions,  however,  whiolk 
the  noble  Lord  has  made,  will  receive 
the  very  closest  attention  from  th» 
military  authorities,  and  I  am  oertain 


joyCjOOgle 


154« 


Ineomt  Tax 


t  OkarittM. 


154& 


aloo  &om  mj  right  hon.  Friend,  Mr. 
Stanhope. 

*LoBD  NAPIEB  OP  HAGDALA :  The 
noble  Lord  has  dealt  very  severely  vith 
Oourts  Martial.  I  think  there  are  very 
few  officers  who  hare  hod  more  Oourts 
Martial  pass  through  their  hands  than  ' 
X  have,  except  those  oonneoted  with  the 
headquarters  of  the  Department,  and 
I  must  say  that  a  Oourt  Uartied  ia  a 
very  fair  OourL  It  is  conducted  with 
great  solemnity.  Before  a  man  is  sen- 
tenced by  OouTt  Martial  his  character — 
that  is,  his  defaulter's  sheet  is  placed 
before  the  members  of  the  Oourt— 
they  jud^e  not  merely  by  the  crime, 
bat  they  judge  by  the  accumulation  of 
orime.  A  man  reoeires,  in  the  first 
instance,  a  very  gentle  punishment. 
The  officers  are  very  tender  and  gentle 
to  offenders,  who  are  at  first  warned 
and  reprimanded;  and  anyone  looking 
at  the  FtAimentsl  books  can  see  how 
careful  officers  are  to  deal  gently  with 
men  for  their  first  offences.  If  the 
soldier  repeats  bis  offence  after  being 
warned  he  is  punished  slightly,  and 
hoary  punishment  only  comes  after 
repeated  offences.  I  do  not  know  at 
this  moment  whether  Courts  Martial  in 
this  country  are  attended  by  the  Deputy 
Judge  Advocate  Qeneral,  but  until 
recently  every  Oourt  Martial  in  India, 
where  it  was  possible,  was  attended  by 
a  gentleman  who  had  studied  the  law 
particularly.  But  military  laws  are 
rery  simple  ;  the  facts  constituting  the 
offence  are  generally  very  simple  ones, 
and  there  areeye- witnesses  inmost  cases. 
Besides,  the  sentence  passed  isreriewed 
by  several  authorities,  and  finally  by 
the  Judge  Advocate  General,  who,  if  the 
sentence  is  considered  too  severe,  may 
see  his  way  to  make  a  reoammendation 
to  mercy.  Soldiers  are  much  better 
educated  now  than  they  were  fifty  or 
sixty  or  even  forty  years  ago  ;  His  Boyal 
Highness  the  Oo  mm  and  er- in-Chief  baa 
been  able  to  lighten  their  punishments ; 
mnnh  more  clemenoy  is  extended  to  them 
than  formerly.  I  venture  to  think  that 
the  noble  Lord  has  taken  a  very  severe 
view  of  Courts  Martial.  In  my  own 
niinion  they  are  conaiderate  and  just 
Oourts.  always  inclined,  if  possible,  to 
mercy.  I  have  myself  never  been  a 
severe  man  towards  soldiers.  Forty  years 
of  my  life  were  spent  in  India  in  the 
endeavour  to  ameliorate  the  condition  of 
soldiers ;   but  at  one  time  mild  punish- 


ment led  to  a  large  increase  of  crime. 
Crimes  of  violence  and  insubordinatioiL 
increased  to  such  a  degree  that  in  oii» 
year  no  fewer  than  350  of  these  offences 
had  to  be  dealt  with.  I  was  then  com* 
polled  to  make  very  severe  examples, 
and  in  the  following  year  the  number  of  - 
crimes  was  redaoed  to  3S.  I  hold  that 
the  whole  teoour  of  military  adminis- 
tration is  one  of  careful  watching, 
warning,  and  guiding  the  soldier,  and 
punishing  him  only  when  milder  mea- 
sures fail. 

Bill  read  2'  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To<morrow. 

OVERTIME  ON  BAILWAT8. 

Eabl  DB  IjA  WABB,  in  rising  to  aak 
the  Government  when  it  would  he  con- 
venient to  lay  upon  the  Table  the 
Betum  promised  last  Session  relative  to 
the  overtime  work  of  railway  servants, 
said :  My  Lords,  tbie  Betum  waa 
ordered  last  Session.  I  know  it  is  a 
Beturn  that, must  require  time  and  give 
a  considerable  amount  of  trouble  to  the 
Bailway  Companies.  I  should  be  very 
unwilling  to  appear  undul;  to  press 
upon  !^r  Majesty's  Government  and 
the  Bailway  Companies  for  the  Betum ; 
but  I  think  it  is  not  unreasonable  to  ask 
that  this  Beturn  should  be  in  your 
Lordships'  hands  at  an  early  time. 

The  l^AKL  or  LIMEBICE:  I  am 
asked  by  noble  Friend  (Lord  Balfour  of 
Burley)  to  answer  this  question.  The 
Beturn  to  which  the  noble  Earl  refers 
was  laid  on  the  Table  of  your  Lordships' 
House  on  the  2Uth  of  March.  The 
Papers  are  now  in  the  printer's  bonds, 
and  will  be  circulated  without  delay. 

INCOME  TAX  ON  CHABITIES. 
*LoED  ADDINGTON,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  recent  Betum  (389), 
Income  Tax  on  Charities,  ahowing  more 
than  300  claims  for  restitution  of  income 
tax  rejected  by  the  Board  of  Inland 
Bevenue  upon  their  own  authority  and 
upon  an  interpretation  of  the  law  whioh. 
has  been  judged  erroneous  by  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Appeal  in  the  case  of 
the  Moravian  Brotheriiood ;  and  to  ask 


appeal  from  the  Supreme  Court  to  the 
House  of  Lords,  or  would  revert  to  ita 
former    practice,    and  restore    to   th» 
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being  levied  in  that  way,  it  extended 
aleo  to  those  properties  whiob  belonged 
to  charities,  and  the  Baard  of  loUnd 
Revenue,  having  first  of  all  received 
the  -  income  tax  upon  all  kinds  of 
income,  were  oharged  with  the  du^  of 
restoring  to  the  charities  the  portion  of 
the  tax  which  referred  to  their  several 
revenues.  In  that  way  they  stepped 
into  the  position  of  tmsteea ;  they  are 
receivers  to  the  charities  ;  they  are,  pro- 
visionally, only  the  holders  of  this 
money,  and  they  are  bound  to  give  it 
back;  and  when,  instead  of  giving  it 
back,  they  retain  it  to  themselves,  they 
commit,  in  my  humble  opinion,  a  breach 
of  trust.  I  will  not  myself  use  strong 
language  with  regard  to  the  action  of 
the  Inland  Revenue.  I  prefer  quoting 
to  your  Lordships  some  tolerably  strong 
evidence  that  I  am  not  exaggerating  in 
the  words  I  use.  In  the  year  1863, 
with  the  same  amount  of  zeal  which 
to  be  inherent  in  Somerset 
House,  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue 
desired  to  make  certain  exceptions  to 
the  charities  which  were  then  exempted, 
\A  they  appealed  to  the  Treasury  for 
permiasion  to  exercise  their  judgment 
in  the  matter.  They  gave  an  interest- 
ing sketch  of  the  history  of  the  tax,  and 
they  ashed  to  be  left  to  follow  their  own 
devices  in  regard  to  exemptions.  The 
answer  of  the  Treasury  at  that  time  was 
as  follows :  — 


claimants  the  moneys  levied  as  income  ! 
tax  upon  exempt  properties,  and  now 
retained  by  the  Department,  to  the 
detriment  of  the  charities  concerned, 
said :  My  Lords,  I  propose,  with  all 
possible  brevity,  to  call  your  Lordships' 
attention  to  the  subject  of  the  question 
I  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The 
Board  of  Inland  Bevenue  have,  in  the 
exercise  of  their  own  discretion,  taken 
upon  themselves  to  impose  income  tax 
upon  property  which  has  hitherto  been 
exempted.  I  venture  to  think  that  that 
procedure  is  tainted  with  illegality.  I 
say  so  because  I  think  it  is  not  warranted 
by  circumstances,  and  because  I  feel 
that  the  purpose  at  which  it  aims  is  to 
inflict  a  very  serious  injury  upon  the 
community  at  large  and  to  dis- 
courage the  exercise  of  that  charity 
which  is  an  essential  element  in 
all  oivilization.  That  being  the  subject 
of  my  impeachment,  I  feel  that  I  am 
bound  to  make  it  good.  The  Income 
Tax,  as  we  first  knew  it  by  history, 
was  introduced  by  Mr.  Pitt  in 
1799,  and,  as  then  constituted,  it 
was  strictly  a  personal  tax.  It  is  dis- 
tinctly a  personal  tax  now,  but  there 
has  been  tjiis  variation  in  the  mode  of 
the  collection.  Under  Mr.  Pitt's 
Act,  every  individual  was  bound  to 
make  a  statement  showing  on  one  side 
of  the  account  the  whole  of  hie  property, 
and  on  the  other  the  whole  of  his  out- 
goings. There  were  exemptions  of 
various  kinds.  For  example,  there  was 
on  exemption  necessarily  attaching  to 
poverty.  You  cannot  take  from  a  man 
that  portion  of  his  income  which,  if  he 
lose,  he  cannot  subsist.  Therefore,  in 
Pitt's  time,  £60  a  year  was  the  limit 
below  which  incomes  were  exempt. 
Then  there  was  another  and  a  larger 
category  of  exemptions,  and  these  were 
the  multifarious  charities  with  which 
this  country  is  so  happily  distinguished. 
But  in  1803.  when  the  income  tax  came 
to  be  renewed,  it  was  found  to  be  con- 
venient no  longer  to  allow  the  exemption 
in  the  returns,  but  to  assess  all  inaom<  ' 
its  source  and  refund  to  the  parties 
titled  the  income  tax  after  it  had  been 
levied.  In  fact,  it  oame  to  this — that 
instead  of  an  individual  making  his  own 
return  of  what  he  was  worth  and  paying 
upon  it,  all  hie  different  properties 
were  taxed  at  the  source — his  funds  in 
the  hands  of  his  bankers,  and  so  on  in 


thai   indirect  fashion. 
Lord  Addington 


The  actual  (LdmiDiatTBtioil  of  the  Act  has 
acquired,  it  may  be  held,  eo  much  of  preaciiptioa 
as  ought  to  stand  good,  at  least,  against  any 
iaterpoaition  bj  an  authority  purely  adminil- 
trative.  ....  The  subjeot  is  one  vhich 
should  be  reserved  to  be  dealt  with  bj  the  Legib 

I  think  that  when,  in  the  face  of  that 
instruction,  we  find  the  Inland  Revenue, 
without  any  further  notice,  taking  np<m 
themselves  to  appropriate  this  money, 
they  are  committing  an  illegal  act.  I 
know  it  may  be  said,  although  an  act 
may  be  illegal'  still  it  may  be  politic, 
and  it  may  be  beneficial  in  its  results. 
So  for,  however,  from  suoh  a  oonolusion, 
we  arrive  at  one  the  exact  reverse. 
Charity,  by  reclaiming  the  vicious,  by 
teaohing  the  ignorant,  and  tending  the 
suffering,  minimizes  all  the  social  evils 
which  injure  the  community  at  large. 
Taxation  of  charity  obstructs  its  exermse 
and  weakens  the  checks  upon  demoroli- 

,  lation.     I  invite  your  Lordships'  atten- 

But   the    Uxjtion  to  the  Return  (289)  on  the  Tableof 
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the  House.  You  will  find  in  it  some 
handreda  of  claims,  vaTtouB  in  their 
character,  but  rejected  with  remarkable 
uniformity  upon  the  plea  that  they 
'were  "not  within  the  scope  of  exemp- 
tion." Societies  for  building  and 
repairing  churches  were  told  that  the 
only  plea  available  for  them  was  a 
"provision  for  funds  held  by  trustees 
under  Schedule  C,"  whereas  their  claim 
rested  upon  an  earlier  exemption  em- 
bracing their  funds  as  devoted  to 
"charitable  purposes."  The  argument 
of  the  Inland  Kevenue  lands  them  in 
thisditemma.  The  "repair  "of  churches 
is  exempted,  although  not  a  charity,  but 
the  "building"  of  a  church  is  not  a 
charity,  nor  is  it  exempt.  "Eepairs" 
are  exempt,  if  provided  by  funds 
assessed  under  Schedule  0.  They  are 
not  exempt  if  provided  through  rents 
under  Schedule  A,  or  interest  under 
Schedule  D.  Bepairs,  now  exempt  under 
Schedule  C,  would  be  taxable  if  the 
securities  were  changed  from  Consols  to 
lients.     Since  this  list  was  published  the 

iuestion  has  been  fought  out  in  the 
aw  Courts,  in  the  case  of  the  fund  of 
the  Moravian  Brotherhood,  and  in  the 
Court  of  Appeal  the  unanimous  decision 
of  the  Lords  Justices  has  been  given 
against  the  position  taken  up  by  the 
Inland  Bevenue,  and  that  body  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  continue  to  act  on 
a  basis  which  has  been  held  to  be  illegal. 
My  Lords,  I  arn  not  going  to  prolong 
needlessly  my  remarks  upon  the  sub- 
ject. I  think  I  have  said  enough  to 
show  you  that  the  matter  is  one  which 
cannot  be  left  as  it  is,  and  I  will  ask  my 
noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Oovern- 
ment  whether  the  Government  will 
choose  definitely  between  the  two  alter- 
natives— either  to  recur  to  the  old  sys- 
tem of  exemption,  or  at  once  proceed, 
by  way  of  appeal  in  the  Moravian 
Brotherhood  case,  to  obtain  a  final 
decision  as  to  the  law  of  the  matter. 
*LoRD  STANLEY  of  ALDEBLEfY: 
The  Inland  Revenue  Commissioner  a 
found  their  refusal  to  exempt  charities 
from  income  tax,  though  hitherto  ex- 
empted, on  the  judgment  of  a  Scotch 
Oourt.  The  Members  of  that  Court 
showed  an  undisguised  jealousy  of  the 
interpretations  of  the  English  Court  of 
Chancery  passing  as  current  or  taking 
.  «ffect  in  Scotland.  Those  Judgesclaimed 
that  the  most  ordinary  and  vulgar  sense 
of  the  word  charity  should  be  taken  in 
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In   short,    they  would  only 


recognize  doles  and  such  charity  as  the 
Charity  Commission  and  public  opinion 
in  this  country  have  set  their  faces 
against.  But  what  do  we  know  in  this 
country  of  a  Lord  Ordinary?  Most  of 
us  are  more  familiar  with  the  President 
de  la  CouT  de  Cassation  ;  and  by  what 
right  do  the  Inland  fievenue  Oom- 
missioners  attempt  to  administer  Scotch 
law  and  Scotch  judgments  in  England  7 
The  Presidents  of  the  French  and  Scotch 
Courtaof  Appeal  both  interpret  a  modem 
form  of  Koman  Law.  The  Chairman  of 
Inland  Revenue  would  hardly  base  his 
action  on  a  judgment  of  the  French 
Court  of  Appeal.  Why,  then,  should 
he,  without  the  excuse  of  being  a  Scotch* 
man,  endeavour  to  enforce  the  equally 
foreign  decision  of  a  Scotch  Court  upon 
English  taxpayers?  Lord  Justice  Fry 
in  his  judgment  last  December  in  the 
English  Court  of  Appeal  upset  the 
arguments  of  the  Scotch  Court,  for  he 
showed,  from  the  number  of  technical 
words  used  in  the  Act,  that  chari- 
table uses  should  be  taken  in  the 
technical  and  not  in  the  ordinary 
sense  of  the  words.  Another  anomaly 
is  to  be  found  in  the  Return  now  under 
consideration.  The  Inland  Revenue 
Commissioners  show  as  much  animosity 
to  all  funds  intended  to  assist  either 
building  or  repairs  of  churches  or  de- 
voted to  religious  purposes  as  they  could 
do  if  they  were  Commissioners  of  King 
Henry  VIII.  charged  with  rooting  out 
"  superstitious  uses."  But,  although 
the  funds  of  confraternities  which  are 
;ua«i- monastic  bodies,  if  employed  in 
church  repairs,  are  exempt  under 
Schedule  C,  yet  if  tbey  get  taxed  under 
Schedule  A  no  mercy  is  shown  to  them. 
As  the  destination  of  those  funds  is  the 
same  in  either  case,  both  funds,  whether 
under  Schedule  A  or  C,  ought  to  have 
the  same  exemption.  There  are  13 
cases  of  refusal  of  exemption  from  in< 
come  tax  which  might  be  called  the 
worst.  Of  these  six  were  refused  on  the 
ground  that  the  deeds  of  trust  were  not 
binding;  but  if  the  accounts  show  that 
the  money  is  used  for  the  charities 
designated  bj'  the  titles  of  the  funds 
taxed,  those  accounts  should  be  suflS- 
cient.  Five  charities  are  alleged  by  the 
Inland  Revenue  Commissioners  not  to 
be  for  a  charitable  purpose.  Two  of 
these  are  the  Boyal  Humane  Society  and 
a  Liverpool  humane  society.     If  it  be  a 
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ohantable  purpooe  to  make  the  life  of 
tlie  poor  more  eDdnrsble,  is  it  not  a 
ohantable  purpose  to  save  life,  to  pre- 
aerve  the  Ufe  of,  perhape,  the  bread- 
winoer  of  a  family  ?  Two  institatioiie 
for  the  relief  of  decayed  gOTemeHea  and 
poor  ladiea  are  eaid  not  to  be  charitable. 
Two  other  oharitiea,  one  for  oonGrmed 
inralids,  the  other  a  dispensaiy,  are 
denied, to  be  charities,  baoauee  >ome 
amall  payments  were  made  by  those 
benellted  by  the  charity.  Where  a  earn 
is  required  by  a  poor  persoii  which  he 
cannot  proride,  is  it  no  longer  a  chariw 
to  provide  him  with  three  qaartera  of  it 
becaoae  he  found  the  other  quarter? 
The  action  of  the  Inland  Beresue  Com- 
tniseioiiefs  and  the  good  work  done  by 
the  Secretan  of  the  Cbarify  Oom- 
miasionere,  Ur.  Oauntlett,  in  defending 
the  interests  of  the  charities,  will  drive 
many  people  to  put  tbetr  charities  under 
the  wing  of  the  Charity  Oommission.  It 
is  contrary  to  public  policy  that  charity 
should  be  taxed  and  discoaraged  :  my 
earliest  recollections  in  this  Honse  of 
the  noble  Marqneae  the  Prime  Minister 
are  of  his  defence  of  the  pious  foauder, 
and  I  hope  that  he  wiU  not  allow  him 
to  be  extinguished,  and  will  ears  the 
charities  front  the  expense  of  further 
litigation. 

T&B  UARQuxsa  OF  SALISBUBT:  I 
have  some  difficulty  in  answering  the  two 
speeches  we  have  just  heard,  because, 
although  they  are  very  eloquent  and 
conrincing,  thev  should  rather  have 
been  addressed  by  counsel  to  the  Courts, 
and  not  in  this  House,  where  we  cannot 
deal  with  the  matter  at  all.  This  ques- 
tion is  still  iubjudie« ;  the  Board  of  Inland 
SeTenue  are  taking  steps  as  rapidly  as 
poesible  to  bring  up  the  question  for 
the  decision  of  this  House.  As  soon  as 
that  is  done  we  shall  know  what  the 
law  is,  and  if  the  law  as  then  ascertained 
does  not  satisfy  my  noble  Friend,  it  will 
be  open  to  him  to  bring  forward  a 
measure  to  amend  it.  But  while  the 
matter  is  atill  in  litigation  it  would  be 
entirely  contrary  to  the  general  practice 
for  Members  of  the  Oovemment  to  ex- 
press any  opinion.  1  must  say  that  it 
is  rather  hard  that  the  Board  of  Inland 
Berenue  should  be  subject  to  the  ad- 
verae  criticism  of  my  noble  Friend.  My 
noble  Friend  near  me  (Lord  Stanley  of 
Alderley)  has  taunted  me  with  the  fact 
that  I  have  more  than  once  invoked  the 
interference    of   this    House  with    the 


IL0BD8)  6aa»ry.  1552 

Botion  of  the  Charity  OommissioaMS. 
It  is  true  that  I  have  done  so,  bat  lis 
doing  ta  I  was  only  asking  the  Hcaae  to 
execoiBe  the  power  which  haa  been  re- 
serrsd  to  this  Honse  by  the  Act  of 
Parliament.  Now  my  noble  Friend  is 
asking  us  to  do  that  which  the  House 
never  has  done  and  I  hope,  never  will 
do — namely,  to  interfere  in  litigation  that 
'a  atill  going  on. 

«LoKD  ADDINQTON :  May  I  juat  say, 
in  reply  to  the  noble  Marquees,  that  the 
Board  of  Inland  Bevenue  have  given 
no  aigtfa  whatever  of  their  intention  to 
appMU  agunat  the  deciaion  of  the  Conrt 
of  AppeiU. 

Thr  Habqcbss  op  SALI8BUBT ;  I 
have  here  the  Statement  of  the  Inland 
Bevenue — 

"  That  on  the  odrice  o(  the  Law  OBceia  an 
ippnl  will  be  lodged  sgaiiut  the  deciaioa  in  the 
oaiB  of  the  MaraTiaa  Brothertiood,  and  Uie 
final  jadgmwit  of  tlis  Hodm  of  Ijords  apon  the 


le  will  be  obtained  at  the  eariieat 
posdble  date." 

THE  NATIONAL  GALLEB7. 
The  E1.BI.  of  MEATH,  in  rising  to- 
aak  the  Oovemment  whether  they  in- 
tended to  remove  the  unsightly  wooden, 
hoarding  whicb  anrroonds  the  vacant 
space  in  front  of  the  National  Gallery 
on  its  eaatem  and  northern  sides,  \i> 
level  and  turf  the  ground,  and  to  oover 
the  blank  walls  of  the  Gallery  with  oma^ 
mental  trellis  work,  said:  The  National 
Gallery  is  perhaps  the  most  important 
building  in  the  Metropolis.  Those  who 
have  passed  on  the  eastern  side  of  that 
building,  oppoeite  St.  Martin's  Church, 
will  have  noticed  a  hoarding  hiding  a 
considerable  space  on  the  north  and  east 
of  the  Gallery.  Formerly  there  was  a 
building  on  the  north  which  partly  hid 
this  space  from  view.  But  this  building 
has  been  destroyed,  and  the  hoarding 
now  ereoted  in  its  place  is  simply  hideous 
to  the  eyes.  If  such  a  di^gurement 
had  surrounded  a  County  Council  hall, 
it  would  long  ago  have  been  denounced. 
No  such  eyesore  would  be  tolerated  in. 
any  Contiaeatal  City.  I  believed  it  is 
the  permanent  officials  who  are  to  blame 
for  this,  and  I  say  that  although  I  have 
for  many  years  been  a  permanent  official 
myself.  The  present  Government  is,  I 
tbink,  more  aUve  to  the  improvement  of 
the  Uetropolis  than  any  otner  Quvern- 
ment  has  been.  I  hope  that  I  shall  not 
be  told  that  the  Government  are  impe- 
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cunions.  I  do  not  believe  the  country 
voald  g^ndge  the  e»eoditure  neaessarj 
to  m^e  the  Kational  Qallery  worthy  of 
this  Metropolis.  We  are  told  that  the 
Ooremmeat  are  going  to  build.  But 
how  eoon  ?  Why  should  not  the  ground 
be  nicely  laid  ont  as  an  open  space  with 
flowers  and  shrubB  until  the  final  use  of 
the  site  was  decided  upon  ? 

LoBD  LAVINGTON  :  I  am  very  glad 
that  the  noble  Iiord,  who  takes  so  much 
interest  in  the  well  being  of  the  Metro- 
polis, has  put  this  question.  There  is 
another  matter  to  which  I  might  also  call 
attention.  Nothing  has  been  done  in 
regard  to  that  hideous  structure,  Queen 
Amie's  Mansions,  which  are,  I  believe,  to 
be  raised  another  20  feet.  Again,  there 
are  the  new  buildings  at  Albert 
Qate,  which  are  being  raised  to  an 
enormous  height.  I  believe  we  shall 
never  hare  proper  regulations  with 
regard  to  buildings  until  we  have  some 
permanent  anthority  vested  with  power 
to  prevent  the  erection  of  buildings 
which  effect  a  disfigurement  of  the 
Metropolis. 
'"LoKD  HENNIKEB:  My  Lords,  the 
ri^ht  hoa.  Gentleman  the  First  Com- 
missioner  is,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
always  quits  ready  to  tahe  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  care  of  any  of  the  buildings 
and  works  entrusted  to  him,  and  he  has 
no  wi»h  to  say  that  it  is  not  the  duty  of 
the  Office  of  Works  to  look  after  the 
National  Gallery.  I  am  gtad  that  it  is 
not  necessary  for  me  to  plead  on  this 
occasion  that  the  reason  for  not  making 
the  improvement  he  suggests  is  that  we 
cannot  get  the  money,  idthough  I  think 
the  noble  Earl  who  brought  forward  the 
qnestiou  will  find  that  it  is  not  so  easy 
to  get  money  ont  of  the  Treasury  for 
improvement  as  he  seems  to  suppose. 

Thk  Eakl  of  MEATH  :  On  the  con- 
truy,  I  put  that  as  a  most  important 
point,  but  I  said  you  ought  to  get  the 
money. 

*LoBD  HENNIKBB:  With  regard  to 
what  my  hen.  Friend  has  said  about  the 
height  of  the  buildings  in  Hyde  Park, 
I  think  he  is  misinformed.  I  have  no 
special  information  at  the  present 
moment,  because  I  had  no  notice  of  the 
question,  but  from  the  information  I 
have,  I  tbink  I  am  right  in  saying  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Gommis- 
sioner  has  succeeded  in  reducing  the 
height  of  these  buildings  very  consider- 
ably. The  question  brought  forward  by 


the  noble  Lord  will,  I  need  hardly  say,  re- 
ceive every  attention,  for  we  all  know  the 
great  interest  that  has  been  taken  in  the 
improvement  of  the  buildings  of  the- 
Metropolis  ;  but  I  may  say  thai  this  is 
a  question  which!  requires  a  great  deal 
of  consideration,  and  there  are  some 
very  great  difficulties  to  be  overcome. 
As  I  suggested  just  now,  it  is  not  S 
question  on  this  occasion  of  asking  for 
money;  it  is  a  question  of  spendioK 
money  wisely.  '  I  am  told  that  it  would 
be  very  expensive  indeed  to  remove  this 
hoarding  and  to  put  up  railings  round 
the  National  GalJery.  There  are  also 
some  walls  round  the  National  Gallery 
which  must  be  dealt  with,  and  it  opera- 
tions are  undertaken  at  the  present' 
time,  they  might  do  no  permanent  good,. 
for  the  ground  of  which  the  noble  Lord 
speaks  may  before  long  be  required  toE- 
building  purposes. 

The  EuL  OF  UEATH :  How  long  ?^ 
*LoED  HENNIKEE;  We  can  hardly 
say  how  long.  The  noble  Lord  will  see- 
that  under  the  circumstances  the  matter 
requires  more  consideration  than  he  at' 
firat  supposed.  All  I  can  say  is  that  X 
will  undertake  that  the  question  the- 
noble  Lord  has  brought  forward  re- 
ceives immediate  and  careful  considera^ 

*EAitL  FORTESCUE:  My  Lords,  I 
think  there  is  one  point  that  bos  been  too 
much  lost  sight  of  by  sacoessive  Govern- 
ments. They  take  down  buildings  for 
improvement,  and  we  know  how  large  a 
sum  is  spent  in  renting  private  buildings- 
for  official  purposes,  and  that  is  because 
there  is  always  a  difficulty  in  finding  the 
requisite  money  for  providing  proper 
permanent  offices  on  the  spaces  thu» 
extravagantly  kept  vacant.  Now,  when, 
a  large  space  is  even  temporarily  left 
vacant  in  a  populous  district,  I  think  it- 
would  be  worth  while  to  spend  some 
money  to  give  the  tens  of  thousanda- 
fiving  near  the  temporary  enjoyment: 
of  an  open  space  thus  for  a  while  ren- 
dered available  to  them,  and  to  the- 
hundreds  of  thousands  passing  by  the 
sight  of  something  pleasing  instead  of 
the  reverse  during  that  time  ;  and  I  am. 
glad  to  hear  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  take  this  matter  into  their 
consideration.  I  am  informed  that  near 
the  Law  Courts  the  private  munificenoo- 
of  a  generous  man,  who  does  not  wish 
hie  name  to  be  kiiown,  is  about  to  do- 
what,  even  temporarily,  will  be  a  8> 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
nurtdaj,,    4a   April,    1889. 

QIT£ST/OyS. 

WINNIPEG  AND   HUDSON'S    BAT 
RAILWAY    COMPANIES. 

Mr.  ERNEST  BECKETT  {York, 
N.E.,  Whitby)  aaked  the  Under -Sec- 
retary of  State  for  the  Colonies  with 
referenoe  to  the  Act  of  the  Legislfttnre 
of  the  Frovinoe  of  Manitoba,  passed  in 
1886,  vhioh  guaranteed  the  interest  on 
the  1886  issue  of  the  Winnipeg  and 
Hudson's  Bay  Railway  Coinpanies, 
bonds  for  25  years,  if  he  was  aware 
that  the  road  was  oommenced,  and 
the  capital  eubsoribed  in  England . 
whether  he  was  aware  that  the  present 
Premier  of  Manitoba,  in  November, 
1888,  publicly  and  ofBcialty  recognized 
this  guarantee  in  a  letter  to  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Winnipeg  and  QudsonV 
Bay  Bailway  Conipany;  but  that  on 
2nd  March,  1S89,  the  Premier  and  the 
Jjegislature  repudiated  the  statutory 
guarantee  by  passing  an  Act,  to  which 
Her  Majesty  8  assent  is  required ; 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  would 
advise  Her  Majesty  to  withhold  Het 
aeaent  to  this  Act  of  repudiation ;  and, 
whether  he  would  make  such  represen- 
tations to  the  Qoverometit  of  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  as  wilt  direct  their 
attention  to  the  recent  action  of  the 
Prorinoial  Legishiture  ? 

Thk  under    secretary 

STATE  Foa  thb  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.  DE  WoKua,  Liverpool,  Tozteth) : 
Her  Majesty's  Gorernment  hare  no  cog- 
nizance of  this  subject,  which  is  entirely 
one  for  the  Provincial  and  Dominion 
Oovernments  and  Legislatures  to  deal 
with.  The  Acts  of  the  Provincial  Legis- 
latares  do  not  oome  under  the  super- 
vision of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Ooloniea,  but  are  allowed  or  disallowed 
as  seems  right  to  the  Governor  General 
Sari  fhrlMeue 
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of  Canada,  after  taking  the  advice  of 
his  Ministers ;  and  it.wonld  therefore  he 

S roper  for  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
:e  official  representationson  thissub- 
jeot  to  the  Oovemment  of  the  Dominion, 
who  necessarily  have  it  fully  before 
them  in  all  its  bearings. 


SHALL  POX  IN  SHEFFIELD. 
Mr.  THEODORE  FEY  (Darlington) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  when  the  report, 
promised  last  year,  on  the  epidemic  of 
small  pox  in  Sheffield,  would  be  pre- 
sented to  the  House ;  and,  what  was  the 
cause  of  such  a  long  delay  in  its  pre- 
paration ? 

*The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  ( Mr.  Hircma, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George' s-in-the* 
East) :  The  preparation  of  the  report 
promised  last  year  has  been  a  work  of 
considerable  labour.  It  was  presented 
to  the  House  at  the  beginning  of  the 
Session,  and  copies  of  it  have  now 
been  delivered  for  distribution   among 


SWEDISH  AND  NORWEGIAN 
HERRINGS. 
Sir  HENRY  TYLER  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  the 
great  quantities  of  Swedish  and  Nor- 
wegian herrings  which  have  of  late 
been  imported  into  this  country,  and 
sold,  when  cured,  as  Yarmoatb  her- 
rings; whether  he  was  aware  of  the 
great  injury  that  has  thus  been  done  to 
the  East  Coast  fisheries  of  this  country ; 
and,  whether,  in  the  interests  of  British 
fishermen,  as  well  as  of  the  British  public 
as  consumers,  he  could  see  his  way  to 
take  any  steps  to  remedy  tbis  state  of 
things  ? 
*Thb  PRESIDENT  of  thb  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicxs  Bbacb,  Bris- 
tol, W.):  The  attention  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  has  not  been  specially  called  to 
the  particular  point  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member.  If  it  is  the 
fact  that  great  injury  has  been  inSicted 
on  the  East  Coast  dsberies,  the  matter 
appears  to  he  one  on  which  representa- 
tions might  be  made  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  by  the  Local  Fisheries  Com- 
mittees of  County  Councils  that 
may  be  appointed  under  the  Sea 
Fisheries  Regulation  Act  of  last  Session. 
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BUPEBAJINUATIOS   ALLOWANCES. 

Sis  G.  OAMFBELL  (Klikcaldy) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treastuy 
vhether  the  present  pensioa  and  euper- 
annuatioii  rules  were  construed  to 
mean  that  a  permanent  civU  serrant, 
on  attaining  the  ag^e  of  60  years,  is  en- 
titled as  of  right  to  claim  pension,  or 
whether  in  practice  the  Trea«ur;  might 
and  did  exercise  any  discretion  in  con- 
Bidering,  with  reference  to  the  health  snd 
capacity  of  the  applicant,  whether  it 
was  for  the  interest  of  the  public  service 
that  full  pension  should  be  granted  and 
another  man  appointed ;  whether  iu 
practice  effect  was  given  to  tbe  old  rule 
of  the  Civil  Service,  that  normal  pension 
was  only  earned  when  the  applicant  bad 
given  bis  whole  time  to  the  public  ser- 
vice ;  whether  in  some  recent  cases 
civil  servants  had,  while  holding  public 
office,  accepted  poets  under  companies 
or  private  persons,  and  had  eventually 
retired  from  the  public  service  on  large 
pensions,  not  because  they  were  incapa- 
citated for  work,  bat  in  order  to  con- 
tinue and  extend  suoh  private  occupa- 
tion; and  whether  Mr.  J.  Russell, 
JQBt  retired  from  tbe  National  Debt 
OfiBce,  had  for  many  years  been  in 
receipt  of  another  scdary  as  Seceiver, 
Secretary,  and  Manager  of  the  Barry 
Fort  and  Owendreath  Valley  Railway 
Company  ?: 

The  8E0RETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.):  A 
civil  servant  on  reaching  the  age  of  60 
years  is  entitled  to  retire  and  to  receive 
the  amount  of  pension  for  which  he  is 
qualified  by  length  of  service.  No  civil 
servant  is  qualified  for  a  pension  on 
retirement  ualesa  he  has  given  his  whole 
time  to  hie  official  duties.  No  civil  ser- 
vant who  retires  under  the  age  of  60 
can  receive  a  retired  allowance,  unless 
on  a  medical  certificate  that  he  is  per- 
manently incapable  of  discharging  his 
dnties,  and  I  am  not  aware  of  any  case 
suoh  ae  those  described  in  the  third 
paragraph  of  the  hon.  Member's  ques- 
tion. Mr.  Russell,  a  principal  clerk  in 
the  National  Debt  Office,  retired  last 
year  at  the  age  of  62,  after  42  years' 
serrioe,  on  a  pension  of  X46S  13s.  4d. 
I  understand  that  he  held  an  office  in 
connection  with  a  small  commercial 
undertaking  which  was  either  wholly 
or  mainly  the  property  of  his  own  family. 
X  am  not  aware  whe^er  any  remnnera- 
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tion  was  attached  to  the  office.  On  Mr. 
Russell's  retirement  the  head  of  bis 
department  certified  that  he  had  served 
for  42  years  with  diligence  and  fideli^ 
to  his  satisfaction,  and  that  he  had  folly 
discharged  his  official  duties. 

Sia  a.  CAMPBELL:  Is  it  not  tbe 
fact  that  there  is  a  rule  that  a  person 
recommended  for  a  superannuation  al- 
lowonce  shall  have  devoted  the  whole 
of  bis  time  to  the  public  service  ? 

Mr.  JAOKSON  :  A  certificate  from 
the  head  of  the  Department  that  Uie 
person  proposed  to  be  pensioned  had 
discharged  his  duty  with  zeal  and 
ability  and  to  his  entire  satisfaction, 
would,  I  apprehend,  be  deemed  suffi- 
cient. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  Is  there  not  a 
long  established  rule  that  an  ordinary 
pension  eball  not  be  regarded  as  havings 
been  earned  unless  the  persou  who  is  to 
receive  it  has  devoted  the  whole  of  bis 
time  to  the  public  service  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  The  SuperannnatiOD 
Committee  have  no  power  to  go  behind 
the  distinct  rules  laid  down  for  their 
guidance,  one  of  which  is  that  if  the 
Civil  servant  is  60  years  of  age,  he  is 
enabled  to  retire  with  a  superannuation 
allowance  in  accordance  with  the  num- 
ber of  years  be  bos  served  ;  and  if  the 
Superannuation  Committee  are  supplied 
with  information,  such  as  I  have  des- 
cribed, from  tbe  head  of  the  Depart- 
ment, it  would  be  irregular  for  the 
Committee   to  enter   into    a   separate 


tliere  not,  sn  existing  rule  of  loor 
standing,  that  the  ordinsry  pension  shaU 
not  be  conferred  unless  the  Civil  servant 
has  devoted  tbe  whole  of  his  time  to 
tbe  public  servioe  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  Tes,  I  think  there 
is;  but  I  am  not  sure  iJiat  a  difficulty 
might  sot  arise  if  the  definition  of  the 
hon.  Member  as  to  "  whole  time  "  were 
pushed  a  little  further. 

Sm  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  have  not 
given  any  definition  of  "  whole  time." 

FLOQGINQ  BOTB. 
Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  tbe  Lord  Advocate  whether  his 
attention  bad  been  drawn  to  a  convic- 
tion, by  Sheriff  Hamilton,  in  tbe  Edin- 
burgh Sheriff  Summary  Court,  on  Stb 
Manih,  of  five  boys,  charged  with 
having,   without  leare,  hawked   newo- 
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capers  tor  sale  on  the  North  British 
Kailway  Station ;  whether  three  of  the 
boys,  vho  had  been  previously  coovioted 
of  Bimilar  trespass,  were  sentenced  to 
(dx  stripes  with  a  birch  rod,  and  the  re- 
ijnainiag  two  lads  to  two  stripes ;  and 
-whether  these  sentences  of  flogging  for 
-such  umple  trespass  were  authorized  by 
Uw? 
*The  LOED  advocate  {Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  BoBEBTSoK.  Buteshire) :  I  have 
■communicated  with  the  BherifF  as  to 
this  matter,  but  as  he  is  temporarily 
absent  from  home  I  have  not  yet  got 
information  to  enable  me  to  answer  the 
question.  I  shall  therefore  be  obliged 
by  the  hon.  Member  postponing  the 
question  for  a  week. 

Mr.  BHADLAUQH  :  I  will  postpone 
it  until  this  day  week. 

FAILURE  OF  THE  POTATO  CBOP. 
Ma.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.  )askod 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  was  aware 
that  in  the  entire  coast  line  and  the 
mountainous  districts  of  the  county  of 
Donegal,  the  failure  of  the  potato  crop 
4>t  last  year  had  been  as  complete  as  in 
1879;  that  the  present  ocoupiers  of  those 
districts  hod  little  if  any  seeds,  potatoes, 
ta  oats ;  and  that  the  quality  of  the 
seed  potatoes  is  very  inferior ;  had  bis 
attention  been  directed  to  the  sworn 
testimony  of  Sergeant  Elenny,  Boyal 
Irish  Constabulary,  at  the  trial  of  Mr. 
John  Kelly,  at  Bunbeg,  Gweedore,  in 
March  last,  who  deposed  that  last  year's 
«rop  of  potatoes  was  the  worst  be  had 
ever  seen,  after  a  residence  of  14  years 
in  the  county  of  Donegal ;  was  he  aware 
that  ordinary  seed  potatoes,  whicb  were 
mnially  sold  at  2d.  or  2id.  per  etone, 
were  now  being  eold  at  6d.  per  stone, 
and  that  if  the  people  were  able  to  buy 
seed  potatoes  in  sufficient  quantities, 
the  supply  oouldnot  be  procured  in  those 
.districts  for  any  money ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  these  facts,  the  Government 
Intended  to  take  any  steps  to  guard 
against  the  impending  famine  in  Done- 

The  chief  BEOBETAST  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Ur.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.) :  In  the  county  of  Donegal  seed 
potatoes  are  not  plentiful.  The  1BB7 
«iop  was  exceptionally  good.  The  1S88 
.crop  was  below  the  average,  but  vari- 
able. The  October  crop  was  good.  The 
price  of  seed  potatoes  rangM  from  4d. 
Mr.  BradlaMgh 


So  far  as  can  be  ascertained,  no 
special  destitution  or  prospect  of  famine 
exists  in  the  neighbourhood,  or  diatreis 
with  which  the  ordinary  Poor  Law  is 
unable  to  cope. 

Ms.  MAO  NEILL:  These  statementa 
have  been  made  not  only  to  mjrself,  but 
toother  hon.  Members,  and  they  oome 
from  the  parish  priests  of  the  looolity, 
who  all  testify  to  the  appalling  oonditioa 
of  the  people  I  am  afraid  that  if  inquiry 
only  is  to  be  made  it  will  be  too  late. 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  have  insd- 
tuted  inquiries  to  the  beet  of  my  ability, 
and  I  think  that  the  distress,  if  it  had 
been  as  great  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
imagines,  would  have  shown  itself  in  a 
more  marked  manner  by  its  effects  in 
the  Poor  Law  districts. 

Ma.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.):  Has 
the  right  hon.  GentlemaU  any  objection 
to  send  a  Commissioner  to  investigate 
and  report  1 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Local 
Oovernment  Board  did  make  a  Beport 
some  time  ago,  and  they  adhere  to  the 
substance  of  that  Beport. 

A  VESTRY  MEETING  IN  SUFFOLK. 
Ma.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk. 
Eye)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  bis  atten- 
tion had  been  called  to  the  fact  that,  at 
a  vestry  meeting  held  at  Haughley.  in 
Suffolk,  on  Friday  morning  last,  for  the 
purpose  of  electing  parish  officers  for 
the  year,  a  motion  was  made,  and  duly 
seconded,  that  the  meeting  should 
adjourn  until  .the  evening,  in  order  to 
enable  the  m^ority  of  the  parishioners 
to  attend ;  whether  be  was  aware  that 
the  Chairman  refused  to  put  the  motion, 
and  insisted  on  the  meeting  adjonmiog 
forthwith  to  the  schoolroom,  and  on  the 
proceedings  being  continued  there,  with 
the  result  that  the  children  had  to  be 
turned  out  of  school,  in  spite  of  the  fact 
that  the  room  would  have  been  avail- 
able for  a  vestry  meeting  in  the  even- 
ing ;  whether  the  Chairman,  in  declining 
to  put  the  motion,  was  exceeding  his 
powers ;  and  whether  any  steps  would 
be  taken  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  in  regard  to  the  matter  ? 

Mb:  H.  OABDNER  [Essex,  Saf&on 
Waldeu) ;  Before  the  right  hon.  Gentle, 
man  replies  to  the  question,  may  I  ask 
whether  the  school  in  question  is  in 
the  receipt  of  a  Parliamentary  Grant, 
and  if  so,  by  what  authority  the  sohool- 
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liouse  was  used  for  a  meeting  aSd  the 
diaoipline  of  the  scliool  interfered  with  ? 
♦Mr.  RITCHIE :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Uembsr  for  Saffron  Walden  to  pat 
the  queetion  upon  the  Paper.  With 
regard  to  the  queetion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Eye  Division  of  Suffolk, 
I  am  informed  by  the  Obairman  of 
the  Yeetry  meeting  referred  to  that 
-there  were  present  at  the  meeting  eome 
50  pariahion era  representing  the  farmers, 
tradespeople,  and  labourers  of  the 
parish,  and  the  Yestry-room  being  too 
«nall  to  conTeniently  hold  the  meeting, 
he  adiourned  it  to  a  room  situate  in  the 
school-houae  close  by,  with  the  concur- 
rence  of  one  of  the  trustees  of  the  aohool 
who  was  present,  and  arranged  that  the 
-teaching  should  be  earned  on  in 
a  room  in  the  same  building.  He 
informs  me  that  he  did  not  put  the 
motion  for  adjournment  to  the  meeting, 
as  he  oonsideTOd  that  there  was  not  a  full 
Tepreaentative  meeting'  to  conduct  the 
business  for  which  the  vestry  was  called. 
The  matter  is  not  one  in  which  I  have 
any  power  to  interfere ;  but  I  am  ad- 
vised that  any  motion  for  adjournment 
until  a  later  hour,  which  was  duly 
proposed  and  eeoonded,'  shonld  hare 
boen  putto  the  meeting. 

Mr.  F.  8.  STEVENSON:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Vioe  President  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  of  Council  on  Education  whether 
be  is  aware  that  on  Friday  last  the 
children  had  to  be  turned  out  of 
Haugbley  schoolroom  in  consequence 
of  a  Testry  meeting  having  a^oumed 
from  .  the  vestry  to  the  schoolroom  in 
the  morning,  although  the  room  would 
liave  been  at  the  disposal  of  the  meeting 
in  the  evening ;  and,  whether  the 
attendanoes  of  too  children  on  that  day 
were  cancelled  owing  to  their  being 
sent  home  7 

Tm  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COMMITTEE  o»  COUNCIL  on 
EDUCATION  (Sir  W.  Habt  Dtkb, 
Kent,  Dartford) :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
-Gentleman  to  postpone  the  quastion 
until  Monday.  I  have  called  tor  infi»- 
mation  but  hare  not  yet  received  it. 

ciry  posTMiai. 

Mb.  0CTATIU8  T.  MORGAN 
{Battersea)  asked  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  be  can  now  give  any  further 
information  as  to  the  date  when  the 
improvement  in  the  hours  of  attendance 
■of  the  City  postmen  (in  reply  to  their 


petition  of  June,  1887),  is  likely  to  take 
place ;  and,  if  he  has  received  a  memorial 
asking  payment  for  the  excess  time 
performed  by  them  during  the  year 
18B8;  and,  if  so,  when  an  answer  may 
be  expected  ? 

*The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL{Mr. 
Baikxs,  Unirersity  of  Cambridge) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  hare  to 
state  that  a  rery  considerable  improre- 
ment  in  the  hours  of  attendance  of  the 
City  postmen  has  been  carried  out,  and 
the  men  are  feeling  the  relief  afforded. 
Their  average  attendance  is  now  abont 
sevea  hours  and  fifty  minutes  a  day.  I 
have  received  a  memorial  asking  for 
additional  payment  for  "excess  time" 
in  1888,  but  no  such  payments  hare  ever 
been  made,  and  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  proper  to  make  them  for  out-door 
work  which  oan  be  indefinitely  prolonged 
by  the  men  tbemeelres. 

MIDDLESEX  LAND  KEQISTRT. 

Mb.  JENNINGS  (Stockport)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
the  office  of  the  Middlesex  Land  Regis- 
try was  connected  with  the  office  of 
Land  Registry,  and  whether  it  was 
under  the  control  of  the  Treasury  or  any 
Department  of  the  Government;  whether 
it  was  the  fact  that  Lord  Truro,  as 
Registrar  of  the  Middlesex  Land  Regis- 
try, received  fees  to  the  arerage  annnal 
amount  of  £5,000  a-year,  and  scarcely 
ever  entered  the  office,  the  whole  of  the 
work  being  done  by  deputy;  and  in 
whose  gift  was  this  appointment  f 

•Mr.  JAC!K80N:  The  Middlesex 
Registry  was  created  by  a  Statute  of 
Queen  Anne,  and  has  no  connection 
with  the  Land  Registry.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  has  power  to  make  rules  for 
the  regulation  of  the  ofi&ce.  No  portion 
of  the  cost  of  the  Registry  falls  on  the 
Exchequer.  The  entire  cost  is  defrayed 
from  the  fees,  and  the  Registrars,  of 
whom  theie  were  originally  four,  are  by 
Statute  entitled  to  retain  the  surplus 
fees  for  tbflir  own  benefit.  Lord  Truro 
is  the  sole  surriving  Registrar;  but 
nnder  an  Act  of  1859  the  Quean's  Re- 
membrancer, who  had  previously  been 
tx-offieio  a  Registrar,  continues  to  re- 
eeive  for  the  Exchequer  his  share  of  the 
net  fees.  This  share  at  present  repre- 
sents one-half,  and  amounted  for  the 
year  1888-9  to  £4,054  18s.  3d.  The 
appointment  of  Begietrars  is  in  the 
Lord  Chancellor   and  the  Lord  Chief 
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altematelT ;  bat  on  the  occur- 
rence of  the  last  tbree  Tacancies  no  ap- 
pointments were  made,  and  the  offic; 
will  disappear  on  the  passing  of  the 
Land  Tranafer  fiiU,  now  before  the 
Hou''e  of  Lords. 

IRELAND— MH.  MtJRPHT. 

Mb.  LEAMT  (Cork  Co..  N.E.)  aaked 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  under 
what  authority,  and  by  whom,  Mr. 
Murphy  had  been  appointed  Chief  Re- 
ceiver in  the  Land  Juagea'  Division  of  the 
High  Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland ;  what 
was  his  salary;  and  what  legal  qualifica- 
tion did  he  poBsese ;  whether  business 
hitherto  transacted  before  the  Judges, 
in  reference  to  management  of  landed 
estates  and  the  supervision  and  control 
of  receivers  over  the  samo,  in  pursu- 
ance of  the  Judicature  Act,  had  been, 
and  was  now,  transacted  before  Mr. 
Murphy  sitting  in  Chambers ;  and 
whether  his  appointment  revired  the 
office  of  Beceiver  Master,  which  was 
abolished  by  the  Act ;  whether  any  rule 
appointing  Mr.  Murphy  had  been  made; 
and,  whether  any  rules  as  to  procedure 
before  him  had  been  made  ;  and,  if  so, 
had  they  been,  or  would  they  be,  laid 
before  Parliament  ? 

*The  solicitor  GENERAL  fok 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddbs,  University 
of  Dublin)  :  I  am  informed  that  Mr. 
Murphy  has  been  appointed  Chief  Re- 
ceiver in  the  Land  Judges'  Division  of 
the  High  Court  of  Justice  in  Irdaod  by 
the  Land  Judge,  with  the  consent  and 
approval  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland  and  with  the  sanction  of  the 
CommissionerB  of  Her  Majesty's 
Treasury,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Land  Estates  Court  (Ireland]  Act 
and  the  Judicature  Act.  His  salary  has 
been  fixed  at  £l,000  a  year.  Mr. 
Murphy  does  not  possess  legal  qualifica- 
tion, nor  is  he  required  to  discharge  legal 
business.  A  considerable  portion  of  the 
business  hitherto  transacted  through 
solicitors  before  the  Judges  in  reference 
to  the  details  of  the  management  of 
landed  estates  and  the  control  of  the 
Receivers  over  the  same,  in  pursuance  of 
the  Judicature  Act  now  comes  in  the  first 
place  before  Mr.  Murphy  direct  from 
the  Receiver,  without  the  intervention 
of  a  solicitor.  But  in  every  oase  Mr. 
Murphy's  memorandum  is  submitted  to 
one  of  the  Receiver  Judges  and  by  him 
converted  into  a  ruling,  with  such 
Mr.  Jtnningi 


modifications  as  he  may  think  proper. 
It  ia  calculated  that  by  this  changecosta 
to  estates  will  be  saved  to  the  extent  of 
at  least  £10,000  a  year.  This  appoint- 
ment does  not  revive  the  office  of 
Receiver  Master.  No  rule  appointing 
Mr.  Murphy  has  been  made.  He  has 
been  temporarily  appointed  by  grder 
dated  February  12,  1889,  and  has  no 
right  to  pension  or  superannuation.  No 
rules  as  to  procedure  before  him  have 
been  made,  as  he  merely  prepares 
memoranda  or  suggestions  for  the 
Judges'  consideration. 

EMBEZZLEMENT  IN  THE  NAVY. 
Mb,  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green. 
S.W.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty whether  his  consideration  had 
been  given  to  the  circnmstances  attend- 
ing the  embezzlement  by  "W.  W.  Brad- 
don,  late  Assistant  Paymaster  of  H.U.S. 
BiHeoH,  of  £3,818,  which  sum  had  siace 
been  written  off  as  a  dead  loss  to  the 
Crown  ;  whether  bis  attention  had  been 
drawn,  in  particular,  to  the  following 
passage  in  a  communication,  dated  14th 
December,  1887,  from  the  Lords  Com- 
misaioners  of  Her  Majesty's  Treaeui; 
to  the  Admiralty: — 

"  But  whetbar  there  wai  laxity  oi  not  in  liic 
eiamimttioD  of  )Ir.  Braddon'B  accoonta,  it  ii 
acknowledged   that  be   was   enabled  to  per- 

tetrate  his  fr&uds  through  the  persisteut  neg- 
>ct  b;  the  Commander  of  the  Helicon  to  obey 
Article  523  (cj  of  the  Queen's  Ragnlation> ; " 

who  were  in  succession  commanders  of 
the  Seluirn  from  Midsummer  1684  to 
January,  1886,  the  period  of  the  frauds; 
what  punishment  had  been  imposed 
upon  those  officers  for  their  neglect; 
and,  had  they  been  called  upon  to  make 
good  any  portion  of  the  public  loss  f 

The  first  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing).:  The  facts  are  as  stated. 
My  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
Treasury  letter  referred  to.  The  caw 
was  fully  investigated,  and  it  was  con- 
sidered that  there  was  no  laxity  in  the 
examination  of  accounts.  In  regard  to 
what  the  Treasury  described  as  "per- 
sistent neglect"  on  the  part  of  the 
commander  it  may  be  as  well  to  explain 
exactly  of  what  this  neglect  consisted. 
The  paymaster  of  a  ship  has  from  time 
to  time  to, prepare  a  statement  showing 
the  "balance  of  cash."  These  state- 
ments are  submitted  to  the  commander, 
who,  after  satisfying  himself  of  thsii 


joyCjOOgle 


1565  7%t  ^fWMl  {Atbil 

ooTTfictneM,  aigna  them  beforo  their 
-trail HmissioD  to  the  Admiralty.  All  this 
vaa  done  by  the  commaader  of  the 
Mtlieon.  His  remiMneBB  conBiated  of 
hia  handing  the  atatementa  after  signa- 
ture back  to  the  paymaater  for  despatch 
to  the  Admiralty,  instead  of  deapatahing 
them  with  his  owe  hand,  as  directed  by 
the  regulations,  and  the  franda  were 
perpetrated  by  the  paymaster  falsifying 
the  figures  of  the  statementa  after  the 
oommauder  had  signed  tbem,  and  before 
diapatcfaing  them  to  the  Admiralty. 
The  commander  was  reprimanded,  and 
oautioned  to  be  more  careful  in  future, 
but  aa  the  neglect  in  effect  consisted  of 
his  failure  to  recognize  in  one  of  hia 
offlcera  (and  one  vho  had  hitherto  borne 
the  highest  character)  a  possible  rogue, 
it  was  not  considered  that  this  neglect 
was  deserving  of  a  more  serious  punish- 
ment than  the  censure  which  he  re- 
ceived. I  may  add  that  the  regulations 
hare  since  this  occurrence  been  made 
more  stringent  The  lieutenants  com- 
manding were  Lieutenants  Winaloe  and 
Tiadall. 

Ha.  PIOKEBSQILL :  la  the  noble 
Lord  aware  that  in  the  Xavy  Appro- 
priation Acoount,  thia  year,  there  la  an 
entry  on  page  61,  that  in  the  case  of  a 
receipt  which  was  given  in  error,  half 
the  ^ue  ie  charged  against  the  officer 
who  gave  it.  I  wish  to  know  wh^  this 
rule  should  not  be  applied  also  in  the 
case  of  the  more  highly  paid  offioera  ? 

Loan  Or.  HAMILTON :  If  the  hon. 
Member  wants  to  know  why  the  regu- 
lation has  not  been  carried  out  in  this 
caae,  he  had  better  put  a  question  upon 
the  Paper. 

H.U.S.  BSlTOK. 

Mfi.  FIOKEfiSaiLL  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  his  at- 
tention had  been  specially  called  to  the 
following  faota:  That  H.U.8.  Briton 
was  completed  at  an  original  coat  of 
£66,736  ;  that,  up  to  the  Slat  March 
1886,  the  further  expenditure  for  repaire 
upon  this  ship  was  £50,189^  that,  be- 
tween the  30tn  September  1886  and  the 
3nd  February  1887,  an  additional  sum 
of  £1,745  waa  expended  in  repairing 
the  ship;  and  that,  finally,  the  ship  was 
sold  in  Augnat  1H87  for  £3,541  ;  and, 
whether  he  would  explain  under  what 
circumstances  a  large  expenditure  was 
inourred  for  repaira  within  tS  months  of 
the  sale  of  the  ship  ? 
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LoBD  0.  HAMILTON :  With  the  ex- 
ception that  £11,500  out  of  the  £50,189 
waa  for  stores,  and  not  for  repairs,  the 
facts  are  generally  as  etated  in  the  ques- 
tion. The  ship  was  originally  oommia- 
aioned  in  1871,  and  had  been  at  the 
time  of  her  sale  actually  in  commission 
for  11  years  and  nine  months.  The 
queation  of  the  expediency  of  spending 
tne  £1,745  on  the  repairs  of  a  ship 
within  BO  short  a  period  of  her  being 
sold  was  very  fully  aiacusaed,  and  it  was 
only  after  careful  consideration  of  the 
duties  required  by  the  exigencies  of  the 
service  on  the  East  Indies  Station, 
especially  with  regard  to  the  suppression 
of  slavery  in  the  Persian  Gulf  and  East 
Goaat  of  Africa,  that  it  was  decided  to 
spend  this  sum  in  preferenoe  to  letting 
her  lay  up  in  a  perfectly  uselesa  condi- 
tion for  some  months.  She  was  sold 
mainly  hecauae  she  waa  hopelessly  in- 
fected  with  white  ants. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Betbnal  Green,  N.E.): 
In  what  way  was  this  ship  sold  ?  Waa 
it  by  public  auction  or  private  oon- 
traot? 

LoKD  G.  HABIILTGN :  I  think  she 
was  sold  by  public  auction,  but  I  would 
again  ask  that  a  question  of  that  kind 
^ould  be  put  on  the  Paper. 

IRELAND— DIVIBIONAL 
COMUISSIONEBS. 

Mb.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  S.)  naked 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  the  nature  of 
the  appointment  as  Magistrates  of  the 
Divisional  Commissioners  was  such  as  to 
compel  Clerks  of  Poor  Law  Unions  to 
pnt  them  on  the  list  of  »x-offle%o  Guar- 
diana  for  the  naiona  in  which  they  re- 
side? 

Mb.  a.  S.  BALFOUB  :  I  am  advised 
that  the  nature  of  the  appointment  as 
magiatratea  ef  the  IKviaional  Commis- 
aionera  ia  not  auch  as  to  render  them 
eligible  to  act  in  any  case  as  tx-offieio 
guardians  of  a  Poor  Law  union. 

THE  SPECIAL  C0UHIB8I0N. 
Mb.  HATDEN  asked  the  Obief  Seore- 
taiy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
how  m&ny  days  had  the  County  In- 
spector of  Leitrim  and  the  Diabrict  In- 
spector and  Head  Constable  of  Carrick- 
on-Shannon  been  abaent  from  their 
dutiee  whilst  attending  as  witnessea  for 
the  Thnet:  when  were  they  examined; 
vho  was  in  charge  of  the  district  of 
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Oarrick-on-ShaDnoii  during  their  ab- 
sence i  what  was  the  maximum  period 
during  which  the  rules  permit  a  oon- 
Btable  to  remain  in  the  County  In- 
spector's office  ;  aod  had  that  term  been 
exceeded  by  constables  in  Carrick-on- 
Shannon ;  if  so,  can  he  state  on  what 
grounds  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  County  Inspector  of  Leitrim 
and  the  District  Inspector  of  Carrick-on- 
Bhannon  were  absent  from  their  stations 
for  lOB  days  and  27  days  respectively 
while  attending  on  subpoena  in  London 
in  connection  with  the  Special  Commis- 
eion.  No  Head  Constable  was  absent 
from  Oarriok- on- Shannon.  The  County 
Inspector  was  examined  in  the  end  of 
January,  and  the  District  Inspector 
about  the  middle  of  December.  Dis- 
trict Inspector  Oonnaughton  was  in 
charge  of  Carrick-on- Shannon  district. 
No  constable  was  employed  in  the 
County  Inspector's  of&oe  except  the 
ordinary  police  clerks.  There  is  no  rule 
fixing  the  period  in  which  a  oonetable 
may  be  so  employed  should  the  amount 
of  the  work  necessitate  such  employ- 

IMPRISOJfMENT  IN  DEFAULT  OP  BAIL, 
Mr.  HAYDEN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  how  many  persons  had  been 
sentenced  in  Oastlerea  District  (County 
Boscommon)  to  terms  of  imprisonment 
in  default  of  finding  bail  under  the 
statute  of  Edward  III.  within  the  last 
six  months ;  bow  many  of  the  defend- 
ants consented  to  give  bail;  how  many 
were  now  in  prison  undergoing  their 
sentences ;  what  was  the  offence  with 
which  they  were  charged ;  and  what 
had  been  the  extra  cost  of  Constabulary 
in  the  district  during  the  last  12 
months  7 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  understand 
that  within  the  last  six  months  25  per- 
sons in  Caatlerea  District,  who  were 
ordered  to  be  bound  over  to  keep  the 
peace  and  be  of  good  behaviour  under 
the  statute  mentioned,  were  committed 
to  prison  in  default  of  finding  bail.  Of 
this  number  five  were  willing  to  give 
bail,  and  three  actually  did  so,  the  two 
others  being  unable  to  get  anyone  to  go 
bail  for  them.  Bighteen  of  these  per- 
sons are  now  in  prison.  The  offences 
charged  were  as  follows  : — Unlawful 
assembly,  19  persons  charged ;  dis. 
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orderly  conduct  likely  to  lead  to  a 
breach  of  the  peace,  4 ;  disorderly  con- 
duct in  besetbng  a  dwelling-house,  2 : 
total  25.  There  has  been  no  cost  to  the- 
district  for  extra  constabulary  for  th» 
past  twelve  months. 

TITHE  DISTRAINTS  IN  WALES. 
Mb.  BOWEN  EOWLANDS  (Cardi- 
ganshire) asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  to  the  authori- 
of    what    counties     and    county 
>ughB  the  Chief  Constable  of  Cardi- 
ganshire applied    for  additional  police 
assistance   tor   the  tithe    distraints    at 
Fenbryn ;    and   whether   such   applica- 
tions were  made  after  the  information 
to  the  intention  of  the  peasants  was. 
pplied  to  him  bv  the  Superintendent 
of  Police  on  March  16th? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  tor 
THK  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Hattbsws,  Birmingham,  E.) :  The  Chief 
Constable  of  Cardiganshire  informs  me 
with  regard  to  tithe  distraints  at 
Fenbryn  that  after  receipt  of  the 
information  supplied  to  lum  by  th» 
Superintendent  of  Police  he  telegraphed 
for  assistance  to  the  Chief  Constable 
of  Carmarthenshire,  some  of  whose 
constables  were  with  him  on  the  19th 
nit.,  when  the  oonduct  of  the  people 
was  so  threatening  that  he  telegraphed 
on  the  night  of  the  19th  to  the  Chief 
Constable  of  Olamorgahshire  for  more 
constables. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshiie)  : 
Were  there  any  applications  made  for 
additional  police  assistance  before  the 
Ihlh? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  first  applica- 
tion of  which  I  was  informed  was  made 
on  the  19th.   _ 

THE  COtlNTY  COUNCILS. 
Colonel  LLOYD  AN8TRUTHBB 
(Suffolk,  Woodbridge)  asked  the  Fren- 
dent  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
whether,  under  "  The  Local  Government 
(England  and  Wales)  Act,  1888,"  every 
member  of  a  banking  firm  with  whom 
an  ordinary  current  account  is  kept 
either  by  a  County  Oonncil  or  by  an 
authority  under  it,  was  thereby  dis- 
qualified from  being  a  County  Coon- 
dllor  f 
*Ma.  RITCEUE :  I  have  no  authori^ 
to  determine  qnestions  retotiTe  j 
disqualification  of  Countyitf 
but  I    may  say   that    " 


re  no  authoritr         , 
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thepoliceto  break  into  Father  Farrelly's 
house  in  order  to  arrest  a  gentleman 
who  Tas  charged  with  inoitement? 

Me.  A.  J.,BALFOUR:  I  apprehend 
that  the  warrant  would  constitute 
sufficient  legal  authority. 


OorporationB  Act  prorides  that  a  person 
shall  be  disqualified  from  being  elected, 
and  for  being  a  Town  Oouncillor,  if  and 
while  he  "has,  directly  or  indirectly, 
by  himself  or  his  partner,  any 
snare  or  interest  in  any  contract 
or  employment  with,  by,  or  on 
behalf  of  the  Ooimcil";  and  that  this 
provision  has  been  made  applicable  to 
County  Gonncillors,  I  presume  that 
some  particular  case  has  given  rise  to 
the  question  of  my  hon.  Friend;  but 
whether  such  case  would  come  within 
the  enactment  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred is  a  matter  upon  which  I  must 
not  be  understood  as  expressing  any 
'   opinion. 

IBELAND— FATHEK  FAEBELLY. 
Mb.  WILLIAM  CORBET  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  why,  having  held  over  the 
warrant  for  Father  Farrelly's  arrest  for 
five  weeks  without  any  attempt  to 
execute  it,  although  he  was  available  at 
any  time,  it  was  thought  necessary  to 
break  into  his  house  ;  could  he  cite  any 
authority  for  auoh  a  proceeding ;  and 
why,  having  taken  the  extreme  course 
of  breaking  into  Father  Farrelly's  house, 
was  he  allowed  to  go  voluntarily  to 
prison  unaccompanied  by  a  police 
escort? 

Mb.     A.    J.     BALFOUE :     As  has 
already  been  more  than  once  stated,  the 

KUce  broke  into  Father  Farrelly's  house 
oause  they  had  information  that  led 
them  to  believe  he  wa^  there.  As  has 
also  been  stated,  I  am  advised  that 
the  proceeding  was,  under  the  circum- 
stances, leeal.  As  regards  the  last 
paragraph,  I  have  to  state  that  Father 
Farrelly  was  accompanied  by  two  police- 
men in  plain  clothes.  It  was  impossible 
to  collect  a  large  escort,  and  it  appears 
that  a  small  escort  would  have  run 
serious  danger  of  attack  had  they  been 
in  uniform. 

Hb.  sexton  :  I  must  press  for  a 
fuller  answer.  I  want  to  know  why 
the  rev.  gentleman,  having  written  on 
the  Slat  January  to  say  that  he  was 
ready  for  arrest,  was  not  arrested ;  and 
why  the  police  broke  into  his  house  in 
the  early  morning  for  the  purpose  of 
arresting  him,  although  they  afterwards 
allowed  him  to  go  to  Wexford  Gaol 
^  irithout  any  pohce  escort  whatever? 
'  u  the  I^al  authority  that  enabled 
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THE  biilfaht  board  of 

GUARDIANS. 
Db.  FITZ  GERALD  (L-jngford,  8.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Local  Ghtvernment  Board  has 
been  directed  to  the  Report  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Belfast  Board  of  Guar- 
dians at  their  usual  weekly  meeting 
held  on  20th  March,  Ifi89,  at  which  a 
Committee  of  the  Guardians  reported  to 
the  Board  serious  frauds  and  other 
'egiilarities  in  oonneotion  with  the 
supply  of  new  milk  in  the  Union  Stores, 
and  stated  that  no  matter  what  question 
they  put  to  Robinson,  the  storekeeper, 
he  tried  to  evade  it,  and  that  the 
answers  given  by  him  were  misleading 
and  inaccurate  ;  is  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  correctly  reported  as  having 
stated  that  he  had  oome  to  the  conclu- 
sion "that  Robinson  was  either  culpably 
guilty  of  prevarication  or  totally  incom- 
petent to  discharge  his  duties,  or  both 
combined;"  do  the  defalcations  for  a 
short  period  amount  to  £61  I5s.4d.;  and 
will  an  independent  inquiry  be  imme- 
diately ordered  so  as  to  fix  responsibility 
upon  the  defaulting  offiicials,  and  thus 
have  the  amount  of  the  deficit  restored 
to  the  credit  of  the  rates? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Clerk  of 
the  Belfast  Union  reports  that  some 
verbal  statements  rejecting  on  the  store- 
keeper have  been  made  to  the  Board  of 
Guardians  by  a  Committee  appointed  by 
them  to  inquire  into  the  subject  of  the 
milk  supply.  It  appears  that  the  store- 
keeper, instead  of  deducting  from  the 
contractor  a  sum  of  4d.  for  each  gallon 
short  of  the  supply  required  in  accord- 
ance with  the  contract,  represents  that 
he  deducted  the  actual  cost  only  of  the 
substitute  provided  in  lieu  of  the  de&- 
cienay,  the  difference  between  the  two 
amounts  being  represented  by  the  sum  of 
£61  ISs.  4d.  The  Goveruors,  at  their 
meeting  on  Tuesday  last,  adopted  a 
Resolution  requesting  the  Local  Oo- 
vemment  Boara  to  hi^d  a  awom  inquiry 
into  the  matter.  The  request  is  noir 
under  consideration. 
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BVlCniONS  IN  OOtJNTY  SLIGO. 

Mk.  OLANCT  (Dablm  Co.) :  I  beg 
to  uk  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Identeaant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  eTictions 
recently  carried  out  oa  the  estate  of  the 
Meesre.  Knox,  in  the  paristt  of  Curry, 
Coantj  of  Sligo ;  whether  the  following 
fitatement  made  by  the  8l^o  Cham- 
pion, regarding  some  of  the  IT  families 
evicted,  or  visited  by  the  evicting  party, 
are  eubetantially  true — 

"  Michael  Walsh  is  a  widower,  and  haa  tix 
little  children.  On  the  2ndof  last  Janoarr  one 
of  the  children  caught  fever,  and  the  whole 
family  wag  attacked  in  tnm.  The  father  has 
hut  juet  recovered,  and  the  last  child  attacked 
was  actuallr  laffering  from  fever  when  Bha  waa 
carried  out  of  her  home  and  placed  on  a  little 
■teaw   on  a  bleak  hiU-nde.      She  wai  sabee- 

Sientlj  removed  by  the  relieving  officer  to  the 
ver  hotpital.  .  .  .  After  the  door  of  the  next 
hoiue  attacked  (Thomas  Uillar'i)  bad  been 
broken  in,  it  transpired  that  Mrs.  Millar,  terri- 
fied bv  the,  Htt«ok  on  her  house,  had  fainted, 
and  could  not  he  removed. ...  Pat  Walsh  is 
over  80  years  of  age.  For  more  than  ten  years 
he  has  been  confined  (o  bed.  His  wife  is  nearly 
as  old  and  as  helpless  as  he.  He  was  wrapped 
in  a  few  pi  enes  of  bedding,  and  carried  out  from 
the  miserable  hut.  and  thrown  on  the  street :  " 
and  whether,  if  those  statements  are 
veil  founded,  the  Qovemment  will,  in 
future,  take  care  that  the  forces  of  the 
Crown  shall  not  be  employed  to  carry 
out  evictions  under  similar  circnm- 
Btonoeef 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  state- 
menta  are  not  substantially  nor  even 
approximately  true.  The  evicted  per- 
sons were  not  tenants,  but  trespassers, 
having  be^n  in  unlawful  possession  for 
several  years.  None  of  them  appear  to 
have  been  suffering  from  fever,  nor  was 
any  person  auffering  from  illnees  oarfled 
out  and  placed  on  a  bleak  hill-side.  I 
am  informed  that  there  is  no  bill-aide, 
bleak  or  otherwise,  at  Walsh's  bouse. 
The  Believing  Officer  was  not  preeeat. 
Mrs.  Millar  complained  of  illness,  but, 
so  far  as  I  know,  bhe  did  not  faint.  She 

expressed  her  readiness  to  move,    

subsequently  declined  ti>  do  so,  and  was 
not  further  disturbed  on  that  day.  A 
woman  named  Kennedy  was  also  left 
ludisturbed  on  that  day,  as  she  pleaded 
illness.  On  the  following  day  she  was 
examined  by  the  doctor,  who  said  there 
waa  nothing  the  matter  with  her,  and 
on  the  next  day  she  walked  about  the 
place  using  strong  language.  Patrick 
Walsh  was  examined  by  the  doctor,  and 


apparently  there  was  nothing  the  matter 
with  him.  His  wife,  who  is  stated  not 
to  be  helpless,  several  times  proclaimed 
her  intention  of  again  taking  forcible 
possession. 

Mb.  OLANOT:  Inasmnoh  as  theee 
statements  have  appeared  in  the  Iriih 
papers  for  a  fortnight  without  any  oon- 
trtuliotioD  from  the  parties  concerned, 
may  I  ask  the  right  ban.  Clentleman  to 
give  us  the  authority  on  which  he  bases 
contradiction  ? 

la.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  The  autho- 
rity on  which  I  base  my  contradiction  is 
the  information  supplied  to  me  by  the 
officers  in  the  district.  I  may  point  oat 
that  if  I  were  to  corroot  every  erroneouB 
statement  in  the  Irish  Frees  I  should 
certainly  require  an  additional  private 
secretary  to  assist  me. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  C0UHI3SIOK. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lien- 
tenant  of  Ireland  what  has  been  the 
lit  by  the  offer  of  the  Irish  Land 
Commission  of  sale  by  public  auction, 
at  Listowel,  on  the  26th  ollimo,  of  tro 
farme  bought  by  the  tenants  Jeremiah 
Cregan  and  Michael  MuUally,  under  the 
Ashbourne  Act,  through  the  agency  of 
the  Purchase  Commission ;  bow  many 
years'  purchase  of  the  rent  was  allowed 
to  the  landlord  in  each  case,  and  whether 
it  was  calculated  on  the  old  rent  or  on 
the  judicial  rent;  wliat  is  thearrear  due 
to  the  Land  Commission  by  the  tenant 
purchaser  in  each  case  ;  whether,  in  one 
of  these  cases,  the  annual  instalment 
payable  by  the  tenant  is  £12,  whilst  the 
Poor  Law  valuation  of  the  holding  is 
only  £8  lOs. ;  and,  how  many  other 
farms  were  bought  by  the  tenants  on 
the  same  estate  upon  similar  terms  of 
purohase  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  The  Land 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  Cregan 
and  Mullally  having  made  payments  on 
account,  the  sales  were  at  their  request 
adjourned.  The  prices  agreed  upon 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  in  each 
oase,  were  advanced. .  In  Cregan's  case 
the  rate  appears  to  be  14}-  years'  pur- 
chase of  the  judicial  rent;  in  Hullally's 
case  the  rate  was  iO  years'  purchaae  of 
the  judicial  rent.  The  arrear  due  by 
the  tenant  purchaser  in  each  case  is 
six  pounds,  being  the  instalment  whidi 
became  due  1st  November  last.  In 
Mnllaly's  case  the  Poor  Law  valuation 
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appears  to  be  £8  15s.,  and  the  aimual 
inetalmeDta  £12.  The  averaee  price  on 
the  entire  estate  appears  to  lie  17-7  on 
the  rental,  the  prides  varying  from  133 
to  21-7.  The  Oommissioners  add  that 
the  apparent  disproportion,  in  some 
oases,  oetween  the  Poor  Law  valuations 
and  the  rents  is  aooounted  for  by  the 
thet  that  upon  many  of  the  holdings  in 
question  there  had  been  a  oonsiderable 
expenditure  in  improvements  by  the 
landlord. 

THE  EOCLESIASTIOAL  OOM- 
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Mb.  OHANNING  (Northampton- 
ahire,  £.)=  I  heg  to  ask  the  right 
faon.  fiaronet  the  Uember  for  the 
Epping  Division  of  Essex,  as  an 
Eoclesiastical  Oommissioner,  whether 
the  E^clsiastical  Commieaioners  have 
considered  the  application  of  Mr. 
John  Lloyd,  to  be  furnished  with 
the  boundary  ontliaes  of  the  estates 
held  within  the  Metropolitan  area 
by  the  £]ccIeBiasticBl  OommiMioners ; 
whether  the  Commissioners  are  aware 
that  the  Com  mission  era  of  Woods 
and  Forests,  the  Office  of  Public 
Works,  the  Uorporation  of  London, 
&e  Uetropulitan  Board  of  Works,  and 
most  of  the  great  corporate  and  indi- 
vidual owners  of  property  in  London, 
have  already  famished  Mr.  Lloyd  with 
the  boundary  outlines  of  their  estates, 
to  be  entered  on  his  projected  ground 
plan  of  London ;  and,  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  great  public  importance 
of  obtaining  an  accurate  ground  plan  of 
the  estates  within  the  Uetropolitan 
area,  the  Oommissioners  will  supply  Mr. 
Lloyd  with  the  information  ne  re- 
quires? 
*9iB  H.  8ELWIN-IBBBTS0N  (Eeaex, 
Epping)  :  The  Commissioners  have 
considered  the  application  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member,  and  are 
aware  that  some  of  the  corporate 
and  individual  owners  of  property 
in  London  have  been  able  to  comply 
with  Mr.  Lloyd's  request "^  bnt  the 
properties  of  the  Ecclesiastioal  Com- 
missioners (which  have  oome  and  are 
still  coming  into  their  possession  at 
different  times,  and  the  titles  to  which 
are  derived  from  so  many  divers  ecclesias- 
tioal corporations)  are  so  various  in  their 
character,  and  are  so  scattered  in  small 
plots  over  the  Metropolitan  area,  that  it 
vonld  be  exoeaavdy  diffionlt,  if  not  im- 


possible, for  the  Commissioners  to  de- 
fine, as  is  suggested,  on  any  one  plan 
the  numerous  holdings,  some  of  them 
exceedingly  small,  in  which  they  ar» 
wholly  or  partially  interested. 

Mb.  J.  E0WLAKD8  (Finsbuiy): 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Ghentleman  if 
he  will  afford  Mr.  Lloyd  all  the  informa- 
tion he  can  in  the  matter ;  it  would  be 
of  great  utility  in  the  discussion  of  the 
Land  Question. 

Sib  H.  SELWm-IBBETSON :   Tha 


Ecclesiastioal  Commissioners  vKU 


every  facility  in   their  power 


ill  giv» 
to   Mr. 


Mb.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditoh,  Hox- 
ton) :  Did  not  the  Ecclesiastioal  Com- 
missioners distinctly  refuse  to  give  Mr. 
Lloyd  information  f 

Bin  H.  8ELWIN-IBBET80N :  I 
fancy  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  referring 
to  a  correspondence  which  took  plaoe 
some  time  ago.  I  believe  a  letter  to  that 
affect  was  sent  to  Mr.  Lloyd. 

THE  DKFENOE  OP  THE  COASTS. 

Sib  GEOBOE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
tbe  Admiralty  if  he  can  be  so  good  as  to 
give  some  more  particular  indication  as 
to  where  in  his  speeches  is  to  be  found 
the  plan  of  the  Government  for  uniting 
under  one  authority  the  Land,  Sea,  and 
Amphibions  Forces  for  the  defence  of 
the  British  Coasts;  whether  the  diffi- 
culty has  been  got  over  that  one  class  of 
men  cannot  be  allocated  any  share  of 
the  work  of  land  batteries  and  sub- 
marine mines  because  those  things  ara 
under  the  War  Office,  and  another  class 
cannot  serve  on  floating  batteries  be- 
cause those  are  under  the  Admiralty; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  consider  the  possibility  of  the 
greater  development  for  tbe  defence  of 
our  coasts  of  an  amphibious  olaas  of 
defenders,  ready  to  serve  for  ooast 
batteries,  submarine  mines,  and  local 
floating  batteries  ? 

LoBD  G.  HAMILTON :  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  beg  to  say  that  I 
have  never  made  any  statement  of  the 
kind  mentioned  in  the  question,  neither 
have  I  ever  even  heard  of  any  proposal 
to  establish  the  amphibious  force  he 
refers  to.  As  to  the  second  part  of  the 
question,  men  who  volunteer  for  service 
under  the  Admiralty  cannot  be  com- 
pelled to  serve  under  the  War  Office, 
and  MM  tvr^d,  and  .there  are  no  floating 
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batteries  in  the  poaseBsion  of  the  Ad- 
miralty. 

Sm  OEORQE  OA.UPBELL :  I  beg 
to  aak  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whj  more  baa  not  been  done,  or  whether 
Hw  Majesty's  Oovernment  will  new 
try  to  do  more  to  eoliat  the  great 
material  available,  in  the  shape  of  fisher- 
men on  the  East  Coast  of  Scotland,  for 
the  defence  of  those  shores,  by  enrolling 
them  in  aome  aort  of  Marine  Militia  or 
Local  Marine  Beserve,  npon  terms  more 
oonaistent  with  their  position  and  avo- 
cations than  have  hitherto  been  offered, 
and  designed  to  make  them  available 
for  local  defence  as  distinguished  from 
a  Naval  Eeserre  for  the  Regular  Navy  ? 

LoBO  Q.  HAMILTON:  The  second 
class  of  the  Royal  Navy  Reserve  waa 
established  for  the  purpose  of  enrolling 
the  class  of  men  named  in  the  question, 
and  I  cannot  suggest  any  plan  for  more 
usefully  employing  their  services  in  the 
event  of  war.  I  should  be  opposed  to 
any  proposal  that  might  have  the  effect 
of  detwring  these  men  from  joining  the 
Reserve  in  favour  of  a  corps  which 
would  entail  their  employment  in  par- 
ticalar  localities,  and  tliua  circumeoribe 
their  sphere  of  uaefulness. 

8m  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  b^  to  give 
notice  that,  unless  something  is  done  in 
the  directioL  suggested,  I  shall  vote 
against  all  increasaa  of  the  Regular 
ioroes. 

IRELAND— PRISON  TREATMENT 
OF  MR.  E.  HARRINGTON. 
Mb.  JOHN  MORLET  (Newcastle) : 
I  beg  to  aak  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Ueutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
wife  of  Mr.  E.  Harrington,  M.P.,  ac- 
companied by  Mr.  T.  Harrington,  M.P., 
on  reaching  TuUamore  Prison  on  Mon- 
day Ist  April,  were  not  allowed  to  aee 
Mr.  E.  Harrington,  though  more  than 
three  months  of  his  term  had  ex- 
pired; whether  Mr.  Harrington  had 
been  allowed  to  receive  a  single  letter 
or  a  single  visit  during  these  three 
months ;  whether  the  reason  assigned  for 
this  refusal  to  permit  letters  or  risits  is 
that  he  gets  no  marks  as  a  consequence 
of  being  engaged  in  preparing  his  de- 
fence before  the  Special  Commission  ; 
whether  Mr.  T.  Harrington,  on  tele- 
graphing to  the  Chairman  of  the  PrisonB 
Boud,  was  informed  in  reply  that  the 
Ohairman  should  oominunioate  with  the 
Oovemor  by  poat ;  and  whether  the  visit 
J^d  G.  HamlUm 


is  to  be  diaalloired  for  the  ream 
stated  P 

Me.  a.  J.  BAXJX)UR:  Ab  far  as  I 
ean  understand  from  the  Reports  re- 
ceived from  the  Prisons  Board,  the  facta 
are  substantially  as  stated  in  the  ques- 
tion. The  prison  authorities  do  net 
seem  to  have  sufficiently  taken  into 
aoooimt  the  exceptional  circamstances 
attending  Mr.  Harrington's  impriMm- 
ment,  due  to  the  neceaatty  Mr.  Harring- 
ton is  under  of  preparing  his  defenoe 
before  the  Spsoial  Commiasion ;  bnt  the 
error  of  judgment  has  been  rectified. 

botamt  in  the  new  OODB. 

Mr.  RANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Lm>- 
minater) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Tice  Fred- 
dent  of  the  Committee  of  Council  cm 
Education  whether  the  subject  of  botany, 
mentioned  in  the  list  of  specific  subjeeti 
in  Section  Ifi  of  the  new  Code,  oompre- 
hends  inatruotion  in  practical  gardening 
and  in  the  uses  of  plants  and  of  thai 
value  as  food ;  and  whether  it  ia  naoes- 
sary  that  evening  classes  should  be  io 
evetr    case     taught     by     certificated 

teachers  f  

•Sm  W.  HART  DTKE :  Any  perwn 
over  IS  years  of  age  approved  By  the 
Inspector  may  be  recognised  as  a  teaches 
of  an  evening  school.  A  footnote  to  the 
Schedule  of  epecifio  subjects  gives  powsi 
to  the  managers  to  submit  to  the  Inapec- 
tor  a  progressive  series  of  lessons  in  any 
of  the  subjects  mentioned,  and  thia,  in 
connection  with  botany,  would  include 
the  uses  of  fdonta  and  their  value  u 
food.  I  doubt  its  iududing  instruction  in 
practical  gardening,  except  for  the  pur- 
poses of  iQuatration. 

IRELAND— FATEtEB  WFADDKN. 
Me.  MAO  NEILL  (Don^al,  S.):  I 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  whether  Father  U'Fadden  and 
the  other  prisoners,  who  have  been 
committed  for  trial  on  the  charge  of  tiie 
wilful  mnrder  of  District  luiapeotoi 
Martin,  will  in  ordinary  course  be  tried 
at  the  next  Assizes  ;  whether  as  theae 
Assizes  will  not  be  held  for  a  period  cf 
four  months  from  this  date,  the  priaonen 
will  be  kept  in  custody  during  all  thil 
period  ;  and  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Oovernment  to  change  the  venue 
in  this  case  under  the  prorisions  of  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedur«  (Ireland) 
Act,  which  empower  the  Cvown  to 
change  the    place   of  trial    from   tiw 
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■oonntyin  whioh  the  crime  is  ^eged  to 
have  taken  place  to  any  other  county  in 
Ireland? 

Mb.  madden  :  In  my  reply  to  a 
jormer  qneetion  I  s^ave  all  the  informa- 
tiOQ  in  my  pobbobbioq  on  the  subject  of 
"the  question  of  the  hon,  and  learned 
-Oentleman.  As  regards  the  last  para- 
graph, I  may  state  that  the  depositiona 
and  prsceedings  in  the  case  will  be  laid 
-before  the  Attorney  Qeoeral,  who  will 
take  the  course  which,  in  the  exercise 
ot  his  discretien,  he  deems  to  be  right 
in  this  matter. 

COMMUNICATION    WITH   LIGHT- 
HODI5E3,  Ac. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Sedretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  ef  Irdand  if  his  attention 
haa  been  called  to  the  resolution  passed 
lat  the  recent  meeting  of  the  Associated 
Clbambere  of  Commerce,  in  favour  of 
'L 

electrical 

tnunication  with  the  main  telegraphic 
aystem  of  the  country ;  whether,  in  con- 
fiideralion  of  the  tact  that  a  vast  amount 
■of  money  value,  and  several  hundred 
thousand  persons,  pass  Tory  Island 
every  year,  he  will  endeavour  to  have 
"this  recommendation  carried  out  with 
'  regard  to  it;  and,  whether  the  Govern- 
meat  will  take  steps,  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible, to  complete  a  work  of  so  importaut 
«  national  character  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOITE :  I  have  not 
seen  a  copy  of  the  resolution  referred 
to.  The  matter,  however,  is  not 
■coming  within  the  oognizanoe  of  the 
Irish  Office,  but  apparently  within  that 
of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

THE  HOUSE  OF  COMMONS  LIBBARY. 
Me.  WILLIAM  OOEBBT  (Wicklow, 
E.) :  I  beg  to  aak  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether,  inasmuch  as  there  ii 
no  item  for  supplying  books  either  ii 
-Class  2,  page  89,  of  the  Oivil  Servioe 
Estimates,  under  the  head  "  House  of 
CommoDB,"  or  under  the  head  "  Cost 
Printing  and  Stationery,"  Class  :^,  page 
165,  he  can  state  under  what  head  the 
Tote  for  supplying  books  for  the  Library 
of  this  House  is  token  ? 

*Mb.  JACKSON :  Books  required  for 
the  Library  of  the  House  of  Ci 
Ate  purchased  by  the  Statiom 


{Atbil  4,  1B89}  Countg  Counetla. 


1678 

requisition  of  the  Librarian,  and 
are  charged  to  Sub-head  J  of  the  Sta- 
tionery OfBco  Vote,  "Printing,  &o.,  for 
the  two  Houses  of  Parliament." 

IKELAND-IMPERIAL  AID  TO  luOOAL 
BATES. 
CoLOKBL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.);  I 
beg  to  aak  the  ChanceUor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whan  the  Imperial  contribution  to 
local  rates  will  be  iaaued  to  the  Irish 
local  authorities? 
*Thb  CHANCELLOK  of  the  EXCHB- 
QDEE  {Mr.  Gosohkn,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square] :  I  am  informed  that 
it  is  expected  that  the  proportion  of  the 
Probate  Duty  KffiDt,  payable  to  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland,  will  be 
distributed  during  the  present  month ; 
but  the  similar  distribution  to  the  road 
authorities  cannot  be  made  till  they 
have  furnished  certain  necessary  infor- 
mation, and  will,  therefore,  probably 
have  to  be  deferred  till  next  month. 

EVICTED  TENANTS. 

Ma.  COX  (Clare,  E.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lien- 
tenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  police  have  torn  down  placards 
requesting  the  neighbours  of  Pat  Haugh, 
an  evicted  tenant  in  the  parish  of  Kil- 
mihill,  county  Clare,  to  help  in  build- 
ing a  hut  to  shelter  him,  his  wife,  and 
eight  children ;  and  whether  euch  inter- 
ference on  the  part  of  the  police  is 
authorized  by  law,  or  has  been  directed 
or  sanctioned  by  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Con- 
stabulary authorities  report  that  the  man 
mentioned  had  been  evicted  from  the 
holding  upwards  of  a  year  ago,  when 
he  owed  four  years*  rent,  his  eviction 
not  being  considered  one  of  hardship. 
Notices  were  posted  in  the  district  on  the 
1 7th  of  March  last  calling  on  the  people 
to  assemble  at  the  place  to  build  a  hut, 
and  others  calling  on  them  to  join  the 
National  League  which  was  suppressed 
in  that  district  as  an  unlawful  aseooia- 
tion.  The  police  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duty  tore  down  these  notices. 

MEETINGS  OF  COUNl'T  COUNCILS. 

Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merionetb- 

■hirel :  I  beir  to  ask  the  President  ot 
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Bommonsea  oaUing  mMtinga  of  Ootm^ 
OoonoilB  ftnd  their  Committeea  mast,  in 
oftM  they  ue  aot  left  by  polioeman  at 
tho  abode  of  Vemben,  bo  deliTered  in 
tegiotered  lettera;  &nd,  if  m,  whether 
he  will  conaider  the  advisability  of  pro- 
posiitg  some  method  of  deliyenoK  aum- 
mooses  which  would  obviate  &e  ex- 
penae  of  regietraticra  ? 
*Mb.  BTTCHIB  :  The  Munidpal  Oor- 
poratioiu  Act  proTides  that  a  Bummone 
to  attend  any  meeting  of  a  Town  Oounoil 
shall  be  left  or  delivered  by  post  in  a 
legistered  letter  at  the  usual  place  of 
abode  of  every  Member  of  the  Couaoil 
at  least  three  days  before  the  meeting ; 
and  this  provision  now  applies  to  sum- 
mouses  to  attend  the  meetings  of  a 
Oounty  OouDoil.  There  does  not  appear 
to  be  any  similar  requirements  as  re- 
gards summonses  to  attend  meetings  of 
Committees.  The  ooet  of  registering 
the  letters  eontaining  the  summonses 
will  be  but  small,  and  the  neoessi^  for 
registration  could  only  be  removed  by 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  I  do  not  at 
present  see  any  sufficient  reason  for 
inttwduoing  a  Bill  to  alter  the  law  on 
this  subject. 

NOMINATION  OF  COUNTT 
MAOISTEATES. 

Hk.  THOMAS  ELLIS :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  tbe  Lord  Oban- 
oelKir  will,  when  Lords  Lieutenant 
nominate  persons  for  tbe  office  of 
Oouuty  Uagistrate,  ask  for  the  opinion 
of  Oounty  CouncilB  in  the  same  manner 
aa  the  opinion  of  Town  Councils  is  now 
asked  mien  Borough  Uagistrates  are 
nominated  ? 

*Mb.  UATTHEWS  :  I  am  informed 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  that  it  is  not 
aoourate  to  represent  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Lords  Lieutenant  as  nomi- 
nations.  The  Lords  Lieutenant  have 
peculiarly  good  opportunities  for  oscer- 
tainiag  the  requirements  of  the  counties 
and  the  fitness  of  gentlemen  for  the 
Benches  upon  which  they  will  act.  The 
reasons  which  have  induced  tbe  Lord 
Chancellor  in  recent  years  to  invite 
Town  Councils  to  assist  him  with  their 
local  knowledge  of  the  personal  fitness 
of  the  gentlemen  he  proposes  to  appoint 
are  not  applicable  when  be  receives  a 
recommendation  &om  the  Lord  Lien- 
tenant  of  a  oounty. 
Mr.  Thowuu  EOit 
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INTEENATIOHAL  OONTERENCE    OtT 

LABDUB  IN  MANDFACTURma 

mOUSTBLES. 

Hs.  OUNINGHAUE  QBAHAK :  X 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  the  Swiss  Government- 
have  invited  representatives  of  the  Ot>- 
vemment  of  Great  Britain  to  attend  a 
Conferee  ceoftbechief  European  Po  w  eror 
to  be  held  in  September  next,  to  con- 
sider the  eetablishment  of  International 
BeguIatioDS  for  the  improvement  of  the- 
oonditions  of  labour  in  mannfaoturing> 
indnstriee;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Qo- 
vemment  have  decided  to  take  part  in 
that  Conference  ? 

*Mk.  MATTHEWS :  Tee,  Sir ;  th» 
Government  have  received  such  an  in- 
vitation, and  it  is  now  under  their  con- 
sideration. 

BEUBKABA. 

Ma.  WATT  (Glasgow,  Oamlachiel :  i 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  tbe  Qovem- 
ment  have  any  information  with  refer- 
ence to  a  reported  rising  of  coolies  in 
Demerara ;  whether  the  road  in  oours» 
of  construction  by  the  Colony  to  th» 
DOrth-weetem  frontier  is  nearly  com- 
pleted ;  and  whether  any  claims  in  ths- 
territory  lying  between  the  Mazaruni 
and  the  Cuyuni  have  been  granted  to- 
OolonisU  ? 

Baroit  H.  dk  W0EM8:  Her  Ma- 
jes^'s  Government  have  no  information 
on  the  subject  of  the  first  question.  Had 
any  snob  rising  occurred,  the  Governor 
would  doubUees  have  reported  it  hj 
telegraph.  The  Secretary  of  State  has 
no  recent  information  as  to  the  progrees- 
of  tbe  work  referred  to  in  the  seoond 
question.  The  answer  to  the  third 
question  is  in  the  affirmative. 

BAUiWAT  BATES. 
Mb.  watt  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
the  Government  will  consider  the  de- 
sirability of  making  maximum  rates  in. 
no  case  exceed  those  existing  prior  to 
the  increased  scale  put  in  force  in  many 
coses  last  year,  unless  it  can  be  shown 
that  the  traffic  resulted  in  loss  or  other 
reasonable  cause  given,  before  agreeing 
to  introduce  provisional  orders  to  give 
eflbot  to  tbe  Railway  and  Canal  Traffic 
Act,  1888  ? 

•SiK   M.  HICKS  BEACH :    I  think 
there  is  some  confusion  in  this  qnestioik 
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rates  aotaall;  chained.  I  am  not 
aware  that  there  was  an;  inoreaae  last 
Tear  in  the  maximum  rates  chargeable 
oy  the  railway  oompaniee.  As  re^arda 
tlie  future,  the  Boanl  of  Trade,  in  firing 
the  maximum  rates,  will  take  into  oon- 
atderation  not  only  existing  statutory 
maxima,  but  also  other  oiroum  stances, 
such  as  the  rate  actually  charged. 

POLICE  QRANTB  TO  COUNTIES. 

Mb.  DUODALE  (Warwickshire, 
Nuneaton) :  I  beg  to  au  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
payment  of  the  Police  Grant  in  counties, 
under  Section  16  of  "The  Oounty  and 
Borough  Police  Act,  1856,"  for  the 
half-year  ending  the  25th  March  last,  is 
"  a  right  accrued  before  the  31st  March 
last,"  within  the  meaning  of  Section 
S4,  Sab-aection  1,  of  the  Local  Gorem- 
ment  Act,  1888;"  and,  whether  any 
prorision  has  been  or  will  he  made  for 
payment  to  the  county  of  Warwick  of 
such  grant ;  and,  if  not,  why  not  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  answer  to 
the  first  paragraph  is  in  the  negative. 
Ko  tight  accrued  to  receive  money  from 
the  Exchequer  in  respect  of  a  local 
police  force  aatil  a  certificate  of 
«£Boiency  was  given  by  the  Inspector. 
No  such  certificate  has  been  given,  nor, 
consequently,  has  any  right  accrued 
before  the  31st  of  Manih.  1889,  except 
ia  respect  of  the  police  year  ending  the 
S9th  of  September,  1668.  The  contri- 
bution in  respect  of  the  police  year  from 
September  1886,  to  SMitember,  1B89, 
will  come  from  the  Oounty  Council 
nnder  the  24th  section  of  the  Local 
Qorammeot  Act. 

IRELAND— FATHEH  M'FADDEH. 
Mb.  BOWNTBEE  (Scarborough) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieatenant  of  Ireland  if  it  ia  true, 
as  reported  in  the  Frees,  that,  in  the 
trial  of  Father  M'Fadden  and  22  other 
prisoners  at  Letterkenny,  on  Saturday 
uat,  on  a  capital  charge,  Constable 
Biohardaon  gave  evidence  for  the  Crown 
against  the  prisoners ;  and  that  during 
his  croea-esamination  Mr.  Hamilton, 
the  preaiding  magistrate,  remarked : 
"  I  am  afraid  that  the  witness  is  hardly 
in  a  fit  state  to  be  examined ; "  if  the 
witneas  was  then  removed ;  and,  if  any- 
thing has  been  done,  or  will  be  done, 
vitti  the  deposition  f 


Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOITB :  I  understand 
that  the  facta  are  substantially  as  stated 
in  the  question.  The  deposition  was 
not  perfected,  and  remains  with  th«' 
Petty  Sessions  Clerk. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Will  any  notice  be- 
taken of  the  insolent  language  used  bj' 
the  constable? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  Of  course;  ar 
a  matter  of  discipline,  the  case  wUl  bs 
inquired  into. 

THE  STRANDING  OF  H.M.a  SULTAK. 
Sib  EDWARD  REED  (Cardiff)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty  whether  the  rock  struck  by 
H.H.S.  Monareh  about  the  year 
1880,  at  the  entrance  of  Malta  Grand 
Harbour,  was  marked  on  the  Chart  of 
the  time;  whether  the  rock  found  on. 
the  measured  mtle  outside  Malta  Har- 
bour by  H.M.S.  Pelyphtmui,  in  1886, 
was  marked  on  the  Chart  of  that  period  i 
whether  the  rocks  above  mentioned  as 
well  as  that  upon  which  the  SuUan 
struck  have  been  proved  to  be  due  to- 
volcanic  action  or  to  defective  surveys  ;; 
and,  whether  any  Chart  of  the  Maltese 
Islands  has  been  made  since  1897  f 

LoBD  G.  HAMILTON :  No.  The 
Monarch  atruok  on  a  small  head  which 
had  five  feet  less  water  on  it  than  the 
chart  showed.  The  folgpAtmut,  when 
at  torpedo  practioe  inside  the  line- 
marked  on  the  chart  for  running  the 
measured  mile,  found  less  water  on  a 
bank  running  out  from  the  land  than 
marked  on  a  chart.  An  examination  is- 
now  being  made  of  the  depths  in  the 
viointy  of  the  rook  on  which  the  Hultan 
was  stranded,  with  a  view  of  ascertain- 
ing whether  the  conformation  of  tha- 
bottom  has  altered.  The  survey  of  the- 
Maltese  Islands  generally  was  concluded 
1863,  but  occasional  resurveys  of 
tions — principally  of  the  harbours- 
re  been  sicoe  made. 
iiB  W.  LAWSON :  Will  the  noble- 
Lord  say  whether  there  ia  any  truth  iir 
the  report  in  the  Press  that  on  the  Charts 
belonging  to  some  of  the  other  Powers 
this  wreck  was  marked  7 

Loan  Q.  HAMILTON :  There  was  a 
rumour  that  there  was  a  Chart  in  the- 
possession  of  the  Admiral  Superin- 
tendent at  Malta,  which  had  this  rook 
marked  on  it.  We  telegraphed  out  by 
know  if  the  information  is  true,  and  wa- 
learn  that  it  is  nqt  true. 
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THE  FOOT-AND-MOUTH  DISEASE. 
Mb.  OHAFLIN  (LinoolnBhire,  Bleo^ 
ford),  who  had  on  the  Paper  thefoliowiDi; 
qnoation: — To  uktheTiceOhambflrUin 
vhetlier,  in  view  of  the  foot  that  the 
Animals  (Amendmeat)  Order  of  lat 
Ifaroh,  1B89,  was  pasBod  before  the 
Fri.T7  Ooancil  were  aware  of  the  preva- 
lence of  foot-and-mouth  disease  in 
Qermany;  that  the  Kingdom  of  the 
Netherlands  is  separated  from  Germany 
b;  a  frontier  of  very  considerable  length, 
acroea  which,  in  spite  of  all  preoantiona, 
(he  disease  may  be  oonveyed ;  and  that 
the  importation  of  animals  &om  the 
Netherlands  under  present  oircnmatanoeB 
cannot  fail  to  increase  the  risk  of  re- 
introducing foot-and-mouth  disease  into 
the  United  Kingdom,  the  Government 
will  consider  the  propriety  of  rescinding 
-or  suspending  the  Order  in  qnestioi 
which  provides  for  the  admisBion  of 
animals  from  the  Netherlands  into  the 
interior  of  this  country  without  being 
Bubject  to  slaughter  or  to  quarantine  i 
said :  At  the  reqaest  of  the  Tics  Obam- 
berlain,  I  desire  to  postpone  my  question 
until  to-morrow ;  but  may  I  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  we  can 
Toly  upon  receiving  au  answer  to  it  to- 
morrow? 

Mr.  GHABLES  DAHLING  (Dept- 
ford)  had  also  on  the  Paper  the  nolioe : 
— To  ask  the  Vice  Chamberlain  whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Lords  of  the 
Privy  Council  to  permit  the  import  of 
live  sheep  from  the  Netherlands,  and 
not  to  require  them  to  be  slaughtered  at 
the  port  of  landing,  on  the  ground  that 
the  sheep  of  the  Netherlands  are  nOT 
free  &om  foot-and-mouth  disease . 
whether  it  is  the  intention  to  absolutely 
prohibit  the  landing  of  sheep  from  Ger-  ' 
many  on  the  ground  that  Uie  German 
sheep  are  not  free  from  such  disease; 
And  whether  the  Lords  of  the  Privy 
•Oouncil  intend  no  longer  to  enforce  the 
Law  conoerniug  the  slaughter  of  infected 
.animals  at  ports  of  landing,  but  to  per- 
mit the  entrance  of  live  sheep  from 
-conntries  free  from  disease,  and  abso- 
lutely to  prohibit  those  coming  from 
infected  countries  ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
any  provision  will  bs  made  for  the  hun- 
dreds of  people  who  will  bo  thrown  out 
-of  employment  round  Deptford  Cattle 
Market  ? 

*Thb  FIBST  lord  of  tm  TREA- 
.SURY    (Mr.    W.    H.  Sicth)  :    I  must 


ask  my  right  hon.  Friend,  &nd  also  tay 
ban.  and  learned  Friend  the  Membra^  £[w 
Deptford  (Mr.  0.  Darling),  to  postpone 
their  questions  until  Monday.  Inquiries 
are  being  made  into  the  facts  of  the 
case,  and,  looking  to  the  importance  of 
the  subject,  I  am  sure  my  hon.  Friends 
will  see  it  is  desirable  we  ahonld  havfl 
fnll  information  before  we  take  any  steps 
in  the  matter. 

BESIGNATION   OF   TBLEGBAPH 


Mb.  OONYBBARB  (Cornwall,  0am- 
bome) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Poet- 
master  General  whether  ha  will  agree 
to  the  Motion  for  a  Return  as  to  the  re- 
signation of  telegraph  clerks,  whieh 
stands  on  the  Paper  for  to-day  F 
*Mb.  RAIKES  :  Tbere  appears  to  be 
no  departmental  objection  to  theRetuia 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  asked  iat 
being  granted,  except  that  it  will  in- 
volve a  couBiderable  expenditure  of  time 
and  trouble.  At  j^eeent  I  am  not  aware 
what  purpose  would  be  served  by  giving 
the  Return ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member 
will  inform  me  on  this  point,  I  will  con- 
sult the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whe- 
ther we  should  be  justified  in  inourring 
the  expense  involved  in  its  preparation. 
LONDON  AND  SDBUEBAN  POSTMBN. 
Mb.  CONTBEARE  :  I  beg  to  aak 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  be 
can  now  give  any  definite  reply  to  thoes 
clauses  of  the  Petition  presented  by  the 
London  and  suburban  postmen  in 
August,  IS67,  which,  in  his  answer  of 
the  27th  October  of  that  year,  he  re- 
served for  future  consideration  7 

*Mk.  RAIKES  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  I  have  to  state  that,  of  the 
four  heads  of  the  Postmen's  Petitioii 
which  remained  unanswered,  one,  vii., 
that  relating  to  the  question  of  wages, 
is  still  under  consideration.  Another, 
relating  to  the  rate  of  extra  pay  foi 
extra  duty  when  employed  indoors,  will 

Srobably  be  conceded  at  no  distant 
ate.  The  third,  which  was  for  summer 
uniform,  has  been  conceded.  Thi 
fourth,  having  reference  to  the  substi- 
tution of  boota  for  other  articles  of 
uniform,  I  am  unable  to  oonoede— at 
all  events  at  present. 

lEBLAND -EV1CTI0N8  ON  THE 

CLONOOBEY  ESTATE. 

Ma.   CLANCY;    I  beg  to  ask  th* 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lonl  Ideuteunt 
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of  Ireland  wbeth«r,  oa  the  night  of 
Wednesday,  the  27th  March,  13  houses 
iiam  which  tenants  had  just  been 
evicted  vere  bnmt  or  levelled  to  tbe 
ground  by  crowbars  and  other  appli> 
ances  on  the  Clongorey  Estate  of  Mr. 
Fenthony  O'Kelly,  in  the  County  of 
Kildare;  whether  the  agent  of  the 
«etate,  a  person  named  Boutledge, 
under  whose  superintendence  the  honsee 
teferred  to  were  gireu  to  the  flames, 
and  also  the  cart  on  which  was  carried 
the  petroleum  used  in  firing  the  dwell- 
ings,  were    guarded    as    they    passed 


niahed  to  the  pereons  engaged  in  this 
proceeding,  which  wan  quite  unexpected 
by  the  police  authorities.  The  foroe  of 
police  present  in  the  locality  ia  greatly 
overstated  in  the  question — there  were, 
in  ail,  eight  armed  with  rifles  (and  sot 
30  as  alleged),  and  eight  armed  with 
batons.  These  16  men  were  in  the 
evicted  houses  protecting  the  caretakers. 
There  were  also  four  meu  armed  only 
with  batone  on  patrol  in  the  neighbour- 
hood. It  is  not  true  that  the  agent 
with  a  cart  carrying  petroleum  for  the 
burning    was  guardea    from    house   to 


from  house  to  house  by  police,  in  addi- 1  house  by  the  police,  but  a  cart  carrying 


tion  to  those  constables  engaged 
*'  protection  "  duty  ;  whether,  when 
Sparks  from  the  burning  rcof  tJiehome  of 
an  evicted  tenant,  John  OonnoUy,  seemed 
likely  to  set  on  fire  other  thatched 
houses  in  dose  proximity,  and  a  crowd 
of  people  showed  a  desire  to  prevent 
Buon  an  occurrence,  the  police  on  duty 
ordered  them  off  the  scene ;  whether  a 
man  named  Peter  Fullam  went  to  the 
burning  house  of  his  iriend  and  neigh- 
bour, an  evicted  tenant  named  Andrew 
Fox,  to  take  away  some  articles  of  fur- 
niture that  had  been  left  in  the  house 
after  the  eviction,  but  was  hustled  back 
with  violence  by  emergency  men  and 
policemen;  whether,  when  he  after- 
wards asked  to  be  allowed  to  take  the 
sashes  out  of  the  windows  that  they 
might  not  be  destroyed  with  the  rest  of 
the  fittings  of  the  dwellings,  he  was 
again  violently  thrust  back  by  tbe  same 
persons;  whether  in  all  80  policemen 
armed  with  rifles  and  eight  policemen 
armed  with  batons  were  engaged  pro- 
tecting the  emergency  men;  and, 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Oovemment  to  continue  to  extend  the 
protection  of  tbe  forces  of  the  Grown 
to  persons  .engaged  in  burning  the 
houses  of  evicted  tenants  f 

De.  TANNEK  (Cork,  Mid):  May  I 
ask  whether  these  Clongorsy  tenants  are 
not  the  same  people  who  have  had  their 
crops  destroyed  time  after  time  by 
floods  duriug  tbe  course  of  the  last  few 
jeare? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR;  I  am  not 
aware  of  the  state  of  things  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  With  regard 
to  the  question  on  the  Paper,  I  have  to 
say  I  am  informed  that  13  houses  on 
the  Clongorey  estate,  from  which  tenants 
bad  been  evicted,  were  either  levelled  or 
burned.    No  polioe  protection  was  fur- 


provisions  to  the  caretakers  was  going 
round  to  the  houses,  and  two  constables 
whose  duty  it  was  to  convey  provisions 
to  their  comrades  who  were  in  the 
houses  on  protection  duty  availed  them- 
selves of  Uiia  opportunity  of  doing  so. 
The  statements  m  the  third  paragraph 
are  altogether  incorrect.  The  burning 
of  John  Connolly's  house  originated  acci' 
dentally ;  tbe  polioe  gave  ^1  the  assist- 
ance in  their  power  to  put  it  out;  there 
was  no  danger  of  the  flames  spreading 
from  it  as  there  was  no  house  nearer 
than  30  yards  distant,  and  the  wind  was 
blowing  in  the  opposite  direction.  The 
statementa  in  paragraphs  four  and  five 
are  not  true  as  regards  the  police,  and 
they  have  no  knowledge  of  their  being 
true  aa  regards  the  emergency  men.  I 
may  perhaps  say,  in  answer  to  the  ques< 
tioa  which  etaoda  next  in  the  name  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tbe  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin  fMr.  Sexton),  it  ia  not 
true  that  all  the  honaes  except  one  were 
burned. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answer  the  last  paragraph 
of  my  question,  namely :  Whether  the 
Government  authorize  the  employment 
of  police  iu  the  destruction  of  property 
after  the  deoreea  of  tbe  Courts  nave 
been  fully  executed  by  tbe  eviction  of 
tenants;  and  also  by  whose  authority 
the  polioe  accompanied  the  emergency 
men  on  this  orrand  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE;  I  cannot  lay 
down  any  general  rule  as  to  police  pro- 
tection on  occasions  of  this  sort ;  each 
case  must  be  dealt  ^itb  on  its  own  foot- 
ing. As  I  pointed  out,  this  action  on  the 
part  of  the  agent  was  wholly  unexpected, 
and  tbe  presence  of  the  police  on  the 
spot  was  not  at  all  due  to  the  anticipa- 
tion that  tbe  houses  were  to  be 
destroyed,  but  to  the  fact  that  they  had 
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to  be  there  in  order  to  protect  the  oare- 
taker. 

Ma.  OLANCfY :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Qentlamon  iDform  as  boir  it  was  that 
the  inspector  of  police  went  roond  the  day 
before  to  all  the  houeea  with  the  agent 
and  indicated  what  might  be  left  etand- 
ing  and  what  raigfat  not  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  B  ALFOUE :  I  am  soaptioal 
as  to  the  accuracv  of  that  statement. 

Ur.  SEXTON:  May  I  aak  whether, 
as  the  emergency  men  took  crowbars 
and  combuBtible  materials  with  them 
the  night  before,  the  police  irere  not 
aware  of  the  obj  ect  of  the  enterprize  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  B  ALFOUS :  Of  course  there 
was  a  point  at  which  the  police  be- 
came cognizant  of  what  was  going  on, 
but  there  was  no  notice  gireii  to  them. 

Mk.  J.  LOWTHBE  (Kent,  Thanet)  : 
Hay  I  ask  whether  the  police  would  not 
be  discharging  their  duty  by  affording 

firotection  to  any  person  engaged  in  a 
egal  act? 

Me.  J.  O'CONNOE  (Tipperary,  8.) : 
Will  the  right  hon.  OenUeman  issue 
instructions   for   the   guidance    of    the 

Elice  in  any  future  cases  of  a  similar 
ndr 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUE  :  No.  I  have 
already  said  that  no  general  rnla  can  or 
ought  to  be  laid  down  for  these  cases. 
Each  one  must  be  considered  on  its 
merits. 

Ms.  CLANCY:  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Oentlemsn's  scepticism  would  be 
removed  if  I  ask  him  whether  the 
reason  given 

Ha.  8PEAKEE :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  OLANOY:  II  the  reason 
given 

Mb.  8PEAKEE :  Order !  The  hoa. 
Qentleman  ia  now  making  a  certain 
■tatement. 

Db.  TANNEE  :  May  I  ask 

Mb.  8FEAKBE :  Order,  order ! 

GOVERNMENT    DOCKYARDS -DI 8- 

CHARQE  OF  WORKMEN. 
Mb.  CONYBEAEB  :  1  beg  to  aak 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
it  is  the  fact  that  certificates  are  given 
in  the  following  form  to  the  workmen 
who  have  been  recently  discharged  from 
the  Devonport  Dockyard — 

"  n.M.  Dockyard,  Devonport. 

"  Thii  is  to  carijfy  that hu  bean 

employed pearB  and montha 

in  Uiu  dockvard  ai  a  hired  (joiosi,  or  as  the 
OTM  may  be),  and  doling  that  period  hia  oha- 
Jfr.  A.  J.  Bitlftur 


ahatfed  in  eonaeqaaooe  of  redoBtion  of  haodt. 
(Sigiwd)        J.  U.  Haddj, 

Chief  Conatenctor. 
Approved, 

Adnunl  St^erintendent," 
whether  he  eon  state  bow  many  of  the 
total  number  of  men  recently  disohoti^od 
had  been  employed  for  a  longer  penod 
than  one  year,  either  consecatively  or  at 
different  times;  what  steps  are  takra  to 
ascertain  which  of  the  men  shonld  fiiet 
be  dischai^>ed,  whether  on  aoooant  of 
efficiency  or  duration  oi  earvioe;  and 
whetheir,  in  effecting  eDoh  diaohaigei^ 
any  consideration  is  paid  to  cbaraoter 
and  good  conduct  ? 

LoBD  a.  HAMILTON :  No  workmen 
recently  discharged  received  certiGcKtea 
of  the  kind  referred  to  in  the  queetion. 
Of  the  total  number  of  men  discharged 
169  hod  been  employed  for  more  than 
one  year,  hut  only  seven  had  been  em- 
ployed continuously  for  a  longer  period 
than  one  year.  Efficiency  and  duration 
of  service  are  both  oonsidered  by  the 
yard  officers  in  selei-ting  men  for  dis- 
charge. Consideration  ia  paid  to  the 
ohoracter  and  good  oonduct  of  workmen. 
The  Becretary  to  the  Admiralty,  in  re- 
plying to  the  same  question  on  Tues- 
day, stated  that  11  men  had  been 
employed  for  a  Longer  period  than  one 
year,  but  this  number  included  men 
who  had  received  notioes  of  diaohoi^ 
which  were  subsequently  withdrawn. 

Mr.  CONYBEASE:  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  shall  refer  to  ^is  matter 
at  the  earliest  opportunity  on  the 
Estimates. 

POUnOAL  UEETIN08  IN  THEATRES. 

M  ■  OAUSTON  (8outhwark,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretaiy  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  the  holding 
of  political  meetings  in  any  theatre 
under  the  Lord  Chamberlain's  jorii- 
diotion  is  an  infringsment  of  the  lioMice 
granted  by  him,  or  in  oontravention  of 
any  rules  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  informed 
by  the  Lord  Ohamberiain  that  the  an- 
swer is  in  the  negative. 

IRELAND— OAVAN  BOARD  OP 

OVARDIANS. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (in  the  absence  of  Mr. 

O'Haitlom)-.  I   b^  to    ask   the    Chisf 

Secretory  to    the   Lord  Lieutenant  <^ 
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Ireland  whether  his  attention  haa  been 
called  to  the  Besolutions  of  the  Oavan 
Board  of  Quardiaaa,  at  their  meeting 
on  the  9th  Uarch  last,  in  which  the; 
expressed  their  oond  em  nation  in  strong 
tfirma  of  the  recent  order  of  the  Land 
Oommisaion  by  which  the  sohodule  of 
rents  has  been  fixed  in  1888,  and  alleged 
that,  althoogh  the  yield  of  produce  was 
small,  the  ooat  of  produotlon  was  no  less 
than  in  former  years  ;  and  whether  the 
Oovemment  will  consider  the  adrisa- 
bility  of  withdrawing  the  schedule,  and 
amending  the  raoent  Acts  relating  to 
land  ;  whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  resolutions  passed  at  a  meet- 
ing of  the  priests  and  tenant  farmers  of 
Nolagh,  near  Bailieboro,  County  Cavan, 

Srotesting  against  a  rise  of  rent  in  that 
istrict  by  the  Land  Commission ;  and 
vhether  the  Government  intend  to  take 
means  to  remedy  this  gtieTanoe  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  Nothing  is 
known  of  the  resolutions  in  question  at 
the  Irisb  Office,  though  it  is  quite 
possible  such  resolutions  hare  been 
passed.  The  hon.  Gentleman  will  re- 
collect that  the  alteration  of  rent  was  to 
be  made  in  relation  to  prices,  and  not 
to  yield.  No  legislation  of  tbe  kind  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  appears  to 
point  is  in  contemplation. 

FATHER  M'FADDEN. 

Ma.  JAUEa  8TCIAKT  :  I  beg  to  ask 
-the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  any  evidence, 
other  than  police  eridence,  was  brought 
forward  before  the  magistrates  at  Letter- 
kenny,  eonneoting  Father  UTadden,  or 
the  other  prisoners,  committed  for  trial 
for  the  murderof  Inspector  Martin,  with 
the  death  of  that  oonetable;  and  whether 
it  is  correct,  as  asserted  in  the  Datly 
Nnet  of  Tuesday  last,  that  the  state- 
ments made  by  the  constables  were 
"  made  in  some  instances  after  the  oon- 
atables  had  had  frequent  opportanities 
of  talking  over  among  themselves  as  to 
what  had  happened  P  ' 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOITE:  I  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  feel  it  would  be 
▼ery  improper  for  me  to  answer  a  ques- 
tion with  regard  to  the  character  of 
evidence  being  given  in  a  case  now 
proceeding. 

THE  TRIAL  OF  Mr.  P.  J.  CONLAN. 

Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 

lOonnty,   Omawy):    I  beg  to  ask    Hr. 


[,  1689)  Ur.  f.  J.  Conlan.  1690 

Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  wbetlier  he 
has  read  a  report  of  the  actual  proceed- 
ing in  trial  of  Mr.  P.  J.  Conlan,  pro- 
pnetor  of  the  Carlow  Natienaliiit,  as  the 
result  of  which  he  is  now  undergoing  a 
sentence  of  two  months'  imprisonment; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  sole  ground 
upon  which  tbe  Grown  asked  the  Magis- 
trates to  order  Mr.  Conlan  tu  give  bail 
for  his  good  behaviour,  or  to  be  im- 
prisoned, wan  that  he  published  in  his 
paper  of  the  12th  of  January  a  report  of 
the  ordinary  fortnightly  meeting  of  the 
Ballyadarus  and  Wolfhill  Branch  of  the 
Irish  National  League  in  the  Queen's 
Countyon  the  previous  Sunday;  whether 
the  attempt  to  show  that  boycotting  re- 
sulted from  the  publication  of  the  report 
was  disproved  by  the  evidence  of  the 
only  Crown  witness.  Sergeant  Downe* 
of  uie  Constabulary,  who  swore  that  the 
boycotting  bad  commenced  some  days 
before  the  paper  containing  the  report 
was  published;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  report  was  published  as  an  or- 
dinary item  of  news,  without  note  or 
comment ;  and  whether  there  is  any 
other  instance  of  the  Statute  of  Edward 
HT.  being  employed  topreventthePress    . 


of  bis  refusal  to  give  bail.  The  com- 
plaint, as  stated  in  the  summons,  was, 
ID  substance,  that  the  defendant,  on  the 
12th  of  January,  unlawfully  published 
in  a  newspaper  CEilled  the  Sationatitt  and 
Ltituttr  Tinui  certain  notices  whereby 
he  unlawfully  incited  certain  persons 
to  violate  the  laws  of  the  land,  and 
to  obsttnct  and  impede  the  administra- 
tion thereof,  and  to  set  certain  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  against  oertain 
others  of  them,  and  whereby  he  incited 
certain  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  to 
combine  to  impede,  obstruct,  frustrate, 
and  defeat  the  execution  of  lawful  writs 
of  possession  issued  forth  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland,  and  County 
Court  ejectmentdecreea.  Theaotscom- 
plained  of,  and  for  which  the  defendant 
was  ordered  to  give  sureties  to  be  of 
good  beboviour,  did  not  consist  in 
publishing  the  report  of  a  meeting  as  an 
ordinary  item  of  news,  but  in  publishing 
notices  of  the  character  and  under  the 
oiroumstancss  stated  in  the  summons ; 
and  the  magistrates,  being  of    opinion 
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that  cba  defendant  had  been  gniltj  of 
snoh  conduct,  ordered  hioi  to  give  Bore- 
tiea  to  beof  good  behaviour.  Aar^arda 
the  third  paragraph,  the  information 
before  me  does  not  enable  me  to  etate 
vhether  the  boycotting  of  Hra.  Brennan 
had  or  had  not  commenced  before  the 
12th  of  January.  I  cannot,  howorer, 
Bee  that  this  would  be  material  if  the 
magiatratea  were  of  opinion  that  the 
oontinuBDCB  of  the  boycotting  resulted 
£com  the  publication  of  the  noticea. 

Hb.  W.  a.  MAGDONALD  :  Doea  the 
hon.  Gentleman  pergiBt  is  his  statement 
made  last  Tuesday,  that  this  sentence 
was  under  a  Statute  of  Edward  UL, 
in  new  of  a  telegram  which  I  hare 
to-day  received  from  Mr.  Oonlan's 
solioitor,  to  the  effect  that  it  was  under 
the  ordinary  law  ? 
*Ma.  MADDEN :  I  aaid  that  the 
magistrates  exercised  juriadiotion  under 
an  Act  of  Edward  HI.,  but  they  also 
possessed  aufficient  juriadiotion  under 
the  ordinary  law  F 

Ms.  CLANCY  :  Were  these  notices 
simply  part  of  proceedings  which  were 
reported? 

«Mb.  MADDEN  :  The  documents  in 
qoestion  were  in  the  nature  of  notices 
which  appeared  in  this  newspaper. 

Me.  CLANCY :  Were  they  merely  an 
account  of  a  publio  meeting? 

«Mb.  madden  ;  In  part  they  were. 
But  if  the  magistrates,  having  the  evi- 
dence before  them,  were  of  opinion  that 
they  were  published  for  the  purposep 
alleged  in  the  summons,  the  mere  fact 
that  they  were  embodied  in  the  report  of 
a  publio  meeting  would  not  give  them 
immunity. 


india— propobed  extension 
op  the  factoey  act. 

Mb.  CUNINGHAMB  GBAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  lor  India  if  it  was  the  case 
that  the  Indian  Government  was  not 
going  to  support  the  proposal  to  extend 
itia  Factory  Act  to  India;  and,  if  so, 
oould  he  state  the  reasons  why  the 
people  of  ludia  should  be  deprived  of 
(he  Denefita  of  the  Act  ? 

Tbx  ITNDEB  8ECRETAB,T  k>b 
INDIA  (Sir  Jokh  G6mt)  :  Proposals 
for  amending  the  Indian  faotories  Act 
have  just  been  teoeivedjfrom  the  Oovem- 
ment  of  India,  and  they  are  now  under 
the  oonsideratioD  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  in  Ooundl.- 


Sstvnu.  1S92 

Mr.  MTTNDGLLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
aide)  :  Will  the  hon.  Gentleman  say  if 
he  will  be  able  to  lay  a  copy  of  these 
propoaals  on  the  Table  of  the  House? 

Su  JOHN  GOBST :  I  cannot  makv 
any  promiae  of  that  kind  as  to  proposals 
that  are  now  under  consideration. 

PERPETDAL  PENSIONS. 
Ma.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  he  would  now,  in  acoordanoe 
with  hie  promiae  made  in  July  last  and 
repeated  in  December,  fix  an  early  day 
for  the  disousaion  of  the  Beeolntion  dis- 
agreeing  with  the  Treasury  Minute  on 
Perpetual  Penaiona  ? 
*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  unable  to 
indicate  a  particular  day  at  this  mo- 
ment ;  but  I  have  ayeixy  reason  to  be- 


May. 


BURIALS  IN  WE8TUINSTER  ABBBT. 
Hr.  summers  (Hudderafield)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
it  was  the  fact  that,  as  the  Law  and 
Bubrics  DOW  stand,  it  would  be  illegal 
to  bnry  a  distinguished  Englishman,  if 
nnbaptized,  in  Westminster  Abbey ; 
and,  if  so,  w)iether  he  would  consider 
the  advisability  ot  dealing  with  this 
matter  by  a  separate  Bill,  or  by  an 
amendment  of  the  Burials  Act  f 

«Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  infomu»d 
that,  so  far  as  the  Bubiio  is  concerned, 
if  any  person  ia  buried  in  a  ohnroh,  no 
service  other  than  the  Barial  Service  in 
the  Book  of  Common  Prayer  can  be 
used,  and  this  service  cannot  be  read 
over  any  unbaptized  person.  Whether 
an  unbaptized  person  oould  be  buried  in 
Westminster  Abbey  without  the  perfor- 
mance of  the  Burials  Service  is  a  legal 
question  on  which  I  do  not  feel  myself 
qualified  to  express  an  opinion.  I  am 
not  prepared  to  reoommend  to  the  Hone* 
any  amendment  of  the  Burials  Aot 
with  reference  to  this  question. 

PBINTINO  OP  EBTDENR. 
Mb.  henry  H.  FOWLEE  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  what  authority  decided 
whether  a  Return  ordered  by  the  Honw, 
or  a  Paper  presented  to  the  House, 
was  to  beprtnted;  and,  whether  the 
printing  of  Returns  could  be  accelerated ; 
also,  whether  the  ri^t'bon.  Gentleman 
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was  aware  that  a  Betum  moved  for 
by  tlie  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Faddington,  and  laid  on  the  Table  on 
Thursday,  Uaroh  27,  and  which  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  waa  allowed 
to  refer  to  in  debate  on  Monday  on  the 
express  promtse  that  it  shoald  be  in  the 
hands  of  Members  on  Tuesday  had  not 
yet  been  distributed  ? 
•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  In  reference  to 
the  firet  part  of  the  question,  I  have 
to  say  that  as  the  rieht  hon.  Gentle- 
man la  probably  himBelf  quite  aware,  the 
printing  uf  Betuins  is  by  a  fiction 
supposed  1o  rest  with  the  House,  the 
House  ordering  them  to  be  printed ;  but 
a  discretion  ie  naually  exercised  by  the 
Ubrarian.  Beturas  are  usually  printed 
as  a  matter  of  course ;  but  when  they 
are  not  of  general  interest  they  are  not 

Jirinted,  or  the  hon.  Members  who  move 
or  them  are  communicated  with,  and 
the  question  is  raised  as  to  whether  it  ia 
desirable  that  they  should  be  printed. 
I  wilt  do  m;  best  to  accelerate 
the  printing  by  the  exercise  of 
any  inflaence  I '  have.  With  regard 
to  the  partioular  question  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  delay 
did  not  occar  with  the  printer,  who 
exercised  great  speed.  The  Eetum  is 
one  of  considerable  intricacy  and  im- 
portance, and  it  bad  to  be  corrected 
twice.  The  proof  was  returned  to  the 
printer  on  ^esday  evening.  I  regret 
that  it  should  not  yet  be  in  the  bands 
of  Members. 

Ma.  CAU8T0N  {Southwarb,  W.) : 
Oan  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  a 
Betum  of  all  the  Papers  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  which  have  not  been 
printed  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  do  not  think 
that  the  multiplication  of  these  Betums 
is  desirable.  If  the  hon.  Member  will 
inqnire  of  the  Librarian,  he  will  obtain 
the  information  he  asks  for;  and  if 
there  has  been  any  abuse,  it  can  be 
corrected  at  once.  Any  Betums  of  general 
value  and  use  are  printed  and  circulated. 
Mb.  HENEY  H.  FOWLER:  May  I 
ask  whether  it  has  not  been  the  custom 
of  the  House  for  a  long  series  of  years 
to  appoint  at  the  commencement  of  each 
Session  a  Printing  Committee  to  assist 
Mr.  Speaker  in  the  printing  of  Papers  T 
Although  that  Committee  was  not  in  the 
habit  of  meeting,  would  it  not  be  desir- 
able to  re-appoint  it  this  year,  in  order 
tiiat  hon.  Members,  through  that  Com- 


mittee, may  have  the  opportunity  of 
expressing  an  opinion  in  regard  to  any 
papers  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  desires  to  raise  that 
question,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  consider 
it.  But  the  Printing  Committee  has- 
never  really  expressed  any  opinion  on 
the  question  of  printing  Papers.  I  have 
been  a  Member  of  the  Printing  Com- 
mittee during  the  20  years  I  have  sat 
in  Parliament,  and  I  have  never  bees, 
summoned  to  attend  it.  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  useful  to  revive  it.  I  do 
not  think  any  useful  Papers  have  been 
omitted,  but  the  desire  has  been  to  save^ 
hon.  Members  from  the  irruption  of 
printed  matter  into  their  rooms. 

THE  NEW  EDUCATION  CODE. 
Mr.  H.  GABDNEB  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  he  proposed  to  give 
an  opportunity  for  the  disoussion  of 
the  New  Code  before  Easter,  or  whether 
the  disoussion  would  be  postponed  until 
after  the  holidays  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  will  not  be 
possible  to  provide  an  opportunity  for 
the  discussion  of  the  NewOode  before 
Easter. 

REPOKT  OF  C0MMI3SI0NEES  OP 

POLICE. 
Mr.  J.  EOWLANDS  (Finsbury, 
East)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury it  he  could  now  state  whether  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  of  Police 
of  the  Metropolis  for  the  year  188S 
would  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  before  the  Vote  in  Supply  for  the 
Metropolitan  Police  was  taken  ? 
•Thb  UNDEH  SEGEETAEY  roB  thk 
HOME  DEPABTMENT  (Mr,  Stuabt 
Wortlet)  :  Perhaps  the  hon.  Member 
will  allow  me  to  answer.  The  Chief 
Commissioner  will  make  every  effort  to 
expedite  the  publication  of  his  Beport; 
but  I  regret  that  I  cannot  give  any 

E ledge  that  the  Beport  will  be  in  the 
an&  of  hon.  Members  before  the  Vote 
is  taken. 

Mb.  stuabt  (ghoreditch,  Hoxton) : 
I  would  ask  whe^er,  if  we  do  not  get 
this  Beport,  we  have  any  opportunity 
at  all  of^knowing  the  details  of  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  Metropolitan  Polioe^ 
They  are  not  given  in  the  Estimates  aa. 
they  used  to  be. 
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The  Board  hu  not  been  permanently 
appointed,  but  only  for  the  purpose  of 
t£e  speciEd  scheme  defined  in  the  Com- 
miseion.  Mr.  J,  G.  Oolmer  is  temporaril; 
BctiDK  &■  Seoretar;  to  the  CoIoniEatioa 
Board,  and  oommonioationi  with  refer- 
ence to  the  buaineas  of  the  Board  may 
be  addresaed  to  him  at  DoTer  Hooae, 
Whitehall. 


•Ma.  STUART  WORTLEY :  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  is  speakine  of  another 
Parliamentary  Paper,  not  the  Paper  to 
whiob  the  qnestion  relates. 

Me.  J.  ROWLANDS :  Has  not  a  pro- 
mise been  nreviouely  g^iren  that  this 
Paper  shonld  be  oiraulated,  as  it  is  im- 

Kwible  to  disonss  the  qnestion  of  the 
atropolitan  Police  without  itF  The 
fourth  month  of  the  year  is  come,  and 
the  Report  asked  for  is  for  last  year. 
*Ma.  STUART  WORTLEY:  Every 
effort  shall  be  made;  but  in  previous 
years  this  Report  has  been  preseoted  to 
the  House  at  the  rery  end  of  the  year. 
I  rezret  there  should  be  this  delay,  but 
no  doubt  the  staff  of  the  Commissioner 
is  fully  worked. 

Mr.  J.  STUART :  I  wUl  pat  down  a 
question  as  to  the  other  Papers. 

THE  CROrrEK  BMIORATIOH  BOARD. 
Ub.  BANEIN  iHersfordshire,  Leo- 
minster^ asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  the  Board  of  Manage- 
ment connected  with  the  recent  Orofter 
Emigration  had  actually  been  appointed; 
and,  if  so,  whether  there  was  any  objec- 
tion to  state  the  names  of  the  gentlemen 
oompoiing  the  Board ;  whether  the 
QoTemment  proposed  that  this  Board 
should  be  permanent ;  whether  the 
QoTemment  would  issue  a  Memorandum 
•tating  the  functions  and  powers  of  this 
Boara  ;  and  whether  all  commnnioations 
connected  with  the  Crofter  Colonisatii 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Board  ;  and,  if  so,  where  was  b 
be  found? 
•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  A  Board  waa 
appointed  nnder  the  Royal  Sign  Manual 
on  the  26th  of  December  last  for  the  pur- 
pose of  canning  out  a  scheme  for  the 
colonization  in  toe  Dominion  of  Canada 
of  crofters  and  nottars  from  the  Western 
Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland.  This 
B<»rd  consist B  of  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land (for  the  time  being),  the  High 
Oommissioner  for  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  in  London  (for  the  time  being), 
the  Lord  Provost  of  Glasgow  (for  the 
time  bding),  and  Mr.  Thomas  Skinner, 
one  of  the  Directors  of  the  North- West 
Land  Company  of  Canada.  The  Com- 
mission appointing  the  Board  specifies 
its  powers  and  functions,  and  was  pub- 
lished in  the  London  QatetU  of  December 
38  last.  I  will  lay  a  copy  of  the  Oom- 
mission  on  the  Table  of  the  House  it 
^>\e  hon.  Oentleman  wishes  me  to  do  so. 


IRELAND— PRE8IDEN0T   OF   THE 
QUEEN'S   COLUKJES. 

Sia  HENRY  R08C0E  (Manchester, 
S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  wfaethbr  it 
was  a  fact  that  a  Treasury  Commission 
of  1876  reported  in  &Lvour  of  the  ap- 
pointment to  the  Presidency  of  the 
Queen's  Colleges  in  Ireland  of  Professors 
of  the  said  Colleges  ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
in  the  appointment  of  the  Preaidenoy  of 
Queen's  College,  Belfast,  due  regard 
would  be  paid  to  thia  reoommendation  f 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  TheTreasuir 
Committee  of  Inijuiry  of  iHTSeipressed 
the  opinion  that  in  the  case  of  araoanoy 
in  the  President's  offioe  of  the  Queen's 
Colleges  in  Ireland,  the  new  President 
^ould  in  the  first  instance  be  sought 
for  among  the  existing  Professors  of  the 
three  Colleges,  their  object  apparently 
being  to  oombioe  in  one  person  the 
duties  of  President  and  Professor.  Aa 
I  have  already  stated  in  reply  to  a  pre- 
vious question  on  the  subject  of  the 
existing  vacancy  at  Belfast,  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  will,  I  have  no  doubt,  in 
making  tbe  submission  of  a  name,  give 
due  weight  to  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  case. 

LOANS  TO  CROFTER  FISHERMEN. 

Mr.  ANGUS  SUTHERLAND  (Su- 
therlaud),  on  behalf  of  Dr.  M'DonAui 
(Ross  and  Cromarty],  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate  whether  the  boats  and  gear 
supplied  to  the  Crofter  Fishermen  in 
the  Highlands  was  insured  by  the 
Qoverament  or  by  the  owners ;  if  thaj 
were  insured  and  anything  happened  to 
them,  would  the  Fishery  Boora  sustain 
any  loss  of  money  thereby  ;  if  no  suoli 
loss  could  be  sustained,  why  did  the 
Fishery  Board  require  such  further 
securities  as  consent  of  creditors'  secu- 
rities that  instalments  should  be  punc- 
tually paid,  &c. ;  and  bad  the  instal- 
ments hitherto  been  paid  ;  if  not,  what 
was  the  amount  of  the  arrears  or  the 
percentage  thereof  ? 
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•Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  The 
Usher;  Boturd  iDsure  boatB,  innlud- 
ing  Biuls,  8par8.  and  other  gear,  but 
not  oeta  or  lines  at  the  expense 
of  the  borrower  to  the  fullest  ex- 
tent Insuraoce  Companies  will  grant 
— Tiz..  three-fourths  of  the  value.  If 
anything  hapoeos  to  an  insured  boat 
the  Board  wifl  lose  the  difference  be- 
tween three-foartbs  and  nine-tentbe, 
this  being  the  sum  advanced  in  loans. 
In  reply  to  the  third  part  of  the  ques- 
tion, I  beg  to  refer  the  hon.  Member  to 
OQ  answer  I  gave  on  March  25th,  in 
vhioh  I  stated  that  the  object  of  requir- 
ing concurrence  of  creditors  is  to  protect 
the  recipients  of  loans  ft^m  having  their 
boatfl  arrested  by  creditors.  Of  the  in- 
fltalments  amounting  to  £780  10s.  5d., 
which  up  to  the  present  date  have  be- 
come due.  £1^3  Is.  4d.  still  remains 
unpaid ;  eight  instalments  wholly,  and 
13  partially  in  arrears.  The  following 
are  the  districts  to  which  the  21  cases 
of  arrears  belong :— Wick,  14;  Helms- 
dale, 1 ;  titornoway,  2 ;  Barra,  I  ;  and 
Loch  Broom,  3. 

THE  NEW  WRIT  FOR  CENTRAL  BIR- 
MINGHAM. 

Mb.  COBB  (Warwick,  8.E.,  Rugby) 
asked  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
the  Fetersfield  Division  what  was  the 
cause  of  the  delay  in  moving  the  Writ 
for  Central  Birmingham,  and  when  it 
was  intended  to  move  for  it  ? 

ViBoouKT  WOLMER  (Hants,  Peters- 
field)  :  In  roply  to  the  non.  Member  I 
have  to  say  there  has  been  no  uuuauat 
delay  in  moving  for  the  Writ.  It  is  my 
intention  to  move  for  it  early  next  week, 
and  I  will  give  due  notice  both  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Nottingham  (Mr,  A. 
Uorley)  and  to  Che  hnn.  Member  for 
Rugby  (Mr.  Cobb)  if  he  is  the  Whip  of 
any  fresh  Party. 

Me.  DILLWYN  (Swansea) :  I  beg  to 
B^ve  notice  that  to-morrow  I  will  move 
for  the  issue  of  the  Writ. 
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holidays,  and  I  believe  that  only  on  one 
occasion  in  the  last  20  years  has  the 
House  not  risen  ou  the  Tuesday  morning 
before  Easter ;  and  on  that  occasion  it 
was  because  nf  circumstances  of  extreme 
pressure  of  Public  Business.  This  be- 
ing so,  and  feeling  that  I  am  following 
the  general  wish  of  the  House,  I  shall 
move  before  Tuesday,  the  16th,  that 
the  House  adjourn  after  the  Morning 
Sitting  on  Tuesday  until  the  following 
Thursday  week. 

PRISONERS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Ma.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  8.): 
I  desire  to  ask  you  a  question,  Mr. 
Speaker,  ou  a  point  of  procedure.  On 
the  13th  of  last  month  I  introduced 
a  Bill  into  the  House,  which  was  debated 
during  the  entire  day.  I  find  from  a 
document  in  my  hands  that  the  main 
points  for  which  I  then  cootended  ap- 
pear to  have  been  ooncedad  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  and  the  Irish  Prisons 
Board.  Apart  from  making  certain 
offenders  first-olaes  misdemeanants,  my 
main  points  are  conceded.  XTuder  these 
circumstances,  I  want  to  know  whether 
I  should  be  in  order  in  asking  leave  to 
withdraw  my  Bill  which  stands  on  the 
Paper  for  to-day  7 

Mb.  SPGAEER:  The  hon.  Member 
can  withdraw  his  Bill  if  the  Amendment 
to  the  Bill  is  first  withdrawn. 

Mb.  J.  MORLET  (Newoastle-on- 
Tyne) :  May  I  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
whether  he  proposes  to  lay  these  new 
Prison  Rules  before  the  House  ? 

Mh.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Yes,  Sir;  they 
have  been  laid  on  the  Table.  Perhaps 
I  may  say  that,  although  I  have  not  the 
least  objection  to  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tip- 
perary,  I  am  afraid  he  somewhat  mis- 
takes the  scope  of  these  amended  Rules. 

ORDER  OF  BTTSISESS. 
Mb.    GHILDERS     (Edinburgh,    S.) 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Esohequer 
whea    he   intended   to    introduce   his 
Budget? 
*Me.  G.J.  GOSOHEN:  On  Monday, 
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B£k.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  asked  if 
the  Fint  Lord  was  now  able  to  name  a 
day  for  carrying  into  effect  the  promiBe 
of  the  QoTernment  in  regard  to  tne  eub- 
ject  of  tbe  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqaors 
in  Ireland  on  Sunday  ? 

Hs.  HERBERT  QARDNER  (Euex, 
8aSron  Walden) ;  When  are  we  likely 
to  Bee  the  long-talked -of  Tithes  Bill  ? 

*Ub.  W.  H.  BUITH  :  There  is  a  great 
demand  on  the  part  of  bon.  GeDtlemen 
for  legislation,  which  the  Qovemment 
will  endeavour  to  satisfy  aa  rapidly  as 

KMible.  Uy  right  bon.  Friend  the 
rd  Advocate  is  about  to  give  notice  of 
some  of  the  measures  in  regard  to  Scot- 
land to  which  he  is  anxious  tbe  attention 
of  the  House  should  be  directed.  With 
regard  to  the  Sunday  Liquor  Bill  for 
Ireland  I  am  not  able  to  Gx  a  day  for 
its  considsratioD,  but  the  (government 
realize  their  obligations  in  the  matter, 
and  will  certainly  endeavour  to  carry 
out  their  engagement  in  regard  to  that 
queatioQ.  I  cannot  name  a  day  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Tithe  Bill. 

Mr.  W.E.GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Hid  Lothian)  :  What  will  be  the  course 
of  businesa  on  Government  days  next 
week? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Qovem- 
ment  propose  on  Monday  to  proceed 
with  the  notices  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Lord  Advocate,  first  of  all  disposing 
of  the  remaiuing  stage — which  I  hope 
will  be  only  a  stage — of  tbe  Resolutions 
on  Naval  Defence.  The  remaining 
Resolutions  are  simply  machinery  for 
carrying  into  effect  the  Heaolution  about 
to  be  reported  to  the  House,  and  if  the 
House  affirms  that  Resolution  the 
Resolntions  with  regard  to  the  machinery 
will,  I  hope,  be  agreed  to.  I  do  not 
believe  there  is  any  desire  on  tha  part 
of  the  House  to  delay  the  passing  of 
thoae  Reeolutjons.  I  will  state  to-morrov 
what  business  we  propose  to  take  on 
Thursday.  Probably  what  I  have 
already  stated  will  be  sufficient  for  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  purpose  at 
present.'  [Mr.  Gladstone  signified  bis 
assent.] 

•Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  fae| 
to  give  notice  that  on  Monday  I  shal 
move  for  leave  to  bring  in  Bills  deal- 
ing with  Local  Government,  Parochial 
Boards,  and  Private  Bill  Legislation  re- 
lating to  Scotland. 

Mb.  BAETLET  (IsUngton,  N.) :  1 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if 
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be  can  name  a  day  for  resuming  the- 
adjoumed  debate  on  the  poor  in  large 
towns?  Many  private  Members  are- 
interested  in  tbe  subject,  which  was- 
debated  for  only  four  hours,  and  two- 
and  a-half  hours  out  of  that  time  wer» 
occupied  by  the  Front  Beaches. 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  It  is  not  in  my 
^wwer  to  name  a  day  for  the  resumption 
of  this  debate.  The  pressure  of  bnnnesa 
precludes  me  ^m  offering  any  Govern- 
ment time. 

Mb.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  inform  the 
House  what  day  he  proposes  to  submit 
his  Motion  for  tbe  adjournment  for  the 
holidays.  The  effect  of  the  intimation 
he  has  given  will  be  to  confiscate  the 
day  I  bad  secured  for  the  discussion  of 
the  Women's  Suffrage  Motion,  and  aa- 
may  be  supposed  I  shall  not  be  disposed 
to  submit  to  this  without  a  protest.  But 
I  suppose  the  proper  time  will  be  whea 
the  Motion  for  adjournment  is  submitted 
to  the  House  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  wiU  pre 
notice  on  Monday  of  my  intention,  and 
will  probably  on  the  Friday  make  tb» 
Adjournment  Motion  at  the  commence- 
ment of  business ;  but  I  say  that  witb 
some  reserve.  I  must  call  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  attention  to  the  fact  that  he 
has  fixed  his  Resolution  for  a  day  upon 
which,  with  one  exception,  tbe  House 
has  not  sat  for  20  years. 

Mb.  SEXTON ,  (Belfast,  W.):  For 
the  convenience  of  Members  who  have 
to  go  a  long  distance  for  a  short  holi- 
day, will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
undertake  that  no  Irish  Estimates  shall 
be  taken  on  Thursday  next  f 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  I  may 
safely  give  that  undertaking. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.) : 
May  I  ask  what  is  the  nature  of  the 
responsibility  under  which  the  Govern- 
ment feel  bound  to  provide  for  a  discus- 
sion of  the  Irish  Sunday  Closing  Bill ; 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wiU 
give  sufficient  notice  of  his  intention, 
and  how  soon  after  Easter  f 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Due  notice 
shall  be  given. 

Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON:  May 
I  ask  how  it  is  that  Supply  is  not 
the  first  Order  of  the  Day,  Tuesday- 
having  been  token  for  Supply? 

•Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  Govern- 
ment gave  no  undertaking  of  that  kind. 
We  undertook  to  give  an  equivalrait  for 
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the  time  taken  on  Tuesdaj,  and  this  I 
liave  endearoured  to  do.  There  ia  press 
ing  neoessitj  foi  taking  the  Keport  of 
the  Naval  Defence  Eesolution  to-day. 

Mb.  MUNRO  FERGUSON:  We 
have  not  had  an  answer  as  to  considering 
the  expediency  of  referring  the  Scotch 
Jjocal  Qovemment  Bill  to  a  Committee 
of  Scotch  Members. 
*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  can  give  na 
pledge  of  that  character. 

Mb.      D.     CRAWFORD      (Lanark. 
N.E.) :  Will  the  Scotch  University  Bill 
be  taken  before  Easter  ? 
*Mb.  W.    H.   SMITH:    Not    before 
Easter. 

Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.):  I  think  I  may  be 
excused  for  pressing  for  some  further 
answer  in  reference  to  the  debate  on 
the  poor  in  large  towns.  It  will  be 
remembered  that  only  four  hours  were 
occupied  in  that  debate. 

•Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  It  is  out  of  my 
power  to  make  time,  and  I  am  sorry  to 
say  I  can  give  no  further  answer. 

Hb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM  :  I 
am  well  aware  of  the  right  hoD.  Gentle- 
man's inability  to  make  time,  but  the 
question  is  of  paramount  importance, 
and  I  think  half  a  day  might  be  spared 
from  other  matters. 

Mb,  p.  3.  POWER  (Waterford,  B.) : 
It  would  be  a  convenience  to  Irish 
Members  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  promise  that  no  Irish  business 
shall  be  taken  on  the  Thursday  and 
Friday  after  we  re-assemble  at  Easter. 

*Mh.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  wUI  under- 
take not  to  proceed  with  any  Irish  Esti- 
mates next  Thursday,  and  that  ample 
notice  shall  be  given  of  the  busi- 
ness to  be  taken  on  the  Thursday 
after  the  Recess.  There  is  every  desire 
to  consult  the  convenience  of  Irish 
Members. 


COlfKTY         AKD        BOBODOH 

A8YI.DMB    (EirOLAlTD  AMD   WAIAS ) 

Betomed  OTdered,  "of  the  County  and 
Boroagli  Lauatic  Asylums  in  England  and 
Wales  on  the  Irt  day  of  Janusrj-  1889,  show- 
ing,— 

(1.)  The  total  acreage  of  the  sanitary  dis- 
trict (nrban  or  rural)  in  which  each 
A»lnin  ia  situated ; 
(2.)  The  total  rateable  value  of  the  district 
aa  aMSMed  to  the  Poor  Kate  on  Lady 
Day  1888,  and  in  districts  whaie  a 
OoEiaiBl  Digtiiot  Bate  is  in  foioe,  the 
aams  as  aaaewed  to  the  Oeneial  District 
Batej 


(3, )  The  acre  ge  of  all  lands  and  bnildiogi 
occupied  for  the  purposes  of  the  Asylum 
in  each  case ; 

(4.)  The  rateable  value  of  the  lands  and 
buildings  so  occupied  as  assessed  to  the 
Poor  Hate  on  Lady  Day  1888.  and  in 
districts  wiiere  a  Qener^  District  Rate 
is  in  force,  the  same  as  assessed  to  the 
Qeneral  District  Rate  undpT  the  pro- 
visions of  IS  iind  17  Vic.  c.  97,  B.  3S."— 
(Jfr.  Jfouiiay.) 

ORDMRS    OF   THE  B  AY . 


NAV4L  DEFENCE. 
Resolution  [lat  April]  reported, 

"  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  (a)  the 
expenditure  ofa  sum  not  exceeding  £31,500,000, 
for  the  purpose  of  building,  arming,  equipping, 
and  oompletiug  for  sea  vessels  for  Her  Ma< 
jeaty's  Navy  :  of  this  expenditure  a  sum  not 
exceeding  £10,000.000  to  be  issued  oat  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  in  the  seven  years  ending 
on  the  Slst  day  ol  March  18SB  :  and  a  sum  not 
exceeding  £11,800,000,  to  be  issued  out  of 
moneys  provided  by  Parliament  lor  Naval  Ser> 
vices  during  the  five  financial  years  ending  on 
the  31st  day  oi'  March  1891." 

Resolution  read  a  eecoad  time. 

*Mb,  CHILDER8  (Edinburgh,  S.): 
I  must  throw  myself  on  the  indulgence 
of  the  House,  as,  from  the  consequences 
of  a  very  bad  cold,  I  may  not  be  able  to 
submit  the  matters  to  which  I  desire 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
as  clearly  as  I  could  ivish ;  but  I 
will  do  so  to  the  best  of  my  power. 
The  first  part  of  the  Resolution  we 
are  now  asked  to  adopt  deals  with 
the  amount  of  money— twenty-one 
and  a-half  millions  —  proposed  to  be 
expended  ander  the  new  programme  on 
ships  and  guns  for  the  Nfivy.     On  this 

Question  we  had  a  full  debate  on  Mon- 
ay  last,  and  the  House  arrived  at  a 
conclusion  upon  which  I  will  not  now 
say  a  word.  But  the  second  part  of  the 
Resolution  refers  to  the  manner  in  which 
this  money  is  to  be  raised  and  applied, 
and  perhaps,  in  referring  to  this  second 
part,  I  may  touch  incidentally  on  the 
other  Resolution,  which  has  not  yet 
been  adopted  in  Committee,  but  which, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  a  few 
minutes  ago,  relates  to  the  carrying  out 
by  the  Executive  Government  of  the 
details  of  the  first  Resolution  now 
before  ns.  It  is  proposed,  with  respect 
to  £11,500,000  to  be  expended  in 
the  Dockyai^B  on  the  construction  of  a 
certain  number  of  ships,  that  that  money 
should   be   voted  in  the  usual  way  in 
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Supply.  The  other  part— £10,000, 
— which  is  to  be  applied  to  the  conatmo- 
tion  of  ships  under  private  cxmtract,  is 
to  be  a  charge  upon  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  under  the  Bill  to  which  this  Geso- 
IntioD  ia  a  prelude.  With  respect  to  the 
£11,500.000,  the  pecnliaritj  of  the  plan, 
so  far  as  I  understood  the  speeches  of 
the  noble  Lord  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  is  this.  On  the  one 
hand  they  propose  that  the  money 
should  be  roted  by  Parliament  in  Supply 
in  the  usual  way  ;  but  they  hare  sug- 
^ted,  and  I  suppose  the  Bill  will  carry 
this  out  in  detail  what  I  will  venture  to 
call  a  sort  of  Uarch- and- April  arrange- 
ment. As  matters  are  at  present,  if  at 
the  end  say  during  the  last  month 
(March)  of  the  financial  year  ai 
moneys  are  left  unexpended  under 
particular  Vote,  it  must  be  paid  back  to 
theExchequer;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
if  there  is  likely  to  be  an  eKcese  itt  the 
year's  expenditure  on  contracts — I  am 
not  speaking  of  great  contracts  for  ships, 
but  stores,  and  so  on — if  the  contracts 
are  executed  more  ouickly  than  was 
ote  was  taken, 
a  be  provided 
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the  Bill  we  shall  know  whether  this  is 
BO  or  not.  We  were  urged  by' the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to  make  thia 
charge  in  consequence  of  the  very  large 
sums  which  have  either  to  be  postponed 
or  hastened  in  March,  or  jnst  at  the 
close  of  the  year.  But  he  will  find  in 
other  branches  of  the  Service  that  this 
is  still  more  felt,  particularly  in  connec- 
tion with  public  buildings.  Thia,  how* 
ever,  is  a  matter  of  comparative  detail. 
The  main  objection  which  I  make  to  tha 
proposal  of  the  GoTemment  is  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  it  is  proposed  to  deal 
with  the  £10,000,000  to  be  charged  oa 
the  Consolidated  Fund  for  ships  to  be 
built  by  contract.  What  is  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Qovemment  in  that  respect  ? 
They  have  laid  on  the  Table  a  Betunt 
showing  in  detail  how  it  is  suggested 
that  the  con  tom  plated  programme 
should  be  financially  arranged,  and  if 
bou.  Members  will  refer  to  that  state- 
ment, they  will  observe  that  of  the 
£10,000,000  no  less  than  £9,200,000  is 
to  be  spent  during  the  next  three  yeara, 
while  during  the  following  four  years 
the  equal  charge  spread  over  the  sevea 
years  will  continue.  What  would  the 
practical  effect  of  that  be  P  I  have  said 
that  out  of  the  £10.000,000  £9,200,000 
are  to  be  paid  in  the  next  three  years, 
and  the  comparatively  small  sum  of 
£800,000  is  left  over  for  payment  in  the 
next  four  years.  I  take  it  that  ive  may 
estimate  the  probable  duration  of  the 
present  Parliament,  after  what  wa 
have  heard  of  the  intentions  of  tha 
Qovemment,  at  somewhere  about 
three  years.  [Mr.  Gladstoitb  dissented. ^ 
Should  the  period  he  shorter  it  will  be 
all  the  better  for  my  argument.  Taking, 
then,  the  whole  of  the  £2l,SOO,000 
charge  during  the  course  of  three  years 
something  over  £17,000,000  will  have 
been  expended  upon  the  ships  pro- 
vided in  the  new  programme,  while 
for  the  same  period  the  sum  which 
taxpayer  will  have  to  pay 
will  be  only  about  £12,000,000. 
During  the  following  four  years  tha 
amount  to  be  spent  will  be  £4,500,000, 
whereas  the  amount  to  be  raised  by  the 
next  Parliament  will  be  £9.500,000. 
!n  other  words,  Dndef  this  scheme,  we, 
if  this  Parliament,  shall  relieve  our- 
selves from  rusing  £5,000,000  out  of 
the  money  to  be  spent  upon  shipbuild- 
ing, leaving  that  sum  to  be  provided 
for  by  a  future  Parliament  in  addition 


jo^CjOOglC 


Ifatal 


{Apeil  1,  1881>} 


Defmct. 


to  the  cost  of  the  work  actually  done 
during  that  period.  That  appears  to 
me  to  be  a  very  serious  proposal  whioh 
on  the  faoe  of  it  must  startle  those  who 
are  oooustomed  to  watch  the  public  ex- 
penditure, la  it  right  that  this  Parlia- 
ment should  have  the  satisfaction  of 
spending  £17,000,000  of  public  monej 
while  i'>  only  charees  the  Exchequer 
with  £12,000,000,  TeaTing  to  the  suc- 
oeedin^f  Parliament  the  spending  of 
£4,600,000,  while  it  will  have  to  ex- 
tract from  the  taxpayer  £9,500,000? 
My  first  grave  objection  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  QoTernment,  therefore,  u 
that  they  are  postponing  to  future 
years  largo  charges  ior  shipbuildiuK 
whioh  will  have  actually  been  defrayed. 
Such  a  proposal  is  opposed  to  the  uniform 
practice  of  Parliament,  at  any  rate, 
since  the  great  Beform  Bill.  Perhaps 
the  House  will  allow  me  to  say  thst 
upou  this  question,  not  only  has  hnanoial 
authority,  properly  so  called,  been  abso- 
lutely unanimous,  but  that  such  an 
authority  as  Lord  Palmerston,  who 
took  a  wide  and  general  view  of  these 
questions,  but  was  not  a  strict  financial 
purist,  expressed  himself  in  unmistak- 
able terms  in  lb60  when  a  large  ex- 
penditure was  proposed  to  be  incurred 
for  fortifications.  On  the  23rd  July, 
1060,  Lord  Palmerston  said— 

"To  borrow  lor  the  eipeows  ol  tha  fear 
would  be  M  apeDdthrift  s  prodeeding:  as  lor  sd 
iDdividiuI  (o  borrow  to  defrsj-  hia  hoDMhold 
aipeiuet." 

He  added — 

"  But  Parliament  has  encouraged  mdividuala 
to  raise  monej-  for  the  nennaoeiit  improvement 
of  landed  property ,  and  wtM  a  expedient  for 
an  indivioiul  cannot  be  inexpedient  for  a 
nation." 

This  was  Lord  Patmerston's  justifica- 
tion of  the  fortification  tax,  and 
ever  sinoe  that  practice  has  been 
established  there  have  been  only  two 
oooasions  upon  which  loans  have  been 
raised,  both  being  cases  in  which  the 
money  was  required  for  works  of  a 
permaneut  nature.  Xhehon.  and  gallant 
Admiral  opposite  would  scarcely  con- 
tend that  amps  of  war  oame  under  that 
category.  Tbere,  therefore,  has  never 
been  an  occasion  when,  with  respect  to 
ordiuaiy  expenditure  for  the  Naval 
or  Military  Services  the  dictum  of 
Lord  Palmerston  has  not  been 
followed.  But  something  happened 
last     year    of    which    I     desire     to 


remind  the  House,  and  particularly 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Pro- 
posals were  then  made  oa  to  which  vary 
distinct  pledges  were  given  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  In  the  first  place  it 
was  proposed  that  £:2,000,000  should 
be  expended  upon  the  coaling  stations 
abroad.  Hitherto  the  oharae  in  respect 
of  expenditure  on  these  cofding  stations 
under  Lord  Northbrook's  programmo 
bad  been  defrayed  out  of  the  annual 
Estimates ;  but  a  departure  &om 
this  rule  was  defended  by  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  the 
ground  that  these  were  works  of  a 
permanent  nature,  similar  to  the  worka 
coDstmcted  by  Lord  Palmerston,  and 
that  greater  expedition  in  their  con- 
struction was  necessary,  and  on 
the  faith  of  the  asauraace  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  proposal 
then  made  in  respect  to  this  expenditure 
would  not  be  drawn  into  a  precedent,  our 
opposition  to  the  proposal  was  with- 
drawn. But  there  was  another  proposal 
of  the  Qovemment  as  part  of  the  same 
scheme  last  year,  which  contemplated 
the  expenditure  of  £650,000  towards  the 
construction  of  a  Fleet  for  the  Colonies, 
and  it  was  also  proposed  that  the  charge 
should  not  bo  defrayed  out  of  the 
ordinary  Estimatea.  This  departure 
from  the  generally  accepted  prinoipla 
was  defended  on  the  ground  that  it  waa 
part  of  an  arrangement,  under  whioh  the 
Colonies  were  themselves  to  contribute 
£125,000  a  year  for  a  term  of  years  for 
the  construction  and  maintenance  of  the 
Colonial  Fleet,  and  hat,  therefore,  this 
expenditure  was  really  for  them,  and  to 
be  repaid  by  them  ;  and,  of  course,  not 
to  be  governed  by  the  rules  affecting 
shipbuilding  for  the  Imperial  Navy 
proper.  I  intervened  twice  in  the 
debate,  and  the  (Jhancellor  of  the  Exche- 
qaei  on  the  first  occasion  acknowledged 
that  theviewl  took  of  thedangerof  the 
proposal  waa  sound.  Uy  rif^bt  hon. 
Friend  assured  the  House  that  it  would 
Qot  be  treated  as  a  precedent.  Sub- 
sequently on  the  15th  of  May  my 
right  hon.  Friend  was  required  to  give 
a  distinct  and  definite  pledge,  and  he 
said,  speaking  expressly  of  Votes  for 
Shipbuilding,  "I  should  very  much 
deplore  if  this  were  in  any  way  turned 
into  a  precedent.  I  shall  always  adhere 
to  the  principle  that  the  needs  of  the 
year^  should  be  met  out  of  the  Bevenue 
of  the  year."    In  giving  that  pledge  on 
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a  juat  principle  of  Gnsnce  tbe  right  hon. 
Oontteman  spoke  not  only  for  himBsli 
POTBon&llj,  but  for  the  Treasury,  and  he 
laid  down  &  principle  which  onght  to  be 
Bcrupulonsly  followed.  Having  regard 
to  that  distinct  pledge,  how  can  he,  with 
any  consistency,  make  the  present  pro- 
poaal  ?  Such  &  scheme  as  this,  which 
proposes  to  spread  over  several  years 
charges  of  no  ezcessiTe  amount  actually 
defrayed  in  one  year,  may  be  cor- 
rectly described  ae  weak-kneed  and 
flabby  fiaance.  It  is  an  attempt  to  make 
things  for  the  moment  pleasant  all  round, 
very  different  from  the  course  pursued 
in  former  years.  Upon  the  last 
occasion  when  a  large  iocreaae  of 
expenditure  on  the  Navy  was  deemed 
requisite,  the  whole  increase  was 
thrown  on  the  Estimates  of  the  years 
in  which  it  was  spent.  Here  are  the 
figures.  In  1658-59  the  expenditure  on 
the  Navy,  elintinadng  the  Packet  Ser- 
vice, was  barely  £6,260,000,  while  in 
186U-G1  it  was  £13,300,000,  an  increase 
of  over  £5,000,000,  which  was  boldly 
placed  on  the  Estimates,  though  the  main 
portion  of  that  jacrease  was  due. to  a 
great  scheme  for  increased  naval  con- 
struction. This  increased  expenditure 
was  met,  not  as  it  is  at  present  proposed, 
by  spreading  it  over  a  number  of  years, 
but  by  increasing  the  Income  Tax  which 
in  those  two  years  was  raised  from  5d. 
b>  lOd.,  producing  between  £4,000,000 
and      £5,000,000    additional    revenue. 
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think  there  will  be  great  diffioolly  in 
carrying  it  out ;  but  I  reoogniza  it 
ae  an  earnest  of  the  wieh  of 
the  TreasuiT  la  eommunicatioD  with 
the  Admiralty  to  make  the  public 
accounting  more  strict  than  it  haa 
been  hitherto.  But  it  is  impoesible  to 
combine  this  rigid  system  with  one 
which  throws  the  idea  of  an  annual 
Estimate  and  ohanea  entirely  to  the 
winds  again.  The  House  is  aware  that, 
from  time  to  time,  we  have  had  to  take 
large  Totea  of  Credit.  Formerly,  Yotea 
of  Oredit  oovered  both  Army  and  Navy 
expenditure,  and  might  be  expended  in 
a  series  of  years  until  exhausted-  A 
Vote  on  Account  for  this  year,  tat 
instance,  you  might  spend  this  year,  or 
the  year  after — ^you  must  go  on  spend- 
ing it  until  the  amount  is  exhausted, 
and  you  might  apply  it  to  either  mili- 
tary  or  naval  services. 

*Thb  first  lord  OS  thb  XEfiA- 
eURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Shith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  The  Vote  of  Oredit  you 
mean. 

•Me.  OHILDEES:  Yes,  a  Vote  of 
Credit.  But  of  late  years  the  whole 
oonstruction  of  Votes  of  Credit  has  been 
entirely  altered.  Votes  of  Credit  now 
are  only  taken  for  the  current  year,  so 
much  for  the  Army  and  so  much  for  the 
Navy.  They  cannot  be  used  after  the 
financial  year,  and  the  last  refinement ' 
has  been   that    the  particular  Serrioes 


We  ought  to  hear  from  the  Oovemment '  for      which     the      Vote      of       Credit 
why  the  rule  that  was  acted  on  then  and  I  is  to    be   expended  must  be  shown 


always  since  is  to  be  departed  from 
now.  Another  consideration  which 
makes  this  proposal  very  objection- 
fible  is,  though  of  a  technical  of 
an  important  nature.  The  whole  of 
our  recent  policy  in  regard  to  the 
voting  of  money  and  accounting  for 
it  has  been  to  secure  more  and  more 
etrict  coonection  between  the  two. 
Take  for  instance  Vote  B  in  the  present 
Estimates.  The  new  form  is  expressly 
adopted  so  that  the  House  may  have 
before  it  in  each  year  the  expenditure 
on  each  ship,  oaali,  stores,  and  incidental 
charges  audited  by  the  Auditor  Qeneral. 
How  is  that  connstent  with  the  plan 
which  spreads  a  large  expenditure  over  a 
series  of  years  without  reference  to  the 
particular  year  in  which  the  expendi- 
ture ooours  ?  The  two  plans  are  abso- 
lutely inconsistent.  The  advance  in 
the  direction  of  strict  business  acoount- 
JTr.  ChUdtrt 


the  Estimate  attached  to  the  Vote  of 
Oredit ;  and  any  departure  from  this 
would  be  the  subject  of  remark.  Now, 
the  present  proposal  is  based  upon 
anticipations  more  than  hinted  at  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  as  to  the 
possible  condition  of  Europe  in  times 
to  come.  But  if  in  any  of  the  years 
covered  by  the  present  .plan  this  House 
should  be  asked  for  a  Vote  of  Oredit, 
how  is  it  possible  that  a  Vote  of  Oredit 
strictly  limited  to  a  year  can  be  worked 
in  connection  with  this  plan  of  pro- 
viding for  them  the  expenditure  of  ten 
millions  in  seven  years?  The  thing  is 
absolutely  impossible.  The  object  of 
a  Vote  of  Credit  for  the  Navy  would 
be,  among  other  things,  to  expedite 
contracts  or  to  enable  yon  to  make  fresh 
ones.  How  can  you  operate  upon  a 
Vote  of  Credit  that  can  only  be  spent 
in  one  year,  and  make  it   fit   in    with 
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'Chaives  not  ueoflisarilj  decayed  in  one, 
but  ID  seven  yeara?  Theee,  as  I  hare 
Already  said,  are  somewhat  teohnioal 
questions,  but  it  was  my  duty  to  refer 
to  them.  There  is  another  objection 
to  the  plan  of  the  Government.  I  do 
not  think  that,  so  far  as  the  contract 
arrangements  are  oonoerned.  the  Ad- 
miralty themselTee  appreciate  what 
the  plan  is.  I  listened  with  great 
■care  to  the  interesting  speech  of 
the  Secretary  to  tJie  Admiralty  on 
Monday  last.  Ho  dealt  with  a  great 
many  topics;  but  towards  the  end  he 
«aid,  refening  to  the  specific  arrangs- 
ment  proposed  to  be  made  in  regard  to 
this  £10,000,000,  that  it  was  a  rety 
common  thing  to  make  contracts, 
such  as  mail  contracts,  and  to 
«nter  into  eagagemanta  with  indiriduals 
for  a  term  of  years,  contracting  to  make 
money  payments  out  of  the  Annual 
Votes  of  Parliament.  He  said  he  saw 
no  diS'erenoe  between  that  and  the  pre- 
sent plan ;  but  there  is  all  the  difference 
^ssible  between  that  practice  and  what 
IS  now  proposed.  In  the  case  of  mail 
•contracts  you  make  arrangements  ex- 
tending over  a  series  of  years,  but  in 
«ach  you  vote  the  exact  sum  required, 
and  you  provide  that  it  shall  be  paid  out 
of  the  Supplies  granted  by  Parliament. 
The  two  things  are  diametrically  and 
absolutely  antagonistic.  Therefore  it 
ia  that  I  say  the  Secretary  to  the 
TreasuiT— whose  ability  we  all  recog- 
nize —  has  not  in  this  respect  sufB- 
«iently  studied  the  plan  of  the  OoTern- 
ment.  That,  again,  is  not,  perhaps,  so 
important  an  argument  as  one  or  two 
•of  the  others  to  which  I  have  alluded ; 
but  I  now  come  to  what  seems  to  me  to 
be  the  main  objection  to  this  proposal. 
The  main  objection  to  the  plan  of 
the  Government  is,  in  my  judg- 
ment, to  be  found  in  the  un- 
wisdom of  stereotyping  for  five  years 
the  shipbuilding  ideas  of  the  moment. 
It  was  said  by  the  Chancellor  of  tlis 
Exchequer  that  in  the  past  delays  have 
oocurred  from  changes  of  policy  on  the 
Accession  of  new  Governments  or  in  con- 
sequence of  changes  in  the  Admiralty ; 
but  this  has  not  happened  in  aay  appre- 
ciable- degree,  and  I  will  give  the 
House  the  proof  of  this  at  least  for 
SO  yeare.  In  1B59,  when  the  Go- 
'rernment  of  Lord  Palmerston  suc- 
ceeded that  of  Lord  Derby,  there  was 
undoubtedly  a  considerable  increase  in 


shipbuilding,  but  nothing  that  had  been 

E tanned  by  the  Government  of  Lord 
ierby  was  to  be  at  all  interfered  with. 
Additional  ships  were  to  be  buUt,  but 
there  was  nothing  which  answered  the 
description  of  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
that  there  had  been  delay  in  the  expen- 
diture  of  money  voted  by  Parliament 
owing  to  changes  at  the  Admiralty. 

The  CHANCELLORof  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Gosohen,  St.  Geo^e's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  did  not  only  mean 
changes  of  Qovemment  involving  new 
Boards  of  Admiralty,  but  changes  isthe 
Boards  themselves  by  which  new  views 
are  introduced. 

*Mb.  OHILDEBS:  Yes;  I  am  about 
to  refer  to  such  a  change  in  a 
few  moments.  There  was  no  change 
in  policy  at  the  Admiralty  be- 
tween the  years  1859  and  1866. 
In  1866  there  was  a  change  of  Govern- 
ment, but  Mr.  Corry  made  no  change  in 
the  programme  of  his  Predecessor ;  he 
only  added  to  it  by  building  a  class  of 
ships  commonly  called  the  Audaaiout 
class  of  a  new  type.  In  1869  I 
had  the  honour  to  become  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  but  we  did  not  postpone 
for  a  day  the  construction  of  any  ship 
which  we  found  being  built ;  on  the  con- 
trary, we  increased  largely  the  expendi- 
ture on  ironclad  shipbuilding;  and  we 
took  in  hand  the  new  turret  ships  Dfvatta- 
tion  and  JDrtadnought,  which  were  pro- 
nounced  by  the  Boyal  Oommiseion  the 
type  of  the  future  for  the  Navy;  and 
therewaa  no  interference  with  the  plans 
of  our  Predecesaors.  The  same  thing  hap- 
pened in  IG74.  In  1878,  1679,  and 
18t0  there  had  been  a  great  re- 
duction in  the  charge  for  battle- 
ships  effected  by  the  present  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  When  Lord 
Northbrook  took  office  in  1880,  he 
carried  out  strictly  in  respect  to  ship- 
building  the  plan  of  his  Predecessors, 
with  this  difference,  that  he  added  year 
byyear  in  IH8I,  1832,  1883,  and  1884 
considerably  to  the  charge  ;  and  in  1885 
he  brought  forward  the  programme 
of  additional  shipbuilding  known  by 
his  name,  but  without  in  the  least  in- 
terfering with  the  ships  in  course  of 
construction.  In  1885  and  1886  thg 
noble  Lord  opposite  did  not  interf^e 
with  the  plans  of  his  Predecessor,  but 
only  pushed  on  somewhat  more  rapidly 
the  construction  of  the  ships  which 
they  had  proposed.     There    was  only 
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one  CAM  in  wbich  this  rale  vas  de- 
parted trma,  and  that  was  hj  my 
right  hon.  Friend  biniMlf.  When  mj 
right  hon.  Friend  became  Ftnt  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  in  1H71,  he  found,  with 
respect  to  ^ipbnilding,  a  state  of 
tbinrs  that  required  extreme  care  to 
avoid  alarming  the  country.  A  great 
ship  had  been  lost;  and  that  resulted  in 
the  appointment  of  a  Boyal  Commissioa, 
over  which  Lord  Dufferin  presided,  to 
ooneider  what  should  be  the  future  typo 
of  battle- ships.  For  this  reason,  during 
the'first  two  years  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  Administration  he  most  wisely 
held  his  hand,  in  order  that  as  to  the 
type  of  ship  to  be  adopted,  the  alarm 
in  the  public  mind  should  be  set  at  rest. 
When  the  Commission  had  reported  the 
ships  under  construction  were  hastened ; 
and  with  that  one  exception  there  was  no 
material  departure  by  a  Board  of 
Admiralty  from  the  plans  of  their  Pre- 
decoBsOTs.  But  what  would  have  been 
the  effect  if  they  had  ad^ted  the  pro- 
posed five  years'  rule  ?  The  Admiralty 
in  1867,  when  Mr.  Corry  was  at  its 
head,  came  to  the  cODolusiou  that  it  was 
desirable  to  add  a  certain  number  of 
ironclads  to  the  Navy,  and,  as  I  have 
said,  they  adopted  what  was  known  as 
the  Audaeiotu  class  of  ships.  At  that 
time  almost  everybody  agreed  that  the 
old  broadside  ship  was  the  best  for 
fighting  purposes,  and  we  had  very  little 
or  no  experience  of  any  other  kind  of 
ship.  Foreign  Gove ru men ts,  indeed, 
for  some  time  afterwards  continued 
to  build  broadside  masted  ships. 
But  what  did  science  bring  us  only 
two  years  later?  Why,  in  1869,  the 
whole  system  changed,  and  we  in- 
troduced un  masted  turret  ships  In 
place  of  broadside  masted  ships.  If, 
therefore,  in  1867  we  had  decided  oa 
building  40,  50,  or  60  new  ships,  accord- 
ing to  the  ideas  of  that  time,  if  the 
plan  had  been  adopted  in  1867 — when 
there  was  a  considerable  addition  to  the 
Navy — of  stereotyping  our  ships  for  five 
years,  the  result  would  have  been  little 
short  of  disastrous.  Again,  let  ua  take 
another  striking  example.  Up  to  the 
vear  1 878  the  guns  of  the  Navy  had  been 
for  many  years  muzzle-loaders;  emii  if 
in  1678  we  had  built  a  large  number  of 
ships,  those  ships  would  have  had 
mu^e-loading  guns,  and  within  four  or 
five  years  tboy  would  have  been  entirely 
obsolete.  It  was  only  in  1881  that  it 
Jfr.  CAtUn-f 


became  perfoctly  elear  from  the  inquiriaa' 
of  the  Ordnanoe  Select  Committee  that 


we  ought  to  aobstitate  breecbloadhie 
for  muzzle-loading  guna.  Ships  wfaioa 
carry  heavy  breechloadiDg  guns  miut 


be  not  in  detail  only  but  in  some  of  their 
main  prinoiples  quite  different  from 
those     which     carry     muzzle  -  loading 

fans ;  and  we  should  have  gone  on 
iiilding  ships  for  muzzle- loading  gnna- 
after  the  unanimous  opinion  of  th» 
experts,  of  Parliament,  and  of  thfr 
country  had  entirely  changed  on  the 
subject.  I  have  given  these  two 
illuetrationB  as  striking  ones,  which 
I  do  not  think  can  be  answered. 
It  is  not  prudent  for  us  to  think  that 
have  uready  got  all  wisdom — that 
wisdom  will  die  with  us.  ProgroBs  ia- 
constantly  beine  made  in  these  matters, 
and  in  my  judgment  it  would  not  b* 
wise  to  lay  down,  as  the  (:h>vemmeni  noir 
propose  to  do,  all  at  once  a  large  number 
of  ships  of  a  particular  type,  based  on  the 
scientific  information  uf  the  preeeat 
moment.  It  would  be  better  to  go  on 
from  year  to  year,  not  altering  any 
individual  ship  after  sho  has  been 
laid  down,  but  improving  each  new 
ship  which  we  build  in  accordance 
with  the  progress  of  sdenoe.  We  do  not 
know  what  improvements  even  two 
years'  science  and  progress  may  not 
produce  in  these  matters.  I  trust,, 
therefore,  that  the  Government,  instMid 
of  adhering  to  a  programme  which  de- 
pends on  the  scientific  knowledge  of  the- 
present  day,  will  see  reason  to  modify  it 
in  the  sense  I  have  indicated,  so  as  on. 
the  one  hand  to  complete  each  ship  ac- 
cording to  the  knowledge  we  have  when 
she  is  commenced,  but  on  the  other  to- 
commenoe  from  year  to  year  new  ship» 
with  the  advantage  of  the  improved 
knowledge  which  has  been  acquired. 
In  one  respect  I  entirely  agree  with 
the  declared  policy  of  the  noble 
Lord.  When  you  have  ouee  taken  a. 
ship  in  hand,  do  not  tinker  her.  Lay 
down  the  namberof  ships  required  to  b» 
commeeoed  in  any  given  year,  and. 
having  once  laid  them  down,  finish 
them  as  rapidly  as  possible ;  d» 
not  apply  little  alterations  here  and 
little  alterations  there,  which  not  only 
cost  money,  but  which  lose  time,  and 
are  in  other  respects  inconvenient  to  the 
Service.  But  this  is  quite  independent 
of  the  general  principle  which  I  have- 
tried  to  explain  to  the  House.     Lot  as 
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not  imitate  the  novel  Budgot  airange- 
ments  of  f  teooh  and  German  Govern- 
meats.  It  is  popular  on  the  Oonti&ent 
to  &ame  these  ^reat  sohemes  extending 
over  eight  or  10  years,  and  wa  know 
that  the  folly  of  that  course  has  been 
already  proved  in  tiie  case  of  France. 
In  Germany,  too,  there  ie  a  dislike  af 
annual  Budgets.  There  is  no  praotioal 
difficulty  connected  with  voting  the 
money  required  from  year  to  year; 
while  there  are  grave  objeotions,  finan- 
cial, administrative,  ana  political,  to 
altering  our  time-honourea  system  of 
annual  Votes  in  Supply;  and  to  that 
system  I  trust  the  House  will  adhere. 
In  conclusion,  I  beg  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment standing  in  my  name. 
Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  all  the  irorda  after  the  word 
"Navy,"  to  the  end  of  the  Reeolutian,  in  order 
to  add  the  words,  "but  this  Home  sesfl  no 
leasoa  why  provirion  for  the  buildina;  and 
arming  of  ships  to  beemployed  in  Her  Majesty's 
Service  should  be  made  otherwise  than  in 
•ccordsDCe.  with  the  constitutional  practice 
hitherto  obeerved,  namely,  hy  annual  Votes  ~ 
Committee  of  Supply," — (Jfr.  Childtri,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
theKesoIution," 

•Thb  FIHST  LOED  of  thb  AD- 
MIRALTY (Lord  Geoboe  Hauiltom, 
Middlesex,  Ealing]  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  confined  his  remarks  to  two 
points  connected  with  the  shipbuUding 
saheme  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
He  objects  to  the  method  by  which  it 
is  propOBed  to  raise  the  £10.000,000, 
and  also  to  the  method  by  which  the 
money  is  to  be  disbursed.  The  right 
hon.    Gentleman  has  also  raised  some 

Seneral  objections  as  to  the  inadvisa- 
ility  of  stereotyping  shipbuilding  by 
laying  down  a  large  number  of  ships 
of  any  oub  particular  type  at  a  time. 
He  has  pointed  out  that  great  changes 
occur  in  ships*  armaments,  and  that 
therefore  it  is  not  advisable  to  mort- 
gage your  income  for  a  long  period 
in  advance  for  the  constructioa  of  any 
one  particular  class  of  ship.  With  a 
good  many  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
observations  the  uovemment  entirely 
a^ree.  The  great  object  of  the  Ad- 
miralty has  been  to  expedite  shipbuild- 
ing i  we  maintain,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  agrees,  I  take  it,  that  what- 
ever num  her  of  ships  are  laid  down  they 
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should  be  pushed  on  and  completed  as 
rapidly  as  possible.  I  think  there  is 
not  a  dissentient  voice  to  that.  We  go 
a  little  further,  and  say  that  if  Her 
Maje8ty!s  Government  think  it  advisable- 
to  lay  down  a  considerable  number  of 
ships,  they  must  adopt  a  procedure  by 
which  the  ships  may  be  completed  with 
thegreatestpossiblerapidity.  Therefore, 
it  being  a  paramount  object,  from  an 
economical  point  of  view,  to  rapidly 
complete  whatever  ships  we  have  in 
hand,  if  the  House  assent  to  the  Govern- 
ment proposals  for  constructing  70 
ships,  they  must  assent  to  the  financial 
proposals  which  enable  the  Admiralty^ 
for  the  first  time  in  its  history,  to  pro- 
vide that  every  ship  laid  down  shall  bo 
pushed  on  and  completed  with  as  much, 
rapidity  as  is  consistent  with  good 
construction.  Therefore,  Sir,  if  the- 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  prepared  to- 

f;ive  effect  to  the  principle  which  he  has 
aid  down  he  must  allow  us  to  adjust 
our  financial  proposals,  so  as  to  carry 
that  principle  into  efi'eut,  I  wish  just 
to  address  a  few  words  to  the  House,  a*- 
the  reprosentative  of  one  of  the  spending 
departments.  It  is  the  fashion  in  many 
puts  of  the  House  in  reference  to  the- 
Admiralty  anil  the  War  Office  to  assert 
that  they  are  mere  cesspools  of  malad- 
ministration, and  to  contrast  their- 
expenditure  with  that  of  private  firms.. 
But  there  is  no  private  firm  in  tho' 
country  which  is  tied  and  hampered 
OS  the  War  Office  and  Admiralty  ore. 
Nut  only  do  these  Departments  have  ia- 
give  a  must  minute  account,  under  a*' 
series  uf  the  most  complicated  and  tech- 
nical rules,  for  every  single  farthing 
paid  out— and  I  think  it  necessary,  as,  (^ 
course,  economies  can  only  be  promoted 
by  the  representatives  of  the  spending 
Departments  being  forced  to  account  for 
every  item  of  expenditure  ;  but,  in  addi- 
tion to  this,  over  and  over  again  both 
the  War  Office  and  the  Admiralty  have 
been  hampered  in  their  policy  by  what 
may  be  called  the  cuveit  actions  uf  the 
Executive  Government,  which  often  pro- 

Ktses  to  impose  limitations  upon  the 
eportment  tbat  ore  unknown  outside. 
And  when  the  Department,  under  these 
Conditions,  fails  to  carry  out  the  pro- 
gramme it  baa  in  hand,  it  is  then  sub- 
jeoted  to  attacks  from  the  very  men. 
who  impose  the  restriction  for  not 
properly  using  the  money  at  its  dia- 
posal.  if,  therefore,  ships  are  to  be  built. 
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Tapidly,  the  funds  mast  be  provided. 
Nobody  can  dupate  that.  I  baTS  before 
me  a  Betnm  ahowiiig  the  period  occnpied 
bj  certain  ships  in  eonBtruction  and  com- 
luetion.  The  more  quickly  a  ship  is 
onilt,  the  nearer  its  cost  approaches  the 
Amoant  of  the  original  Estimate.  Now 
the  lieht  hon.  Gentleman  haa  contended 
that  Boards  of  Admiraltr  are  not  in  the 
habit  of  rerersing  the  policy  of  their 
predecessors.  If  it  he  bus  that  one 
Board  after  another  has  endeavonred  to 
-carry  on  the  policy  of  its  predecessor, 
and  ships  hare  been  twice  the  length  of 
time  they  ought  to  be  on  the  stocks,  and 
cost  much  more  than  they  would  have 
done  if  the  construction  had  been  pushed 
on,  is  it  not  evident  tbat  the  delay  and 
waste  has  been  due  to  the  limitations 
that  hare  been  placed  apon  the 
Admiralty  by  inenScient  fnnde  being 
voted  ?  There  can  be  no  escape  from 
that  conclusion.  I  have  some  figures 
xelatiDg  to  the  lost  two  or  three  iron- 
-cl^s  which  were  completed  before  I 
-came  into  office.  The  Agamtmnon  took 
eight  years  and  fire  months  in  building, 
and  the  increase  of  the  expenditure 
over  the  original  Estimate  was  £57,000. 
The  Ajix  was  nine  yean  one  month  in 
building,  and  the  increase  of  ezpendi- 
"tnre  over  the  original  Estimate  was 
£93,000.  The  Dreadnought  was  eight 
years  five  months  in  building,  and  the 
excess  over  the  ori^nal  Estimate  was 
£224,000.  But  in  this  case  there  was  a 
material  alteration  in  the  plan  of  tbi 
vessel.  The  Colottut  was  sis  years  ten 
months  in  building,  and  the  eicew  ex- 
penditure was  £90,000.  The  Thiindtr»r 
VIS  seven  years  11  months  in  building, 
and  the  excess  expenditure  was  £70,000. 
The  Artthuta  and  the  Phaeton,  two  of' 
the  last  cruisers  laid  down  before  I  came 
into  ofiice,  took  e.even  years  and  six 
months  respectively  in  construction.  If 
^e  practice  of  the  post  is  to  be  adopted. 
And  the  ships  in  the  present  programme 
«re  to  be  as  long  in  building,  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  would  be  right  in  as- 
eertingthat  the  Admiralty  are  mistaken 
in  laying  down  so  many  veBsels  at  the 
same  time,  because  they  would  be  more 
or  less  obsolete  by  the  time  they  were 
finished.  But  the  present  Admiralty 
propose  to  build  every  single  ship  as 
-quickly  as  possible ;  and  if  those  ships 
are,  in  the  opinion  of  naval  experts,  in 
advance  of  any  existing  ships  of  their 
iiypes,  either  building  or  afloat,  it 
Lard  6.  BamiiUn 


follows  that  they  moat  also  be  in  ad- 
vance of  any  ships  ready  for  earvioa 
when  they  are  oom[deted.  Of  the  70 
ships  to  be  laid  down,  52  will  be  taken 
in  hand  in  the  present  year ;  and  no 
one  whose  has  listened  to  the  debates  in 
Hoose,  and  who  knows  the 
characteristics  of  tlie  ships,  oan  deny 
that  they  are  distinctly,  in  the  essmi- 
tials  of  speed  and  armament,  superior 
to  anything  of  their  kind  bnilt  befors. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  mnst  le- 
collect  that  the  present  Board  of 
Admiralty  have  deliberately  stayed  thmr 
hand  in  order  to  obtain  sufficient  infor- 
mation to  justify  them  in  embarking  on 
a  large  programme.  We  are  to  have  a 
large  number  of  ships  of  a  new  ^pe,  but 
we  did  not  venture  to  adopt  them  until 
they  had  been  thoroughly  tested.  The 
Naval  Uanoeuvres  of  last  year  tested  Uw 
qualities  of  vessels  as  they  had  never 
before  been  tested  in  time  of  peace  ;  and 
it  is  on  the  basis  of  this  experience  that 
the  designs  for  new  ships  have  been  pre- 
pared.  Now,  Sir,  when  the  -right  hon. 
Gentleman  impresses  upon  the  Govern- 
ment the  advisability  of  having  only  a 
few  ships  in  hand  at  one  time,  ha  is 
simply  recommending  to  the  Govern- 
ment a  principle  which,  from  the  very 
moment  when  we  came  into  office,  we 
have  kept  before  us  and  acted  upon. 
What  was  the  number  of  ironclads 
building,  or  in  course  of  construction, 
when  I  came  into  office  ?  In  the  year 
1884-5  13  ironclads  were  building;  and 
the  Government  of  that  day— the  Go- 
vernment of  the  right  hon-  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Uid  Lothian — added 
eight  to  the  13,  so  that  in  1886-7  there 
were  21  ironclads  building,  the  types 
of  which  were  determined,  and  for  the 
construction  of  which  insufficiency  money 
had  been  voted.  We  found  this  great 
number  of  ships  in  hand,  and  determiaed 
to  complete  them  all  before  beginning  a 
new  programme.  We  reduced  the 
number  of  21  down  to  four  in  the 
present  year,  and  the  next  year  to 
that  there  was  only  one  in  hand,  aa 
that,  so  far  from  attempting  to  stereo- 
type one  kind  of  ship,  the  present  Go- 
vernment have  acted  in  the  opposite 
direction.  We  have  cleared  on  the 
ships  in  hand,  and  in  proportion  as  they 
have  been  oomp-eted  and  more  informa- 
tion has  besn  acquired  concerning  de- 
signs, we  have  entered  upon  a  freah 
programme,     which     we     propose    to 
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<k>mplete  in  an  nnpreoedently  aliort 
time.  From  the  Dastaesa  point  of 
view,  therefore,  if  the  House  approre 
of  the  plan  for  oonstrntiting  70 
new  sbipa,  ;oa  mast  make  apeoial 
financial  arrangements  for  the  purpose 
of  oompleting  the  ships.  I  understand 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
colleagues  object,  not  to  the  prapoeal  to 
build  70  ships,  but  only  to  the  financial 
prooedare  whioh  we  attach  to  that 
proposition  ;  and  therefore  the  House 
will  perhaps  allow  me  to  state,  from  the 
Admiraltr^e  point  of  view,  what  seem 
to  be  the  great  advantages  of  the  ooune 
«uggested.  The  question  of  Ways  and 
Means  must  be  looked  at  from  three 
fltand-points — the  constitutional,  the  ad- 
ministrative, and  the  taxing.  The 
Tight  hon.  Qentleman  dealt  aspeoiall; 
with  the  two  latter.  But  be  was  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  1m85,  and  he 
and  the  right  hon.  0«Dtleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  are  responsible 
for  the  financial  arrangements  the; 
made  then  for  giving  effect  to  Lord 
Northbrook'e  programme.  If  I  contrast 
the  two  eets  of  proposals,  it  is  not  for 
the  purpose  of  making  Party  capital,  but 
eimply  to  point  out  that  the  present 
Admiralty,  with  its  additional  experi- 
ence, are  desirous  of  avoiding  the  evils 
and  diffionlties  of  the  former  practice. 
Now,  from  a  constitiitional  point  of  view, 
I  assume  I  am  right  in  saying  that  if 
this  House  is  to  have  complete  control 
over  its  expenditure,  then  it  follows  that 
the  most  iotelligible  forms  of  account 
must  be  presented  to  it.  I  assume  that 
the  great  majority  of  hon.  Members  will 
asseot  to  that  proposition.  In  1886  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  proposed  to 
Parliament  to  spend  £3,100,000  in 
nwcially  providiog  for  the  increase  of 
the  Navy,  and  that  entailed  a  large  ex- 
penditure, including  armament,  of  be- 
tween four  and  dve  millions.  The 
House  assentHd,  as  it  naturally  would ; 
but  without  one  single  particle  of 
authority,  statutory  or  otherwise,  the 
Gtovemment  gave  the  orders  to  con 
tractors.  Then,  having  done  that,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  endeavoured 
to  make  financial  provision  for  that 
expenditure,  and  he  proposed  to  spread 
that  expenlliture  over  five  years,  and  the 
sums  he  proposed  to  meet  that  expendi- 
ture were— brst  year,  £SOO,OUO ;  second 
year,  £800,000;  third  year,   £.500,000; 


fourth  year,  £500,000  ;  and  fifth  year, 
£&OO.OnO.  The  whole  of  these  financial 
arraugements  broke  down.  The  first 
yearthedisbursementowere  £1,600,000 ; 
in  the  second  year,  £1,341,000;  in  the 
third  year,  £818,000 ;  in  the  fourth  year, 
£296,000;  and  in  the  fifth  year, 
£69,000.  Now,  my  only  wish  is  to 
point  out  that  the  financial  arrange- 
ments which  were  made  were  absolutely 
insufficient.  In  the  second  year  that 
this  programme  was  in  force  it  entailed 
a  much  larger  expenditure  than  was 
anticipated  by  the  Oovemment,  and 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  thereupon 
proposed  to  meet  the  demand  by  the 
suspension  ef  the  Sinking  Fund. 

*Mk.  CHILDEE8  :  The  Government 
of  the  day  met  it  out  of  the  Votes. 

*LoHD  G.  HAMILTON:  Yes;  but 
where  did  the  Ways  and  Means  come 
from?  If  the  right  ban.  Gentleman 
will  look  at  the  Budget  be  will  see  that 
they  came  out  of  the  Sinking  Fund. 
The  operation  of  the  Sinking  Fund  was 
suspended  practically  to  make  provision 
for  that  portion  of  Lord  Northbrook's 
programme  which  had  been  wholly 
nnder- estimated  the  previous  year ;  and 
although,  owing  to  an  increase  in  the 
revenue,  it  was  not  necessary  to  have 
recourse  to  it,  that  was  the  constitn- 
tional  mode  adopted  by  the  right  hoo' 
Qentleman,  who  now  insists  on  the 
strictest  adherence  to  Parliamentary 
precedents.  Yes,  Sir ;  and  the  result  of 
attempting  to  put  the  cist  of  this  extra 
programme  on  the  ordina^  Estimates  • 
has  been  to  disorganize  NHvyfi.nanoe 
ever  since.  No  one  haa  Buffered  more 
from  the  impossibility  of  distinguishing 
normal  from  abnormal  expenditure, 
which  has  existed  ever  since,  than  I 
have  myself,  because  I  have  over  and 
over  again  been  accused  of  arbitrarily 
reducing  the  naval  expenditure,  whereas 
the  ditference  between  the  Estimates  for 
the  several  years  tor  which  I  am  reepon- 
sible  is  mainly  due  to  the  inequality  of 
the  disbursemeut  connected  with  Lord 
Northbrook's  programme.  Isajwehave 
before  us  a  procedure  which  is  on  every 
ground  to  be  avoided  ;  it  is  inconsistent 
in  itself,  and  it  is  unconstitutional  inas- 
much as  the  expenditure  was  incurred 
before  the  eaoctinn  of  the  House  waa 
given,  and  the  provision  made  for  it  was 
wholly  inadequate.  The  Qovernment 
have  avoided  those  difficulties,  and  by 
dissociating   the   abnormal    from    tha 
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ordinary  Estimatee  they  have  placed 
oteatly  before  the  House  what  in  their 
judgmeDt  IB  the  noimal  and  what  the 
abnormal  expenditure.  From  the  ad- 
minietrBtive  and  conetitutianat  point  of 
riew  the  arrangement  of  the  Uorern- 
ment  is  far  preferable  to  that  of  the 
right  bon.  Qentleman  in  ltl85.  And, 
again,  if  we  look  at  it  Irom  a  tecbnioal 
point  of  view,  it  is  dear  thai  if  theeeahipa 
are  to  be  built  with  the  neoessarj'  rapidity, 
Bome  such  arrangement  is  obligatory. 
I  know  there  are  many  hon.  Oeotlemen 
oppoBite  who  are  snob  financial  pedants 
that  they  desire  to  provide  for  the  ex- 
penditure of  each  year  out  of  the  Votes 
of  that  year.  But  you  have  no  oltema- 
dve  if  you  are  to  meet  a  sudden  out- 
bnrat  of  expenditurs  in  one  year  but 
to  put  on  all  the  taxation  required  to 
meet  that  expenditure,  and  then  take 
it  off  again  the  nest  year.  Such  sudden 
increases  of  taxation  are  most  detri- 
mental to  the  trade  and  commerce  of  the 
country;  and,  therefore,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Eschequei 
has  mode  a  proposal  by  which  he  intende 
to  spread  that  portion  of  the  expenditure 
over  a  period  of  seven  years,  although 
tiie  expenditure  itself  is  oontraoted  in  a 
oeriod  of  five  years.  The  right  hon. 
Uember  for  South  Edinburgh  obieott 
to  that  proposal,  and  likens  it  to  a  Vote 
of  Credit;  but  the  Government  have 
not  had  recourse  tu  a  Vote  of  Credit. 

*Ub.  CHILDHHS  ;  I  eaid  that  die 
system  could  not  work  aide  by  side 
with  a  Vote  of  Credit  if  one  should  be 
aecessary. 

•Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON: 
that  does  nut  in  the  least  resemble  a 
Vote  of  Credit,  then  why  allude  to  it 
*Mb.  CHILDEKS  :  I  eaid  if  jou  adopt 
this  plan  of  voting  Supplies  for  ship- 
building purposes,  and  it  became  ne- 
cessary afterwards  to  take  a  Vote  of 
Credit,  the  two  could  not  run  together. 
I  added,  I  thought  the  Government 
should  ask  every  year  for  the  amount 
that  was  required. 

*Loai>  GEOEGE  HAMILTON :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ie  no  doubt  very 
courageous  in  regard  to  taxation.  But 
in  my  Parliamentary  experience  he 
acted  very  differently  as  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer. 

»Ma.  CHlLDEfiS:  I  had  to  supply 
suddenly  tbe  war  needs  of  the  country 
up  to   eleven  millions,  and  a  Vote  of 
Credit  was  essential. 
Zord  O.  SamUioH 
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*LoBD  Q.  HAMILTON :  The  Oovera- 
meot  are  not  going  to  have  recourse  to 
a  Vote  of  Credit.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's observations  amounted  to  this 
— that  the  Government  ought  to  have 
had  recourse  to  a  loan. 
*U&.CaiLDEB8:  I  said  the  Govern- 
ment ought  not  to  have  recourse  to  ft 
loan,  but  that  this  expenditure  should 
be  met  out  of  ordinary  taxation. 
•Lord  GEOBGE  HAMILTON :  Then 
it  oomes  to  this— that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  propose  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  out  this  programme,  to  put  oo 
an  additional  tax  of  three,  four,  or  five 
millions  one  year,  and  take  it  off  the 
next.  That  was  a  proposal  which, 
although  it  might  hoootA  with  so-called 
Parliamentary  finance,  would  meet  with 
the  universal  reprobation  of  all  busiuesa 
and  cnmmeroiai  men.  The  right  bon. 
Qentleman  went  on  to  say  that  there 
was  another  objection  to  the  proposal  of 
the  Government,  and  it  was  that  this 
Parliament  would  have  the  spending  of 
the  money,  and  the  nest  Parliament 
would  have  the  rueing  of  the  money. 
Now  suiely  he  cannot  seriously  advance 
that  objection,  because  itie  exactly  what 
happened  in  1885.  Heandhiscolie^uas 
rushed  into  a  very  large  shipbuilding 
programme  and  did  not  provide  sufficient 
funds  to  carry  it  through,  and  the  result 
was  that  next  yearthere  was  a  large  and 
unexpected  Increase  in  the  expenditure. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  did  the  best  he  could,  but 
ultimately  resorted  to  the  old  expedient 
and  struck  out  of  the  Estimates  some- 
thing which  was  essential  to  the 
eEBcienoy  of  those  ships  that  were- 
building,  and  the  pen  was  drawn 
through  the  ammunition  for  guns  with 
which  they  ought  to  have  been  provided. 
Let  me  illustrate  the  extreme  danger  of 
that  proceeding.  Thapartioularciassof 
ammuuition  not  supplied  was  for  quiok- 
Gring  guns.  Now,  so  closely  balanced 
is  the  supply  and  demand  of  oertain 
articles,  that  if  once  a  deficiency  arises  it 
is  years  before  it  can  be  made  up,  and 
last  autumn,  when  the  fleet  was  going 
through  its  manoeuvres,  the  one  class  of 
ammunition  which  was  deficient  was 
that  which  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby,  or  hie  subordinates  by  hia 
authority,  struck  out,  and  the  unfortu- 
nate  First  Lord  of  tbe  Admiralty  was 
assailed  as  an  incompetent  adrainistrator 
because  he  did  not  supply  a  sufficiency 
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of  suoli  ammunition.  On  page  fi  of  the 
Fapet  before  the  House,  relating  to 
Lord  North  brook' a  programme,  hon. 
Members  will  cee  the  number  of  new 
vessels  then  laid  down.  Independent 
of  the  Teasels  which  were  put  out  to 
contract,  tbe  coet  was  estimated  to  he 
£2,084,000;  the  provision  for  the  com- 
mencement of  these  vessels  in  1885-6 
was  £108,000;  the  future  liability  was 
£1,976,000;  and,  therefore,  only  4  per 
cent  of  their  cost  was  provided  for. 
We  propose  to  lay  down  vessels  which 
will  cost  in  the  aggregate  £16.100,000, 
and  in  the  first  year  to  make  provision 
for  spending  upwards  of  £4,000,000. 
Well,  that  that  is  a  right  and  sound 
policy  no  one  can  doubt,  and  that  it 
wonld  save  money  is  indisputable.  If 
it  would  pve  a  better  return  and  avoid 
taxation,  are  the  arrangements  of  tite 
Government  to  be  upset  for  the  sake  of 
mtre  Parliamentary  and  financial 
pedantry?  Then,  Sir,  right  hon.  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  a  great 
objection  to  postponing  charges.  Have 
they  never  postponed  charges  them- 
aelres?  There  was  a  FortiScation  Fund 
that  was  raised  by  Parliament  by  a  Bill 
find  a  loan,  and  later  on  there  was  a 
LooalizatioQ  Bill,  for  the  purposes  of 
which  it  was  necesaa^to  raise  Ai&ds  by 
a  Bill  and  a  loan.  Bight  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  however,  when  they  raised 
-certain  portions  of  funds  necessary  by 
loan,  always  shirked  it  when  it  oame  to 
raising  the  remainder  out  of  the  Esti- 
mates, and  year  after  year  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequpr  refused  to  put 
it  on  tbe  t^timatee.  From  every  point 
of  view,  except  that  of  Parliamentary 
pedantiy,  I  claim  that  the  plan  of  the 
Government  is  the  right  one.  For  the 
first  time  the  spending  Department  has 
been  allowed  to  call  in  their  experts  and 
technical  advisers,  and  we  have  been 
able  to  adopt  a  plan  by  which  we  have 
calculated  the  whole  cost  of  the  scheme 
which  we  have  been  directed  to  prepare 
for  the  sanction  of  Parliament.  We  have 

f laced  that  scheme  in  its  entirety  before 
'arliament,  and  the  Admiralty  have 
practically  entered  into  a  contract 
with  the  Treasury.     We   have  said — 

'"Give  us  this  money  and  we  can 
build  the  ships  and  arm  them, 
and  we  are  prepared  to  abide  b^  our 
dde  of  the  contract."    No  doubt  it  is  a 

Jai^  recommendation.  If  we  are 
-wrong,  we  shall  be  held  responsible  to 
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Parliament,  and  Parliament  can  blame 
UB.  But  this  is  the  first  time  that  a 
scheme  so  calculated  and  framed  has 
been  laid  before  Parliament,  and  the 
first  time  any  arrangement  of  this 
kind  has  been  entered  into  between  the 
Treasury  and  the  Admiralty.  I  do  not 
take  credit  for  this  new  hnsineselike 
procedure.  The  credit  is  due  to  the  fact 
that  there  were,  at  the  head  of  the 
Treasury,  men  who  have  enjoyed  ex- 
perience in  connection  with  the  great 
basinessand  spending  Departments.  I 
have  always  regretted  that  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothiaa 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  was  never  associated 
with  a  spending  Department,  because 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  hardly 
realize  the  difitculties  which  they  have 
to  encounter.  I  remember  when  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington  left 
the  Qnvemment  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man expressed  the  highest  approval  of 
the  course  adopted  by  the  noble  Lord* 
It  was  said  that  it  was  a  great  mistake 
for  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
go  into  details.  But  it  is  just  that 
policy  of  not  going  into  details  which 
has  caused  so  much  waste  of  money  in 
the  past.  If  the  House  is  prepared,  as 
it  was  the  other  day  by  an  overwhelming 
majority,  to  give  approval  to  the  pro- 
grammeoftheGoverument,  for  Heaven's 
sake  do  not  let  us  dissociate  it  from  a 
businesslike  or  practical  procedure. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
buT^h,  Mid  Lothian) :  I  hope.  Sir, 
that  the  House  will  reoolleot  tihat 
this  is  strictly  a  financial  debate. 
The  objections  taken  by  my  right  hoa. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Ohilders),  in  his  very  com- 
prehensive speech,  were  entirely  financial 
objections.  He  has  been  followed  by 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  who 
has  adduced  what  he  thinks  conclusive 
reasons  from  other  quarters  in  favour  of 
his  general  plan.  But  he  has  not  me^ 
nor  attempted  to  meet,  any  of  the  oi>- 
jectiona  of  my  right  hon.  Pciead  upon 
the  finance  of  this  question,  and  those 
objections  remain  down  to  thia  moment 
absolutely  without  reply.  That  being 
the  case,  I  sball  not  repeat  what  has 
been  said  by  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
I  will  advert  to  one  or  two  matters 
stated  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  I  will 
endeavour  to  state  clearly  to  the  House 
what  are  the  points  upon  which  issue  is 
now  raised.     The  object  and  purpose  of 
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thia  debate  hare  been  entirelj  obecared 
and  darkened  bf  the  aoble  Lord,  who 
•ays  that  he  onderetands  right  hon, 
Oentlemen  on  this  Bench  to  take  no 
objection  to  the  amount  ol  expenditure 
now  nnder  diecnMion.  I  am  not  aware 
that  right  hon.  Oentlemen  on  this  Bench 
have  arrived  at  any  oollectiTe  reBolntion 
on  that  subject.  For  my  own  part,  I 
must  owa  that  I  am  not  aware  of  a 
sufficient  justification  for  this  large  ex- 
penditure. At  the  same  time,  I  am 
aware  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  means  of  information  and  judg- 
ment on  this  subject  such  as  I  do  not 
possess,  and  I  do  not  think  proper  to 
take  upon  myself  the  responsibility  of 
refusing  on  a  question  of  confidence,  as 
this  necessarily  is,  a  demand  made  by 
the  responsible  adviserB  of  the  Crown. 
I  speak  only  for  myself ;  it  ie  the  view  I 
take.  I  own  there  ie  great  force  in 
many  of  the  arguments  tbat  have  been 
used,  and  I  am  not  prepared  to  chal- 
lenge, ae  the  Leader  of  the  Ot»po8ition  in 
this  country,  a  great  Party  and  Parlia- 
mentary iesue  upon  a  question  which,  it 
appears  to  me,  must  depend  in  the 
main  upon  the  responsibility  of  the 
Oovemment,  and  which  I  am  dis- 
posed   to    that     extent    to    leave 
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occupy  several  years 
in  its  execution,  I  do  not  object 
to  his  endeavouring  to  obtain  the 
assent  of  Parliament  to  the  general 
groundwork  of  that  plan,  and  to  give  to 
that  assent  all  the  weight  iiaX  can  be 
given  to  it  by  the  proposition  of  the  Go- 
vernment, by  full  discussion,  and  by  the 
deliberate  assent  of  Fadiament.  Now 
I  come  to  the  point  which  is  really  at 
issue  between  us.  It  is  a  question  whe- 
ther the  wants  of  the  year  ought  to  be 
TOOvided  by  the  free  judgment  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  provided  with 
reference  to  the  expenditure  of  the  year. 
The  noble  Lord  eaya  that  it  is  financial 
and  Parliamentary  pedantnr  to  hold  that 
the  wants  of  the  year  ought  to  be  fur- 
nished out  of  the  supplies  and  provisions 
made  for  the  year.  Now,  Sir,  there  it 
is  we  join  issue  with  the  noble  Lord. 
That  is  what  he  denounces  as  Parliamen- 
tary and  financial  pedantry;  and  he  says 
that  there  are  a  number  of  these  finan- 
cial and  Parliamentary  pedants  sitting 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  I  hope  there 
are,  but  I  am  bound  to  say  we  have  got 
on  the  present  ocoasion  a  Leader.  Our 
Leader  does  not  sit  on  this  side  of  the 
House ;  he  sits  on  the  other  side.  Our 
Leader  does  not  sit  on  the  Back  Benches 


their  hands.  So  much  as  regards  the  of  the  other  side ;  he  sits  on  the  Front 
amount  of  ex^nditure;  but  I  en-  Bench.  Nay,  more,  he  is  the  oracle  of  the 
tirely  agree  with  the  noble  Lord  that    Government  for  financial  purposes,  and 

.1. ^._  u-.-t II  „_ V  ;.  ."jiig   is   the  Leader  in  the  dootrinea   of 

financial  and  Parliamantaiy  pedantry. 
Here  ore  his  express  words,  which  have 
already  been  quoted  to-night.  He 
said— 

"  I  (hall  always  adhere  to  the  pdnoiple  that 
the  Deed*  ot  the  year  should  be  met  out  of  the 
revennes  of  Uie  year." 

These  are  the  words  of  the  praseat 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  these 
are  the  words  which  the  uoble  Lord  who 
sits  by  him  has  endeavoured  to  destroy. 
It  is  a  rather  awkward  thing  when  one 
Cabinet  Minister  has  to  assail  the  fun- 
damental doctrines  of  another.  Unfor- 
tunately, in  the  contingencies  of  politioal 
life  a  ueoessity  of  that  kind  may  arise. 
What  I  have  to  suggest  is  that  when  an 
operation  of  that  kind  is  to  be  per- 
formed it  ought  to  be  performed  with  the 
utmost  delioaoy  and  gentleness.  Strong 
language  and  antithetical  and  emgram- 
matioal  phrases  are  not  adapted  to  the 
oocasion,  and  if  it  was  necessary  for  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  thus 
severely  to  deal  with  the  Chancellor  of 


that  matter,  be  it  small  or  great, 
DO  degree  in  question  at  the  present 
time.  The  question  is  as  to  the  modr 
of  making  provision  for  that  expenditure 
What  says  the  noble  Lord  f  He  says 
the  object  of  the  plan  is  to  expedite 
shipbuilding,  and  be  treated  the  speech 
of  my  right  lion.  Friend  as  if  my  right 
hon.  Fnend  had  objected  to  expeOits 
shipbuilding;  but  there  is  no  objectioD 
taken  to  the  expediting  of  shipbuilding. 
On  the  uontrary,  we  are  disposed  to 
agree  that  whatever  ships  are  laid  down 
should  be  carried  forward  with  all 
possible  expedition  to  their  completion. 
That  matter  has  been  treated  as  if  it 
were  a  matter  at  issue  between  ue ;  but 
upon  it,  so  far  as  I  know,  there  is  no 
difference  of  opinion  at  all.  Then  the 
noble  Lord  also  says  that  hiapolioy  has 
been  to  place  before  the  House  the 
entire  scheme  of  the  Government. 
Neither  to  that  proposition  do  I  care  to 
take  any  objection  whatever.  If  the 
noble  Lord  has  found  it  his  duty  to 
propose  the  oopimenoement  of  a  plan 
Mr.  W.  E.  eiadtUiu 
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the  Exchequer,  he  mig;}it  hare  been  con- 
tented with  making;  hia  arguments  and 
drawiaf^  his  inferences,  but  he  ought 
not  to  hare  held  tbe  right  hon.  Uentle- 
tleman  up  to  the  world  as  the  father  and 
tbe  leader  of  6Danci&I  and  Farlia- 
meotary  pedantry.  Financial  and  Pur- 
liamentary  pedantry  has  been  tbe  guide 
of  thJB  country  and  of  the  Qovemments 
of  tlua  country  in  all  the  best  Gnanoial 
times.  The  man  who  moat  of  all  laid 
down  this  doctrine  of  annual  provision 
fur  the  wants  of  the  year  out  of  the 
means  of  the  year  was  the  man  who 
raised  his  own  financial  reputation  to 
the  highest  point — namely.  Sir  Robert 
Feel — and  raised  it  expressly  and  im- 
plicitly by  maintaining  that  doctrine 
and  by  using  all  hia  eloquence  and  in- 
fluence to  induce  Parliament  to  apply  it. 
I  will  not  refer  to  other  periods,  further 
than  to  say  that  the  noble  Lord's  doc- 
trine that  taxation  ought  not  to  be  raised 
to  meet  the  wants  of  the  year  is,  in  my 
opinion,  most  dangerous  and  fatal  to 
what  I  should  call  financial  morality. 

Lord  0.  HAMILTON  :  The  right 
hoa.  Gentleman  is  labouring  uoder  a 
mistake ;  perhaps  he  will  allow  me  to 
'  explain.  I  did  not  say  that  the  wants 
of  the  year  should  not  be  met  by  the 
revenue  of  the  year,  but  that  financial 
pedantry  was  putting  on  five  millions 
one  year  and  taking  them  off  next  year. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  case,  apart  from  operations  of 
war,  where  it  has  been  necessary  to  put 
on  five  millions  one  year  and  then  pos- 
sibly take  it  oS  the  next  year.  Am  I 
to  understand  from  the  interruption  of 
the  noble  Lord  that  he  has  receded  a 
little  from  hie  doctrine  of  financial  and 
Parliamentary  pedantry  in  order  to 
smooth  a  little  the  ohaatiaement  he  has 
bestowed  on  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  that  he  is  even  disposed  to 
give  a  qualified  adhesion  to  the  words 
which  I  have  quoted  from  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  whicb 
satisfy  all  our  eztremest  exigencies,  and 
even  perhaps  go  a  little  beyond  them — 
"I  shall  always  adhere  "—always — 
"  to  the  principle  that  the  needs  of  the 
year  should  be  met  out  of  the  revenues 
of  the  year."  No,  Sir,  auch  eases  do 
not  occur  in  a  time  of  peace,  and  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  our  operations,  as 
having  to  impose  five  milDona  one  year 
and  tffte  them  off  next.  It  may  he  quite 
true  that  in  a  great  exigency  (I  do  not 


know  whether  it  was  as  great  as  is  now 
supposed  to  exist,  but  no  doubt  thfr 
public  opinion  of  the  country  deemed  it 
a  very  great  eiigency),  which  arose  in 
the  years  1859  and  1860,  you  may  say 
that  five  millions  of  taxation  were  put 
on.  The  noble  Lord  says  that  Liberal 
Qovemments  have  always  flinched' 
from  proposing  money  to  meet  tb» 
expenditure  of  tbe  year,  but  I  should 
like  to  see  the  noble  Lord  oome  anA. 
propose  an  addition  of  Sd.  on  the  income 
tax  in  order  to  meet  the  charges  he  is 
placing  on  the  country,  and  then  we- 
shall  see  who  is  disposed  boldly  to  con- 
front the  necessities  of  tbe  country.  Id 
1859-60  we  did  propose  an  income  tax 
of  5d.  to  meet  the  wants  of  tbe  country  ^ 
and  I  am  bound  to  aay  that  I  belieT& 
that  imposition  of  dd.,  in  the  then  state 
of  mind  of  tbe  country,  was  considered 
a  bold  and  a  right  and  a  vise  act  on  the- 
part  of  the  Government.  There  was  no- 
removal  of  those  five  millions  in  the- 
next  year,  but,  by  a  great  effort  and  a 
long  course  of  labour  continued  through 
several  years,  the  income  tax  was- 
gradually  reduced  from  lOd.  in  1860  to- 
5d.  or  4d.,  at  which  it  was  left  in  1666 
when  we  quitted  office.  The  noble  Lord 
has  introduced  a  good  deal  of  retaliatory 
matter  and  of  lu  quoqw,  which  I  must 
point  out  is  one  of  the  most  inconvenient 
and  objectionable  things  on  the  part  of 
a  Government  which  is  justly  jealousof 
the  time  of  Parliament.  He  is  almost 
compelling;  us  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
House,  when  in  this  debate,  without 
any  relevance  to  the  subject  at  all,  be 
goes  back  to  what  vasdone  by  my  right 
hoa.  Friead  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
W.  Haroourt),  or  sanctioned  by  myself, 
giving  US  thereby  distinct  provocation  fa> 
^  back  OQ  the  discussion  of  these  sub- 
jects and  introduce  a  great  number  of 
important  topics  into  the  debate,  which 
are  much  better  excluded  from  it.  \_A 
laugh.']  I  do  not  think  hon.  Gentleman- 
opposite  vrUl  laugh  if  I  say  that  that  is 
a  highly  inconvenient  practice  on  th& 
part  of  a  Government  which  is  striving- 
to  save  public  time,  if  they  really  wish  t»- 
sare  public  time,  as  I  am  bound  for  Par- 
liamentary purposes  to  suppose  they  do, 
but  as  to  which  I  must  own  in  my  mind, 
sometimes,  from  practicea  like  thoae- 
of  the  noble  Iiord  and  other  practices,  I 
am  tempted  to  entertain  very  consider- 
able doubts.  The  nobla  Lord  take» 
credit  for  not  asking  for  a  Tote  of  Credit 
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4>n  this  occaBJoo.  It  is  not  possible  for 
him  to  ask  for  a  Tote  of  Credit.  If  I 
understand  a  Vote  of  Credit,  no  Tote  of 
Oredit  oan  be  asked  for  in  respect  of 
expenditure  which  can  be  estimated  for; 
Ibnt  the  noble  Lord  boasts  that  he  has 
estimated  for  the  whole  of  this  expendi- 
ture, and  having  estimated  for  it,  he 
must  not  take  credit  for  not  asking  lor 
fluch  a  Tote,  because  it  is  out  of  his 
power  to  do  so  according  to  the  Parlia- 
mentarj  practice  of  this  country.  The 
point  at  issue  is  not  expediting  ship- 
Duilding,  which  we  regard  probably  as 
:a  good  object ;  but  what  we  conceive  to 
be  objectionable,  as  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  ehown,  is  the  attempt  of  the 
noble  Ix>rd  to  withdraw  five  millions  of 
money  Irom  the  jurisdiction  of  Parlia- 
ment. There  are  instances  where  it  is 
right  or  allowable  to  proceed  not  by 
annual  charge,  but  by  loan,  and  the 
noble  Lord  thinks  that  he  has  made  a 
point  in  referring  to  the  case  of  1860, 
when  undoubtedly  the  provision  made 
for  the  fortifications  proposed  by  Lord 
Palmerston  was  made  by  a  loan,  and 
was  not  defrayed  out  of  the  annual 
Estimates  of  the  country.  That  isquite 
true.  I  will  not  discuss  the  case  of 
-those  fortifications  now  further  than  to 
say  that  the  meainre  was  unquestion- 
ably one  demanded  by  the  general  and 
keen  desire  of  the  country.  I  hardly 
know  a  case  where  the  country  was  more 
completely  set  upon  a  proposaJ,  although 
many  other  things  have  occurred  since. 
But  the  noble  Lord  must  make  this  dis- 
tinction. The  legitimacy  of  resorting 
to  a  loan  depends  upon  a  fair  con- 
sideration of  the  ability  of  the 
oonntry  to  bear  taxation.  Where  yon 
have  a  very  large  increment  indeed  of 
your  charge,  you  cannot  go  the  whole 
"length  of  providing — although  the  Chan- 
cel^r  of  the  Exchequer  says  you 
can — everything  out  of  the  resonroes  of 
the  year.  What  did  we  do?  We 
added  5d.  to  the  income  tax— 4d.  in 
July,  18S9,  and  another  penny  in 
February  1860;  and,  having  done 
that,  and  having  another  oharge  to  meet, 
we  did  think  it  was  unreasonable  to  press 
ihe  oountry  to  find  ererv  farthing  for 
those  fortifications  out  of  the  taxes  of 
the  year,  and  we  used,  therefore,  a 
Supplementaiy  Tote  of  Credit.  Un- 
donbtedly,  as  has  been  well  said  by  mv 
right  hon.  Friend,  that  was  the  best  and 
.the  only  course,  not  only  in  the  judgment 
3tr.  W.  E.  Qm*twu. 
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of  Lord  FalmerstoD  but  of  the  country. 
These  fortifications  were  completely 
different  in  principle  Irom  an  annn^ 
provision  for  our  wants.  They  were  in 
thi*  nature,  as  was  then  supposed,  of  aa 
addition  to  our  permauent  security,  and 
the  charge  was  one  altogether  analogoos 
to  one  which  cast  a  burden  upon  the 
State  for  the  benefit  of  future  eenera- 
tious.  What  we  complain  of  in  the  pre- 
sent proposal  is  the  withdrawal  of  these 
charges  from  the  couirol  not  only  of  the 
present,  but  of  a  future  Parliament. 
Three  years  hence,  as  I  conceive,  a  new 
Parliament  will  be  chosen.  There  are 
those  who  believe  that  the  incliuationB 
and  ideas  of  that  Parliament  may  be 
very  different  indeed  &om  those  of  the 
present.  But  quite  apart  ftomepeculatiotifi 
of  that  character,  the  true  contention  ig 
that  Parliament  ought  to  he  free.  It  is 
not  desirable  to  bind,  more  than  absolute 
necessity  requires,  the  hands  even'  of  the 
present  Parliament  as  to  future  years. 
The  right  and  power  of  the  Parliament 
is  to  judge  the  wants  of  the  oountry  Arom 
year  to  year,  and  much  of  the  power  and 
influence  of  this  House,  as  well  aa  the 
primary  duty  and  ohiigation  of  the 
House,  depends  on  the  maintenance  of 
that  principle  intact.  But  I  must  say 
it  is  going  very  much  further  indeed 
when,  not  satisfied  with  eudeavouring  to 
bind  yourselves,  you  go  beyond  that, 
and  endeavour  to  bind,  by  making 
charges  on  the  Consolidated  Fund,  a 
future  Parliament,  aa  to  expenditure  of 
which  you  forbid  it  to  he  the  judge,  and 
of  which  our  contention  is  that  it  ought 
to  be  thejudre.  What  right  have  you 
to  distrust  Parliament  ?  When  has 
Parliament  refused  the  reasonable,  and 
even,  perhaps,  the  unreasonable,  de- 
mands of  the  Government?  If  the 
House  of  Commons  has  had  a  fault,  it 
baa  been  its  estreme  truthfolneBs  and 
wonderful  liberality,  and  its  readiness  to 
burden  the  country  in  deference  to  the 
demands  of  the  Government.  It  is 
an  ungenerous  return,  and  neceeaarily, 
therefore,  an  unwiae  retom,  for 
the  confidence  so  shown  by  the 
House  of  Commons  to  lay  before  it  a 

Elan  by  which  you  not  only  ask  us  to 
ind  and  forfeit  our  own  discretion  for 
coming  years,  bat  by  which  you  likewise 
determine  that  a  set  of  gentlemen  who 
are  to  he  elected  by  the  country,  we  will 
say  so  far  off  as  three  years  henoe  shall 
he  also  bound.    If,  aa  you  on  that  side 
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%aj,  theM  waola  exiat,  w«  on  this  mde  of  U  well  known,  and  what  fau  beon  well 
th«  Honse  contood  that  yon  ought  to  recognised  all  along,  during  the  whole 
make  provision  for  them  now,  out  Parliamentarj'  lifetime  of  ul  of  as  who 
of  the  rsTennea  of  the  year.  I  will  sot  eit  here — certainly  dnring  my  own  Far- 
treepau  muoh  longer  upon  the  time  of  liamentaty  lifetime — in  making  proper 
the  House,  but  I  must  just  refer  to  the  provision  for  the  dnancea  of  the  country, 
distinction  between  the  two  portions  of  It  has  been  clearly  pointed  out  by  my 
this  plan.  The  noble  Lord  wants  to  get  right  hon,  Friend — and  it  has  not  been 
statutory  authority  for  his  entire  scheme,  denied— that  £6,000,000  of  the  money, 
and  he  thinks  he  gets  statutory  author-  the  expenditure  of  which  is  to  be  ordered 
ity  under  this  Beeolntion  and  the  Bill  by  ns,  but  the  provision  for  which  is  to 
which  will  follow  upon  it.  Now,  I  con-  be  made  by  the  new  Parliament,  is,  in 
tend  be  will  not.  As  I  understand  the  fact — call  it  what  you  like— a  loan.  But 
Beeolntion,  not  one  sizpenoe  can  be  ex-  you  ought  never  to  resort  to  a  loan  at  all 
ponded  under  it.  The  Bill  will  autho-  until  you  have  exhausted  the  fair  and 
rize  the  issue  of  ten  millions  from  the  just  resources  of  annual  taxation.  When 
Consolidated  Fund,  but  the  other  we  had  the  income  tax  at  lOd.  in  the 
and  somewhat  larger  portion—namely, '  pound  in  i860,  we  thought  we  had 
the  1 1  millions,  which  is  to  depend  '  exhausted  those  resouroee,  and  conee- 
on  Totes,  cannot  possibly  be  issued  I  qaently  we  called  in  the  aid  of  a  loan  ; 
and  charged  on  that  Fund.  Very  i  but  with  the  iooome  tax  at  6d.  in  the 
well,  the  noble  Lord  has  to  trust  I  pound,  reduced  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
the  House  of  Commons  for  the  10  Gxohequer  last yearandtheyear before, 
millions.  Why  not  trust  them  for  the  I  it  is  absurd  to  say  that  you  have 
jESI, 000,000  ?  The  noble  Lord  says  he  j  exhausted  those  resources.  There  is  no 
wants  statntory  authority  for  the  cose  for  resorting  to  a  loan.  But  you 
plan,        but      he     would       have      no   ought  either  to  have  declared  that  you 


statutory  authority.  Ton  may  give 
utterance  to  whatever  magniloquence 
yon  choose,  but  it  ia  of  no  force  and 
of  no  avail  whatever.  Not  one  farthing 
can  be  spent  in  virtue  of  all  the  fine 
language  that  is  used  by  the  noble  Lord, 
and  our  contention  ia  that  the  House  is 
entitled  to  this  confidanoe.  The  House 
has  always  shown  itself  worthy  of  con- 
fidence, and  the  constitational  and  the 
wise  course  is  to  repay  the  confidence 
of  the  House  by  similar  frankness  and 
truBtfalness  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment. They  have  never  been  disap- 
pointed by  the  House ;  the  House  has 
never  shown  a  disposition  to  take  a 
niggardly  course  in  matters  affect- 
ing the  defenoe  of  the  oountn; 
and  I  think  you  will  recognise  the 
&et  as  men  of  business,  aa  men  of 
common  aense,  and  not  only  as  men  of 
sound  constitational  principle,  that  the 
solid  basis  ofexperience  and  the  uniform 
practice  of  Pariiament  are  in  favour  of 
showing  you  that  you  will  be  wiser  in 
tmsting  to  that  sdid  basis  of  expsrienoe 
tiiaa  in  endeavouring  to  introduce  new 
financial  methods  which  savour,  perhaps, 
of  foreign  finanoe.  Foreign  ooontnes 
have  not  been  so  well  habitoatsd 
to  regulate  their  balance  from  year  to 
year  as  we  have  been  happUy  aoonatomed 
to  do,  and  it  is  to  be  hoped  that,  in 
&ot,  you  will  decline  to  dspwtfrom  what  | 
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would  not  do  this,  or  you  ought  to  make 
it  known  to  the  country  that  you  are 
borrowing  money  which  you  leave  to 
the  next  Parliament  to  pay.  Tou,  how- 
ever, take  it  upon  yourselves;  yon 
already  presume,  in  deGaace  of  all 
financial  practice,  in  defiance  of  the 
Sulea  and  precedents  of  this  House,  to 
take  it  out  of  the  power  of  that  Parlia 
ment  to  judge  of  the  propriety  of  the 
expenditure  which  you  are  going  to 
saddle  upon  it.  We  can  protest  against 
that  altogether,  but  do  not  aggravato 
that  offence  by  endeavouring  to  conceal 
it.  Tou  have  placed  this  arrangement 
under  a  cover.  None  but  the  moat  ex- 
pert financier,  like  my  hon.  Friend, 
after  considerable  labour,  ia  able  fully 
to  understand  the  operation  of  this  plan. 
It  ia  an  express  departure  from  the  prin- 
ciples of  annual  Supply  to  which  the 
Chanoellor  of  the  £xchequer  has  pledged 
himself  in  terms  somewhat  extreme; 
but  the  character  of  those  terms  being 
so  extreme  testifies  to  the  profound 
nature  of  the  convictions  under  which 
they  were  delivered  by  him,  and  the 
resolute  determination  which,  ia  all  cir- 
onmatanoes,  he  ehonld  adhere  to  in 
giving  them  effect.  This  is  done  with 
no  prsoedent — with  no  approach  to  a 
precedent.  The  noble  Lord  has  not 
8[ons  npon  the  case  quoted  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  As  I  have  diown, 
8N 
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the  caae  of  1860  is  no  precedent.  I .  Honee,  in  prorldiog  the  ftmds  to  pky  for 
leave  that  part  of  the  speech  of  my  the  ahips  ptit  out  to  contract.  The 
right  hon.  Friend  to  produce  its  whole  of  those  ships  put  out  to  ooa- 
effect,  iu  which  he  referred  to  stereo-  I  tract  are  to  be  laid  down  at  onoe.  I 
typing  the  judgment  of  Foiiiament  on  |  hope  that  will  modify  the  view  taken  by 


naatters  connected  with  the  building  of 
ships  that  are  in  a  state  of  continual 
flnx ;  but  the  grounds  we  have  shown 
are,  it  appears  to  me,  more  than  ample 
to  induce  the  Government  to  modify,  at 
all  events,  the  method  of  their  proceed- 
ing. I  have  said  that  you  have  nothing 
approaching  to  a  precedent,  but  you  are 
creating  a  financial  precedent  in  this 
plan  which  is  so  bad  that  it  contains  in 
itself  the  seeds  of  future  evil.  There  is 
Boarcely  any  conceivable  abuse  in  the 
finance  of  a  country  which  may  not  be 
covered  and  justified  by  some  future 
Government  and  by  some  future  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  under  the  au- 
thority of  what  you  are  now  inviting  us 
to  consider,  both  when  that  Gtovemment 
and  that  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
have  no  courage  to  look  in  the  face  the 
necessities  of  their  position,  and  when 
they  are  endeavouring  to  flinch  from  the 
folBIment  of  their  known  obligations 
and  constitutional  fanctions.  On  these 
grounds,  entirely  without  reference  to 
any  question  of  the  amount  of  this  ex- 
penditure, I  hope  that  the  method  of 
this  provision  will  be  seen  by  the  whole 
House,  to  involve  as  it  does  constitutional 
and  practical  principles  of  the  greatest 
poaaible  importance ;  and  we  call  upon 
the  House,  at  all  events  within  the 
bounds  of  moderation  and  practicability, 
to  adhere  to  the  sound  principle  which 
has  been  denounced  by  the  First  Lord, 
but  which  has  been  promulgated  by  the 
Obaocellor  of  the  Exchequer— namely, 
that  the  wants  of  the  year  should  be  pro- 
vided out  ot,the  Bevenues  of  the  year. 

Mb.  G08CHEN  :  I  wiU  do  my 
best  to  follow  the  injunctions  of 
tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
warning  which  he  administered  to 
my  noble  Friend,  that  whatever  we 
do  we  should  on  no  aoconnt  carry  the  war 
into  the  enemy's  camp.  We  are  called 
weak-kneed,  and  we  are  to  have  every 
conceivable  charge  of  financial  incom- 
petency brought  against  us,  but  we  are 
not  to  be  allowed  to  cite  against  hon. 
Gtentlemen  opposite  precedents,  which 
show  that  our  proceedings  are  venial 
compared  with  some  of  the  examples 
they  have  act  us.  The  right  hon.  Uem- 
ber  for  Mid  Lothian  has  challenged 
US  abont  fettering  the  freedom  of  the 
ifr.  IF.  E.  GladaUmt 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  he  is  as  much  in 
favour  of  expediting  the  shipping  as  we 
are.  We  cannot  expedite  it.more,  than 
by  laying  down  the  whole  of  tbe  ships  at 
onoe,  andputting  themont  to  oontraot.  I 
could  understand  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  we  were 
going  to  put  out  half  the  ships 
to  contractfat  once,  and  another  half  later 
on,  but  do  right  hon.  Gentlemen  under- 
stand that  the  whole  of  those  ships  put 
out  to  contract  are  to  be  begun  at  onoe  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  referred  to  the  pro- 
priety of  leaving  the  arrangementa 
for  payment  to  a  future  Parliament, 
and  said  that  a  future  Parliament  might 
be  differently  composed  from  this  Par- 
liament, and  that  it  might  not  take  the 
same  view  as  we  do.  How  does  that 
advance  his  argument?  We  do  not 
fetter  the  judgment  of  a  new  Parliament 
with  regard  to  any  ships  put  down  in 
the  £10,000,000  programme,  because 
tbe  ships  are  begun  at  once.  8o  f ar  as 
this  amount  is  concerned,  therefore,  the 
question  resolves  itself  simply  into  the 
question  how  these  ships  are  to  be 
paid  for.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  a  man  might  have  a  doubt  as 
to  whether  this  money  was  necessary 
for  the  defence  of  the  country  or  not, 
but  we  have  had  a  vote  on  the  Bubjeot.  I 
did  not  watch  the  Division  List,  and  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman voted  on  the  one  side  or  on  the 
other,  but  we  do  know  how  many  of  hia 
Friends  are  in  favour  of  this  programme, 
and  how  many  of  them  are  against  it. 
Of  course,  there  is  a  large  neutral  body 
who  are  at  onoe  unwilling  to  inform  thai 
constituenta  that  they  ate  opposed  to 
this  programme  and  unwilling  to 
vote  in  its  favour ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
as  the  Leader  of  tbe  Party,  haa  given 
the  country  no  indication,  even  to-night, 
as  to  whether  he  thinks  we  are  right  or 
wrong  in  proposing  this  programme- 
Whatwas  the  meaning  of  the  argument 
of  the  right  hoQ.  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Child  era),  to  which  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  just  called  attention — 
that  the  Bouse  and  tbe  country  would 
mark  the  extreme  importance  of  waiting 
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for  thfl  development  of  MiencQ?  How 
out  we  wait,  aa  is  augifeBted,  for  the 
derelopmeat  of  aoienae  ?  There  really 
appears  to  be  some  oonfuaion  on  tliii 
point  in  the  right  lioc.  Oentleman'a 
mind.  We  oonaider  that  these  ships 
should  be  laid  down  at  once,  because  we 
want  them  to  be  read;  to  strengthen 
the  defence  of  this  oountry  at  the  earliest 
moment.  No  donbt  advantages  have 
aoomed  and  may  aoorne  from  delay. 
Developments  of  science  may  secure 
better  stupe  being  built,  but  what 
would  be  the  remit  if,  in  the  interval 
caused  by  the  delay,  war  was  to  break 
out  and  find  the  ships  not  ready  for 
the  defence  of  the  oonntry,  but  slitl 
under  the  consideration  of  naval  oon- 
structors  and  experts  ?  The  noble 
Lord  has  pointed  out  the  length  of 
time  it  takes  to  get  these  ships  ready 
with  their  armaments  and  ammunition. 
I  admit  that  there  is  some  novelty  in 
our  proposal ;  but  that  novelty  has  been 
called  for  by  bitter  experience.  Some 
change  has  been  rendered  neoessary  by 
Its  being  proved  to  demonstratiDn  that 
the  past  system  has  been  wasteful  and  ex- 
travagant, and  has  led  to  ships  not  beiag 
finished  in  time,  and,  when  finished, 
being  left  without  their  proportion  of 
umamenta  and  ammunition.  If  it  is  a 
aovelty  it  is,  we  oonaider,  s  buainesa- 
like  novelty  that  the  whole  expenditure 
ahonld  he  ascertained  and  provided  for 
beforehand.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman 
claims  that  the  freedom  of  Parliament 
ehalt  be  retained.  But  what  does  he 
mean  by  that  ?  Does  he  mean  that  Par- 
liament shall  retain  the  right  of  cancel- 
ling the  contracts?  Future  Parliaments 
can  hape  no  discretion  as  to  ships 
already  begun.  The  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman has  referred  to  what  took  plsoe 
in  1859-60,  when,  to  meet  the  panic 
of  the  day,  the  inoome  tax  vaa  raised 
firom  Sd.  to  lOd.  Bat  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  did  not  refer  to  a  more 
recent  occasion  when,  in  connection 
with  the  localisation  of  the  forces,  a 
loan  of  £3,000,000  wna  raiaed.  Why 
was  that  done  P  Why  was  that  sum  not 
thrown  upon  the  Estimates  of  the  year? 
I  bad  the  honour  at  the  time  of  being 
associated  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and,  if  I  remember  rightly,  the 
Estimates  were  already  swollen  by  the 
abolition  of  purchase  in  the  Army. 
But  for  all  that  the  total  charges  of  the 
year  were  not  so  heavy  that  the  expendi- 
ture on    localization   might  not   easily 


have  been  provided  tor  by  votes.  But 
there  was  on  that  occasion  none  of  this 
staunch  adhesion  to  the  principle  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  regards 
as  so  important.  The  barracks  which 
were  then  to  be  built  were  not  regarded 
as  coming  within  the  term  "  needs 
of  the  year."  They  were  treated  as 
an  abnormal  addition  to  expenditure, 
and  therefore  it  was  not  thought 
necessary  that  their  cost  should  be 
defrayed  out  of  the  Bereoue  of  the 
year.  I  think,  therefore,  I  may  say 
proposal  is  not  unprecedented 


thato 


and  irregular.  On  the  contrary, 
follows  precedent,  and  I  can  assure 
the  right  hon.  Qoatleman  that  before 
initiating  this  proposal  I  looked  care- 
fully at  what  Bad  been  doce  in 
r^ard  to  the  localization  of  the  forces 
as  a  fairly  analogous  case  to 
this.  What  we  are  about  to  do  is  to 
make  up  the  arrears  of  past  years.  We 
have  to  make  an  exceptional  eSbrt  to 
bring  the  armaments  and  ammunition 
to  that  state  which  we  consider  to  be 
necessary,  and  I  might  add  that  the 
guns  which  will  be  constructed  out  of 
this  expenditure  may  in  some  degree  be 
regarded  under  presentcircumetances  as 
bemg  almost  as  permanent  in  their  nsture 
as  the  fortifications  of  Lord  Falmerstoo. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
and  also  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Edinburgh  have  referred 
to  words  which  fell  from  me  last  Session 
to  the  effect  that  I  considered  that  the 
needsof  the  yearought  to  be  met  out  of 
the  inoome  of  the  year.  The  right  hoD. 
Gentleman  triumphs  and  revels  in  that 
asaertion  of  mine.  But  I  am  sure  that, 
notwithstanding  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's observation,  it  must  be  clear  to 
every  Member  of  the  House  that  what  I 
meant  was  not  that  the  entire  expendi- 
ture of  every  year  ought  to  be  met  out 
of  the  ordinary  Estimates,  but  that 
whatever  was  fairly  chargeable  for 
the  necessities  of  the  year  ought 
to  be  eo  met.  It  wonld  he  a  pre- 
posterous suggestion  that  whatever  is 
spent  in  any  given  year  must  always 
be  paid  for  in  that  year.  Why,  in 
the  event  of  war,  the  words  I  used 
might  with  equal  fairness  he  quoted  aa 
showing  that  I  considered  that  the  ex- 
traordinary  expenses  of  a  war  in  any 
year  ought  to  be  met  out  of  the  Bevenue 
of  that  year.  Everything  depends  on 
this — is  the  programme  for  which  the 
money  is  required  an  ordinary  pro- 
3N2 
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gramine?  If  it  ie,  it  ought  to  be  met  only  selling  our  own  birthright,  but  we 
out  of  the  ordinary  Bsrenue  of  the  year,  are  selling  that  which  we  have  no  right 
If  it  is  an  abnormal  programme — an  '  to  sell ;  we  are  sailing  the  birthright  of 
effort  to  make  up  for  the  arrears  of  the  :  our  conatituenta,  becauae  we  are  parting 
past  and  anticipate  the  needs  of  the  with  their  right  of  voting  money  for 
future — itisridiculonatoaay  that  the  ex-    public  expenditure  year   by  year,  and 


penditure  ought  not  to  be  spread 
number    of    years.      There    are   some 
persons,  I  know,  who  consider  that  this 

expenditure     ought    to    be     met      by 

a  loan,  but  we  have  not  resorted 
to     that    method.     If    we    have    done 

anything  that  can  in  any  sense  bi 
so  described,  all  I  can  say  is  that  it  ii 

the  shortest  loan  ever  raised  for  so  grea 

an  effort.  By  our  propOBal  the  whole  of 
it  will  be  repaid  by  the  end  of  seven 
years — it  will  therefore  fall  practically 
on  the  present  l^ipayere.  I  cannot, 
therefore,  by  any  means  assent  to 
the  description  of  our  proposal  as 
flabby  and  weak-kneed.  It  would, 
I  think,  have  been  better,  perhaps,  if 
this  debate  had  been  deferred  until  the 
Bill  was  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Uembera 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen,  They  could 
then  have  seen  haw  careful  we  have 
been  in  so  framing  it  as  to  retain  the 
control  of  Parliament,  so  that  no  part 
of  the  funds  shall  be  diverted  in  any 
degree  from  the  particular  purpose  to 
which  Parliament  Las  destined  them.  I 
venture  to  say,  whatever  the  opinion  of 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  whose  great 
authority  I  entirely  acknowledge,  maybe, 
that  this  is  a  business-like  arrangement 
which  will  save  money  to  the  taxpayer, 
without  introducing  any  new  principle 
or  any  sort  of  financial  laxity. 

*ME.HOWELL(BethnalGreen,N.E.): 
This  is  an  important  question,  and 
too  important  to  be  disposed  of  with 
only  a  brief  debate,  and  I  hope  that  not 
only  Members  on  this  side,  but  that 
many  Members  on  the  opposite  aide  of 
the  House,  will  support  this  Amendment, 
and  for  this  reason — namely,  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  OTiposite  claim  to  be  the  Oon- 
stitutional  Party  in  this  country ;  and 
now  they  are  practically,  by  the  method 
in  which  they  are  supporting  this  Vote, 
setting  at  defiance  all  Constitutional 
practice  which  has  hitherto  governed  this 
country.  Now,  Sir,  we  have  heard  of 
Esau  selling  his  birthright.  I  am  not 
here  to  defend  Esau  for  selling  his  birth- 
right, but,  at  least,  this  can  be  said  in 
his  favour — that  he  sold  his  own  birth- 
right, although  be  thereby  deprived  his 
children  of  their  inheritance.  But,  Ur. 
Speaker,  we  are,  on  this  ocoaaioD,  not 
Ifr.  Souhm 


of  apportioning  that  money 
way  in  which  it  is  to  be  spent. 
We  have  no  right,  Sir,  to  antici- 
pate the  vote  of  our  constituencies, 
and  I  venture  to  say  that  every  Member 
of  this  House  who  rotes  for  this 
measure,  and  thus  ties  the  liands  of 
Parliament  in  future  Seseions,  will,  when 
he  seeks  re-election,  be  visited  with  the 
judgment  of  his  constituents.  Now,  Sir, 
it  seems  to  me  that  we  are  taking  w. 
very  extraordinary  course  with  regard 
to  this  enormous  Vote  of  £21,600,000. 
It  has  been  pointed  out  over  and  over 
again  that,  under  existing  conditions, 
the  Shipbuilding  Vote  would  be  in- 
creased if  it  could  be  shown  to  be  ab- 
solutely necessary,  and  if  it  rould  be 
proved  that  it  was  prudent  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  country.  On  such  oc- 
casions the  House  has  never  withheld 
its  hand  when  money  has  been  wanted 
for  the  Navy,  but  in  this  particular  case 
the  Government,  by  its  reckless  dealing 
with  finances,  is  endeavouring  to  antici- 
pate what  the  future  Votes  of  this 
House  will  be,  and  what  tlie  future  de- 
cisions of  the  constituencies  may  be 
with  regard  to  shipbuilding.  Talk 
about  laying  down  ships  ;  why,  we  are 
tying  the  hands  of  our  successors,  and, 
more  than  that,  the  new  vessels  have 
never  yet  been  sanctioned  by  the  experts 
of  this  country.  On  all  aides  experts 
disagree  as  to  the  style  of  ships  to  be 
built;  as  to  the  armour  to  be  placed  on 
them,  and,  to  a  considerable  extent,  as  to 
the  armament  to  be  supplied.  But, 
Sir  we  have  to-night  heard  from  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  one  very 
tangible  reason  why  this  Vote  should 
uotlie  agreed  to.  Hehastold  the  House 
to-night  of  a  number  of  ships  lying  idle, 
already  built,  but  waiting  for  their 
guns,  and  yet,  at  the  same  time,  he  is 
asking  this  House  for  £21,500,000  for 
the  purpose  of  laying  down  new  ships, 
and  for  completing  those  ships,  when 
guns  are  not  to  be  found  for  tbose  al- 
ready built.  I  shall  protest  against 
this  Vote  so  long  as  the  measure  is  be- 
fore the  House,  and  until  it  has  finally 
passed  into  law ;  and  I  shall  do  this  for 
one  reason,  and  that  is  the  utter  unre- 
liability of  the  statements  of  the  noble 
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Lord  with  reKurd  to  the  requiramenta  of 
the  Navy.  We  have  reminded  him  over 
and  over  again  of  his  statements  made 
in  this  HonsB,  to  the  effect  that  there  is 
practically  no  need  for  any  exteneire 
expenditure  upon  it.  Yet  now  we  are 
told  that  there  is  an  absolute  need ;  and, 
more  than  that,  the  need  is  so  great 
that  we  must  vote  the  money  in  this 
particular  Session  as  quickly  as  we  can, 
and  tie  the  hands  of  not  only  future 
Sessions,  but  possibly  of  a  future  Parlia- 
ment. Kow,  the  noble  Lord  has 
challenged  the  statements  with  regard 
to  what  he  said  on  previous  occasions; 
and  he  has  very  recently  referred  to  it 
as  though  it  irere  ancient  history.  Sut 
what  is  the  case  ?  la  the  first  place,  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  noble  Lord  himself,  over 
and  over  again  in  1SS6,  18H7,  and  1888, 
spoke  with  regard  to  the  actual  condition 
of  the  Navy,  and  said  it  was  equal  to 
almost  any  purpose.  I  can  refer  the 
noble  Lord  to  a  speech  he  made  in  this 
House,  in  answer  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  East  Marylebone,  so  recently 
as  March,  1888,  in  which  he  went  into 
details  with  regard  to  the  condition  of 
theM'avies  in  France,  in  Italy,  and  in 
^Russia  ;  and  he  compared  the  condition 
of  the  Navies  of  those  countries 
with  the  condition  of  the  Navy  of 
this  country.  He  said,  practically, 
that  ne  were  ahead  of  those  three 
nations  combined,  and  he  gave  facts  and 
figures  in  support  of  that  statement. 
Yet,  within  12  months  of  saying  that, 
wo  are  told  that  the  Navy  is  in  such  a 
deplorable  condition  that  it  ia  not  only 
necessary  to  spend  £'^1, .500, 000  on 
it,  but  that  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
we  should,  in  an  uncoDstitutional 
manner,  tie  the  hands  of  this  and  a 
future  Parliament,  in  order  to  obtain  a 
Vute  of  this  money.  And,  Sir,  thnre  is 
auother  question — the  question  of  re- 
sponsibility. Now,  we  are  to  have  our 
hands  tied  by  this  Act  of  Parliament  with 
regard  to  tba  expenditure  of  this  money, 
yet  it  is  not  yet  settled  by  the  Admi- 
ralty who  is  to  take  the  responsibility 
lor  these  vast  engines  of  war,  upon 
which  three  quarters  of  a  million — and 
perhaps  a  million — will  be  spent.  The 
Eeports  of  Uommittees  of  this  House 
show  that  the  responsibility  of  the 
Admiralty  is  fixed  upon  no  particular 
person  or  persons  in  regard  to  the 
«xp( 
th« 


thing  else  having  reference  to  th« 
Admiralty.  On  the  contrary,  the  Oom- 
mittees  of  the  House  hare  agreed  that 
the  Admiralty  itself,  under  existing  cir- 
cumstances, ought  not  to  be  trusted 
with  these  large  sums  of  money  to  spend 
until  it  is  reformed.  Yet  the  noble  Lord 
referred  to  these  figures  a  day  or  two 
ago,  in  orderto  show  the  absolute  neces- 
sity for  this  Vote.  I  say  now,  as  I  said 
at  the  time,  that  these  figures  were 
absolutely  valueless.  The  noble  Lord 
should  have  told  us  the  exact  state  is 
which  these  ships  were  at  the  time  they 
were  drawn  out ;  he  should  have  shown 
what  had  to  be  completed  and  what  had 
been  completed.  As  it  was,  it  was 
merely  trailing  a  red  herring  across 
the  path  of  the  debate.  And  then,  with 
regard  to  the  noble  Lord's  declaration 
in  this  House,  that  there  was  no  reduc- 
tion of  expenditure,  that  struck  me  as 
one  of  the  most  curious  instances  of  foi- 
getfulness  I  have  ever  heard  in  my 
life.  If  he  himself  refers  to  the 
statements  which  he  made  in  this 
House  in  1667  and  1686,  he  will  find 
that  he  boasted  of  a  reduction,  and  be 
ventured  to  assure  this  House,  not 
merely  in  his  speech,  but  also  in  his 
printed  statement  which  was  circulated 
to  Members,  that  the  then  position  of  the 
Navy  was  such  as  to  enable  the  reduc- 
tion to  be  made  not  only  at  that  particu- 
lar time,  but  also  at  future  periods.  He 
has  not  corrected  that  statement  as  he 
has  done  many  others  in  subsequent 
speeches,  but  even  in  his  statement  laat 
year  he  referred  to  the  statement  he  had 
made  twelve    months    previously   as    a 

owning  piece  of  administrative  reform; 

d  hereferred  to  the  splendid  condition 
of  the  Navy  and  the  great  improvements 
which  had  been  effected.  Now  there  is 
a  turn  in  the  tide  of  affairs.  I  should 
like  to  ask  what  has  caused  this  change 
which  has  come  over  the  spirit  of  the 
dream  7  Why,  it  seems  to  me,  it  is  not 
tartoseek.  Thenoble  Lord  tbeMember 
fur  East  Marylebone,  andthenobleLord 
the  Member  for  South  Paddington,  and 
w  other  Members,  have  been  calling 
attention  to  the  dilapidated  state  of  the 
Navy,  and  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  seems  to  have  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  he  was  likely 
to  lose  the  support  of  some  of  his 
friends,  unless  he  took  stents  at  onoe  to 
;then  the  Navy.  Now,  many  of  us 
s  side  of  the  House  would  be  pre- 
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pared  to  atnugtheii  the  Nav;,  provided 
atvaji,  firstly,  that  it  was  done  in  a 
OoQBtitntional  way,  and  so  that  there 
ahonld  be  no  wrench  of  the  Oonstitu- 
tional  praotioes  of  this  Honse ;  seoondly, 
that  it  should  be  done  economically ; 
and,  thirdly,  that  the  administration  of 
the  NaTj  should  be  put  on  suoh  a  foot- 
ing that  we  should  have  confidence  in 
the  spending  Department.  Hitherto, 
we  have  been  spending  enormously  the 
country's  money  without  g^ettiug  any 
real  substantial  return.  We  have  been 
adding  year  after  year  to  the  Navy ;  we 
have  been  spending  enormous  sums,  not 
only  with  regard  to  the  general  equip- 
ment of  the  Navy,  but  on  the  Ship- 
building Vote.  During  the  last  21  or 
22  years  we  have  expended  as  much  as 
seventy-one  millions,  yet  we  are  now 
told  that  the  Navy  is  in  suoh  a  dilapi- 
dated condition  that  it  is  impossible  for 
it  to  protect  our  commerce  and  to  save 
the  food  of  the  people  in  case  of  war, 
ontess  this  extraordinary  expenditure  of 
twenty-one  and  a- half  millions  is  agreed 
to.  Now,  Ur.  Speaker,  I  altogether 
call  into  question  the  position  taken  up 
by  the  nottle  Lord  the  Member  for  East 
Marylxbone  and  others,  as  to  the  abso- 
lute necessity  of  having  this  great  ex- 
penditure for  the  purpose  of  protecting 
our  Navy.  I  say  that  our  commerce  and 
our  Ueroantile  Marine  is  capable  of  pro- 
tecting itself,  and  wonld  be  able  to  pro- 
tect itself  even  without  the  assistance  of 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
must  remind  the  hon.  Oentleman  that 
the  question  before  the  House  is  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Member  for  South  Edinburgh. 

*Mr.  HOWELL:  I  will  not  pursue 
that  question.  Sir.  I  think  X  have 
stated  the  reasons  why  I  strongly 
object  to  this  Tote,  and  I  support  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Omitleman 
the  Member  for  South  Edinburgh, 
because  I  feel  that  it  is  an  unconstitu 
tional  proceeding  to  tie  the  hand  of  this 
Parliament,  and  possibly  of  a  successive 
Parliament,  in  regard  to  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  publio  money  ;  and  I  further 
object  because  it  takes  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  constituencies  the  power  of  calling 
to  account  the  Administrators  of  the  day 
for  the  way  in  which  they  spend  money 
on  the  Navy. 

Mb.  HANDEL  008SHAM  (Bristol, 
E.) :  I  want  to  protest  against  the 
Mr.  SmmU 


breaking  down  of  the  great  principle 
which  I  consider  our  forefathers  struck 
suoh  a  heavy  blow  in  favour  of  in  the 
seventeenth  century — namely,  the  right 
of  Parliament  to  vote  every  year's  ex- 
penditure. And  now,  if  the  House  will 
be  kind  enough  to  listen  to  me  for  si 
minute  or  two — and  I  will  not  keep  it 
loneer — I  desire  to  say  that  I  felt  I 
oouTd  not  give  a  silent  vote  on  this 
occasion.  I  support  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hoQ.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Edinburgh  on  the  distinct 
ground  that  the  proposal  of  the  Oovera- 
ment  is  givingup  the  right  of  Parliament 
to  control  the  expenditure  of  this  country, 
and  I  think  it  is  introducing  a  most  un- 
constitutional and  dangerous  precedent. 
I  am,  therefore,  going  to  give  my  vote 
'~  favour  of  the  Amendment. 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  158; 
Noes  125,— (Division  List,  No.  68.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  this  House 
doth  agree  with  the  Committee  in  the 
id  Besolution," 

*SiH  J.  PEASE  (Durham,  Barnard 
Oastle) :  It  might,  perhaps,  be  more 
convenient,  under  many  circumstances, 
to  postpone  the  remarks  I  have  to  make 
upon  this  question  until  the  Second 
heading  of  the  Bill;  but  I  feel  so 
strongly  upon  the  matter,  that  I  tbinkit 
my  duty  to  seize  the  first  opportunity  I 
can  to  address  the  House,  and,  bo  far  as 
any  remarks  of  mine  are  read  in  the 
oountry,  to  make  my  views  upon  the 
proposed  enormous  outlay  on  Hw 
MajeHty's  Navy  known  to  the  oountry. 
During  all  the  years  1  have  had  the 
honour  of  a  seat  in  this  House  I  have 
never  known  a  question  involved 
in  BO  much  fog  as  that  now  before 
the  House.  I  listened  with  some 
interest  to  the  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
Fritnd  the  Member  for  the  Stirling 
Burghs  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannermaii] ; 
but,  whilst  I  admired  his  speech,  and 
the  energy  with  which  it  was  delivered, 
it  was  not  until  near  the  end,  if  even 
then,  that  I  was  able  to  understand  on 
which  side  of  the  fence  he  was  going  to 
climb  down.  There  are  three  queatioai 
practically  before  us.  Are  we  to  spend 
this  £:j^, 500,000 ;  next,  how  are  we  to 
raise  the  money ;  and  next,  on  what 
class  oT  ships  are  we  to  spend  the 
money,  if  it  is  to  be  spent  ?  I  shall 
not  trouMe  the  House  very  long  with 
comments  on  the  two  latter  queatiou; 
but,  with  regard  to  the  first,  I  desire  to 


U,^,..Cj0^<^3OOgk 


1641 


Naval 


|Aphil4,  1889} 


J)«f»m 


1642 


mah«  a  few  remarks.  The  Chanoellor 
«f  the  Exchequer's  speech — the  one 
from  which  I  hoped  to  get  Bome  lig^ht — 
was  a  kind  of  "Bule  Britannia"  speeoh 
— a  speeah  we  hare  heard  over  and  over 
again  in  this  Houae.  He  told  us  that,  if 
Europe  is  to  be  at  peace,  HnEland  must 
be  strong.  He  did  not  tell  us  how 
England  is  to  be  strong.  It  seems  to 
me  we  have  other  ways  of  being  strong 
than  adding  largely  to  our  fighting 
force.  There  ie  the  moral  influence 
vhich,  I  trust,  England  possesses 
which  gives  ns  a  force  amongst  the 
nations  of  the  world,  and  which,  in  my 
<n>inion,  is  a  better  poeseaeion  than  even 
the  ownership  of  large  fleets  and  armies. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Escheqner  sat 
down  without  telling  as  that  which  we 
all  wanted  to  know — who  are  we  going 
to  fight ;  for  what  are  we  making  these 
[weparatioQS  f  If  the  Oovemment  de- 
aires  to  have  the  oonfldenae  and  support 
of  the  House  of  Commons  in  financial 
matters  th^  mnst  be  plain  and  open 
with  the  Houee.  The  first  effects 
I  found  of  the  announcement  of 
the  dovemment  that  they  propose 
to  indulge  in  this  large  expenditure  were 

Saragraphs  in  the  papers  that  other 
oremmente  were  also  proposing  large 
expenditure  to  meet  it,  that  we  were 
«ntering  once  more  into  what  was  called 
by  a  right  bon.  Qentleman  who  sat  for 
-many  years  in  this  House  a  taad  race  of 
bloated  armaments.  I  should  not  have 
rieen  to  take  part  in  this  debate  if  I  had 
not    felt  it  to  be  my  duty  to    procest 

r'nst  the  needless  panic  and  sudden 
n  which  seems  to  be  worked  up  by 
the  newspapers,  and  by  members  of  the 
Services  as  to  our  not  being  suffloiently 
protected.  We  are  going  to  spend  our 
substance  moat  unwisely,  most  need- 
teesly,  audi  would  almost  say  recklessly, 
and  I  am  afraid  that  when  we  do  this 
we  get  actually  very  tittle  for  our  money. 
These  round  figures  take  us  by  surprise. 
So  many  milliona  sterling  are  to  be 
spent  in  private  yards,  and  so  many  in 
GoTernmeat  Dockyards.  I  have  seen 
something  of  shipbuilding,  but  when- 
ever I  have  seen  a  tender  go  out  the 
figures  are  actually  reduced  to  fractions. 
I  think  when  the  Admiralty  are  going 
to  lay  down  these  ships  all  at  once  that 
they  ought  to  come  to  ue  with  speciflca- 
tions  much  more  carefully  drawn  and 
Estimates  upon  which  we  may  rely. 
J!f  we  take  the  figures,  they  are  very 


much  moTO  simple  than  they  appear. 
The  proposal  or  the  Admiral^  is  to 
make  the  expenditure  ou  the  Eeti- 
matee  for  1886-9  a  foundation,  to  ask 
this  year  £600,000  more  for  the  Esti- 
mates, and  to  add  to  that  sum  a  propor- 
tion of  the  10  millions— £1,400,000. 
As  I  understand  it,  these  10  millions 
are  in  addition  to  the  ordinary  annual 
Estimates;  and  these  10  millions  will 
be  spent  in  a  few  years,  comparatively — 
and  the  payment  spread  over  seven 
years — bringing  up  naval  expenditure 
to  1 5  milliouB  sterling  per  annum.  Now, 
contrast  this  with  the  expenditure  of 
a  few  years  ago.  In  the  years  1870 
to  1873  —  when  naval  expenditure 
had  become  a  good  deal  higher  than  it 
once  was— and  in  years  of  prospeitty, 
too — when  we  could  afford  almost  any- 
thing, naval  expenditure  very  little  ex- 
ceeded, from  year  to  year,  10  millione 
sterling  ;  now  we  have  got  it  up  to  15 
millions.  In  1673  the  naval  expendi- 
ture was  £9,500,000;  but,  by  the  pro- 
sent  proposal,  we  are  going  to  spend 
over  the  next  four  or  five  years  25 
millions  more!  This  is  the  ratio  of 
ieorease  in  a  comparatively  few  years, 
and  I  should  like  to  ask— ^ow  far  are 
we  prepared  to  go?  What  bae  been 
the  course  of  expenditure  on  the  two 
Services  since  1873?  In  lB73tbetwo 
Services  reached  a  total  of  23  millions. 
In  1880  the  sum  increased  to  35 
millions-;  in  1686  to  £29,700,000;  in 
1668  to  £30,400,000  ;  and  this  year 
to  31  millions,  with  a  special  Esti- 
mate raising  it  to  32^  millioiu. 
Tbe  expenditure  has  gone  up  from  23 
millions  in  1873  to  &i  millions  at  the 
present  time,  and  that,  too,  as  an  hon. 
Friend  reminds  me,  and  as  I  know  from 
experience,  when  shipbuilding  is  at 
least  30  per  cent  cheaper  than  it  was 
10  or  IS  vears  ago.  What  has  been 
doing  in  the  Army  all  this  time  while 
the  Estimates  have  baen  thus  incieas- 
tng?  We  have  had  the  Regular  Army, 
theMilitia,  the  Volunteers,  the  Yeomanry 
increased  from  519,000  in  187J  to  the 
present  total  of  622,000.  A  hundrod 
thousaud  more  men  than  we  had  a  few 
years  ago  and  in  a  time  of  perfect  peace  \ 
We  have  raised  the  Naval  Forces  from 
70,000  to  90,000.  Our  normal  Army 
and  Navy  expenditure  has  crept  up  from 
23  millions  to  3D  millione,  and  our  Army 
and  Navy  from  690,000  to  712,000  men. 
Whilst    we   have    had  this  enormous 
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inoreaBe  in  the  aniiiial  Estimates,  we 
have  had  a  large  number  of  special 
Votee  I  have  not  taken  into  considera- 
tion. The  Abyssinian  Expedition 
special  Vote  cost  £185,000.  The  Ash- 
actee  War  cost  £927,000.  The  Husso- 
Turkish  War  involved  us  in  an  ex- 
penditure of  S^  millions — the  South 
African  Wars  £5,300,000.  The  Afghan 
War  cost  3  millions,  irrespective  of  the 
expenditure  borne  by  India.  The 
Egyptian  War  coat  £3,895,000,  and  the 
Oordon  Belief  Expedition  £300,000.  The 
looalizationof  the  forces  cost  us  £592,000 
and  the  Indian  Army  pensions  £450,000. 
Then  we  have  ^bout  10  millions  more 
added  to  the  expenditure  I  have  alluded 
to  for  naval  and  military  operations, 
1886,  and  we  end  with  £10,000,000  for 
the  Navy.  When  we  look  at  the  list  of 
wars  and  things  in  which  this  country 
has  been  engaged,  can  any  man  get  up 
andsay  tbereweremore  thanoneortwoof 
them  justifiable  under  any  circumstances 
whatever  ?  Then  we  have  bad  Lord 
Wolseley,  who  is  said  to  be  our 
only  great  General,  advocating  conscrip- 
tion straight  off.  He  was  contradicted, 
I  know,  by  the  Commander-tn  Chief  a 
few  days  afterwards,  but  Lord  Wolseley 
laid  down  the  necessity  and  advantage 
of  that  which  I  believe  is  utterly  dis- 
tasteful to  every  Englishman — enforced 
service  in  the  Army  and  Navy.  Many 
years  ago  a  wise  man  said  there  were 
three  daughters  of  the  horse  leech  ever 
crying  "  U-ivo,  give,"  and  it  seems  to 
me  the  insatiable  spirit  has  passed  into 
these  Services.  We  are  told  the  great 
principle  on  which  we  should  proceed  is 
to  make  our  Navy  equal  to  the  Navies 
of  any  othertwo  nations  ;.but  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  and  the  First  Lord 
have  made  clear  statements  to  tbe 
country  to  show  that  we  already  have  a 
Navy  up  to  that  standard.  How  far 
are  we  to  run  this  principle  of  making 
our  Navy  equal  to  the  Navies  of  any 
other  two  Powers  f  If  France  is  going 
to  spend  two  millions  on  her  Navy  and 
Bussia  two  millions,  are  we  immediately 
to  spend  four  millions,  or,  if  they  sperd 
four  millionseach,  is  our  expenditure  at 
once  to  rise  by  eight  millions  'i  Where 
is  this  mad  race  in  expenditure  to  cease  ? 
Is  there  to  be  no  limit  in  the  principle 
laid    down?      Show  me  your    foreign 

Soliof  that  makes  this  increased  expen- 
itureon  our  armaments  necessary  f     I 
believe  if  we  had  done  many  things  that 
tftr  J.  P»a§* 


you  have  done  we  should  have  been 
accused  of  trailing  the  flag  of  England  in 
thedust.andallthataortof thing.  What, 
I  ask,  is  the  foreign  poUcy  that  requires, 
all  this  expenditure  ?  le  it  France,  ia 
it  Bussia,  is  it  Qermany,  that  gives  yoa 
all  this  anxiety  .'  It  cannot  be  America, 
because  we  are  on  perfectly  good  terma 
with  the  Bepublic,  and  the  transactions- 
in  relation  to  the  Alabama  arbitration  of 
recentyearahave  putus  on  a  better  foot- 
ing with  them  than  ever  we  were  before. 
In  reference  to  the  principle  laid  down  for 
the  strength  of  our  Fleet,  I  may  ask, 
have  we  ever  engaged  in  a  Continent^ 
war  without  an  AI^  ?  Hardly,  I  think, 
and  certainly  not  of  late  years.  At 
Waterloo  the  Frnssiane  came  to  our 
assistance,  and  in  the  Crimean  War  we 
had,  in  addition  to  our  Turkish  Allies, 
France  and  Sardinia  by  our  side.  Are 
we  going  to  quarrel  with  Germany 
about  the  Samoan  Question  ?  I  am 
glad  to  see  from  the  evening  papera 
that  the  German  Emperor  is  coming  on 
a  visit  to  this  country ;  the  friendly 
relations  we  have  always  had  witii 
Germany  ought  to  sedulously  be  main- 
tained. I  further  learn  that  His 
Majesty  has  expressed  a  desire  while  in 
England  to  see  a  review  of  the  British 
Fleet  at  Spithead.  If  we  are  afraid  of 
the  intentions  of  Germany,  would  we 
submit  our  naval  strength  to  the 
German  Emperor's  inspection  P  I  do 
not  entertain  for  a  moment  the  idea  of 
a  quarrel  with  Germany.  Do  yen 
apprehend  danger  from  France  in  her 
present  unfortunate  position  ?  France 
has  a  Consolidated  Debt  of  970  millions 
and  a  Floating  Debt  of  728  millions. 
Can  any  real  danger  be  apprehended 
Irom  France,  with  her  Debt  of  1,600 
millions,  on  which  a  yearly  interest  of  54 
millions  is  paid,  and  with  her  24  changes 
of  liovernmeut  in  the  course  of  19  years?" 
How  long  could  France  afford  to  be  at 
war?  Itissaid  that  money  can  always  be 
raised  for  war.  We  raised  a  great  deal 
for  our  War  Debt  at  54  per  cent,  and 
much  has  been  done  by  the  admirablB- 
administration  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  redeem  it ;  but  I  see  no 
apprehension  of  danger  from  France, 
jje  we  going  to  spend  money  to  meet 
imaginary  dangers,  while  every  £  1 CT 
thus  taken  from  the  pockets  of  the- 
taxpayers  are  £10  taken  from  the  tradfr- 
and  proper^  of  the  country,  and 
would  become  reproductive?   These  tea 
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millions  will  be  absolutely  vastad  bo 
Ua  as  productive  indaatry  in  tbo  oountry 
is  oonoemed,  absolutelj  wasted  in  the 
building  of  ships,  and  wbich  would 
otherwise  go  into  tiie  arts  and  industries 
of  peace,  increasing  tbe  bappiness  and 
prosperity  of  the  oountry.  Yon  employ 
the  money  in  work  that  adds  nothing  to 
national  wealth  and  prosperity,  and 
Buoh  money  is  wasted  nnleea  absolutely 
required  for  }>nTpo8e«  of  safety.  I 
belieTe  there  is  not  a  man  in  this 
House,  on  whichever  side  ha  sits,  but 
long  sinoe  came  to  the  conolnsion  that  a 
good  deal  of  the  money  spent  Upon 
the  Navy  has  been  absolutely  wasted. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  E.  J. 
Beed)  says  the  17^  millions  of  money 
spent  on  the  Navy  since  1861  have  been 
wasted,  and  goes  on  to  say  that  no 
single  ship  can  be  trusted  tt  perform  in 
war  the  services  for  which  this  money 
has  been  spent.  If  anyone  goes  down 
to  Chatham  be  will  see  ships  lyingthere  , 
side  by  side,  and  rotting  day  by  day.  i 
["No!"!  Well,  rusting  then.  ["No!"] 
Well,  I  have  seen  ships  lying  there  on 
which  heaps  of  money  have  been  spent, 
and  which  have  never  gone  to  sea. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  ;  I  am  sure  the 
bon.  Oentleman  is  under  an  entire  mis- 
take. There  are  no  vessels  rusting  or 
rotting  at  Chatham  which  have  not  been 
to  sea. 

An  hon.  Msuber  :  Portsmouth,  then. 
LoKD  G.  HAMILTON  :  Or  Ports- 
mouth. There  are  some  old  wooden 
veesels  which  never  went  to  sea  because 
steel  and  iron  superseded  them ;  but 
that  was  30  years  ago, 
*SiB  J.  PEASE:  I  am  speaking, 
Sir,  of  what  I  have  seen  myself  but 
a  few  years  ago.  Well,  it  seems  to  me 
that  we  ought  to  be  very  much  more 
confident  than  we  are  of  the  general 
strength  of  our  position.  We  have  a 
very  loyal  people;  there  is  only  one 
part  of  the  Empire  which  gives  us  con- 
cern, and  I  befieve,  if  we  were  able  to 
govern  that  country  a  little  more  in 
accordance  with  the  views  of  its  inbabi- 
tants,  we  might  strengthen  our  forces 
by  withdrawing  from  it  all  the  soldiers 
and  policemen  who  are  there  in  time 
of  public  danger.  We  have  enor- 
mous power  in  our  Dockyards,  and 
an  enormous  Merchant  Fleet  which,  in 
time  of  war,  could  be  used  for  bring- 
ing in  provisions  or  for  any  other  pur- 
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pose.  I  believe  there  is  on  both  udea 
of  the  House  a  great  and  firm  desire  to 
keep  the  peace  in  Enrope.  No  doubt 
we  nave  had  several  of  our  newspapers 
raising  a  cry  of  alarm  recently  about 
our  want  of  strength,  but  those  things 
have  been  disposed  of  in  speeches  made 
by  right  bon.  Gentlemen  in  this  House 
time  after  time,  I  want  to  know  &om 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  J.  Fergusson) 
what  has  been  done  in  the  Foreign 
OflSce?  Has  the  Foreign  Secretary 
asked  the  Gbvernments  with  whom  we 
are  on  friendly  terms  to  agree  on  some 
plan  whereby  the  present  insane  rivalry 
may  be  averted  ?  Sir  Eobert  Peel,  who 
was  a  man  whose  opinions  were  re- 
spected on  all  sides  of  the  House,  said 
a  great  many  years  ago  that  it  is  of  no 
advantage  for  one  Power  greatly  to  in- 
crease its  Army  and  Navy,  aa  other 
Powers  will  follow  the  example,  and  the 
consequence  must  be  that  no  increase  of 
relative  will  accrue  to  any  one  Power,  but 
there  must  be  universal  consumption  of 
the  resourues  in  every  country  in  military 
preparations.  He  said  also  it  was  the 
true  interest  of  Europe  ti>  come  to  some 
accord,  so  as  to  enable  every  oountry  to 
reduce  its  military  armaments,  which 
belong  to  a  state  of  war  rather  than  to  a 
state  of  peace.  Now,  Sir,  I  ask,  has 
not  the  time  come  when  our  Foreign 
Office  may  take  this  question  and  bring 
it  before  the  Powers  of  Euroj^e  ?  We 
have  all  of  us  seen,  in  private  life,  when 
neighbours  are  disputing  on  various 
matters,  and  when  both  seem  very 
anxious  to  go  to  law,  and  both  are  con- 
sulting their  solicitors  and  taking  coun- 
sel's opinion,  if  some  neighbour  stepped 
in  and  suggested  a  better  way  of 
settling  their  difficulties  than  Bghting 
them  out,  both  are  perfectly  willing  to 
avoid  that  which  they  saw  would  only 
cost  them  terrible  annoyance  and  ex- 
pense. As  with  men,  so,  I  believe, 
'.th  uations.  If  we  attempted  such  a 
course  as  I  have  described,  we  should 
find  that  there  was  a  readiness  on  the 
part  of  the  European  Governments  and 
countries  who,  like  ourselves,  hesitate 
about  the  constant  expenditure  upon 
armaments  in  times  of  profound  peace, 
to  adopt  some  plan  whereby  tbe  expen- 
diture might  be  avoided.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  Leigh  Division  of 
Lancashire  the  other  night  spoke  of  a 
clause  which  is  in  the  Treaty  of  Pari*- 
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Telative  to  arbitration.  Suxel^  that  olaasa 
has  already  beea  in  um  amongst  the  na- 
tioDB  of  Europe,  and  will  be  in  use  again 
in  case  of  any  emergency.  I  may  di£Fer 
from  many  hon.  Members  in  the  lightin 
which  I  view  war,  but  I  feel  enre  that 
we  have  aome  common  Round  on  ffhioh 
we  stand.  Everyone,  I  believe,  and  es- 
pecially those  who  have  seen  the  most  of 
war,  will  readily  admit  that  it  is  a 
.gigantic  evil,  that  it  ought  to  be  avoided 
if  possible,  that  everything  that  war 
produoee  is  opposed  to  every  lesson  of 
the  ;noral  law ,  and  to  the  spirit  and  letter 
of  the  religion  we  profess.  This  being 
so,  surely  this  House  ought  to  hesitate 
in  an  expenditure,  the  tendency  of  which 
must  be  for  war,  and  whiah  might,  at 
least,  be  postponed  until  we  are  assured 
by  the  Government  that  ovory  means 
have  been  tried  of  bringing  about  a 
better  state  of  things.  I  ask  the  House 
to  hesitate.  Whilst  we  push  forward 
we  can  never  produce  the  result  which 
we  desire.  Precept  as  to  pulling  up 
this  mad  race  of  armaments  will  never 
bear  fruit  until  it  is  accompanied  by 
example.  I  am  sorry  ever  to  put  the 
House  to  the  trouble  of  a  Division,  but 
I  feel  on  this  occasion  I  should  only  dis- 
charge my  duty  in  endeavouring  to 
negative  the  Motion. 
*Mk.  PI0KER8QILL  (Bethnol  Green, 
6.W.)  :  I  am  in  favour  of  an  effloient 
and  sufficient  Navy.  The  reason  why  I 
oppose  the  proposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  simply  that  they  have  not  ad- 
vanced any  reasons  whatever  for  tb« 
expenditure  they  ask  us  to  embark  upon, 
I  am  the  more  confident  in  making  this 
statement  now,  because  only  an  hour 
ago  my  Leader,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  said  precisely  the  same  thing 
in  diflerent  words,  adding  that  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  had  not  expressed  a 
collective  opinion  upon  it.  I  confess 
I  heard  that  statement  with  some 
surprise  after  the  events  of  Monday 
night.  When,  as  Teller  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Haggerston  (Mr. 
Gremer),  I  saw  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (u'ter  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
bun.  Gentleman  after  hon.  Gentleman 
who  occupy  seats  oa  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench  pass  me  on  their  way  out 
from  the  Government  Lobby,  I  confess  I 
drew  the  inference,  and  £  think  the 
country  drew  the  inference,  that  our 
Front  Oppoaition  Bench  had  formed  a 
Sir  J.  Ptate. 


collective  opiitioQ  on  this  question  of 
expenditure,  and  that  by  casting  their 
votes  for  the  Government  on  that  oooa- 
sion  they  had  in  the  most  effective  way 
expressed  that  opinion.  It  appears  now 
that  in  the  course  they  took  on  Monday 
night  our  leaders  were  not  acting  in 
pursuance  of  a  common  plan  arranged 
by  those  who  ordinarily  act  together, 
but  were  merely  expressing  their  own 
personal  opinion,  and  I  am  sure  they 
will  be  indebted  to  us  for  the  opportu- 
nity we  shall  presently  affora  them 
of  reconsidering  their  position.  I 
revert  now  to  a  question  I  raised  on 
Monday  night,  bnt  which  owing  to  the 
rather  unfair  treatment  I  received  from 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangiray  oppomte, 
did  not  receive  the  attention  to  whioh  I 
think  it  was  entitled.  It  is  obvioiu 
that  the  strength  of  your  Navy  depends 
entirely  upon  the  duties  it  will  be  called 
upon-to  perform,  and  upon  the  conditionB 
under  which  in  the  event  of  war  that 
war  will  be  carried  on.  On  Monday  I 
called  attention  to  a  paragraph  in  the 
report  of  the  Admirals  respecting  the 
Naval  Manoeuvres,  a  paragraph  in  whioh 
they  distinctly  suggested  that  in  case  of 
a  maritime  war  we  should  repudiate  the 
Declaration  of  Paris.  I  regard  that  aa 
a  disoreditable  and  also  as  an  impolitic 
statement.  I  pass  by  for  the  moment 
the  great  breach  of  public  faith  whioh 
is  involved,  and  I  fasten  upon  the  im- 
policy of  that  proposal.  I  believe  the 
Declaration  of  Paris  to  be  founded,  not 
less  on  reason  and  humanity,  than  upon 
the  best  interests  of  this  country.  The 
House  is  no  doubt  aware  that  one  of  the 
greatest  nations  on  the  globe,  the  United 
States  of  America,  declined  to  accede  to 
the  Declaration  of  Paris,  but  why,  be- 
cause it  abolishes  the  right  of  privateer- 
ing, and  it  is  obvious  that  to  a  country 
which  has  not  a  lar^e  established  Navy 
that  right  is  one  which  ought  not  to  be 
hastily  or  rashly  abandoned,  but  the 
United  States  has  said  over  and  over 
again  that  it  is  quite  willing  to  abandon 
that  right,  on  condition  that  private 
property  is  exempted  from  capture 
in  war.  I  think  this  is  an  excellent 
occasion  to  impress  on  the  Government 
the  great  duty  of  doing  what  they  can, 
not  to  threaten  to  repudiate  the  Deola- 
ration  of  Paris,  but  to  extend  its  opera- 
tions, and  I  ask  them  in  conclusion  to 
approach  other  powers  with  a  view  to 
the  revision  of  the  Declaration  of  Paris, 
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proper^  from  capture  by  belligerenta. 

Mb.  HANDEL  OOSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.):  During  the  ahort  time  I  hare 
had  experience  of  thia  House  I  have 
oome  to  the  oonclosioQ  that  there 
are  tvo  claBses  of  men  whoae  opi- 
nione  in  matters  of  expenditure  we 
should  not  take  too  much  account 
of — namelj,  those  who  occupy  official 
and  ex-offlcial  poeitious,  and  the  ad- 
mirals and  colonels  who  have  a  very 
large  interest  in  the  plunder  derived 
from  the  expenditure.  Official  lile 
eeema  to  change  the  best  of  men ;  and, 
believing,  as  I  do,  that  we  have  on  the 
front  Opposition  Bench  some  of  the  beot 
men  in  the  country,  I  can  only  account 
for  their  deterioration  by  the  fact  of 
their  having  held  office.  I  not  only 
protest  against  thia  expenditure  itself, 
but  I  protest  against  our  being  asked 
to  vote  it  without  any  attempt  on  the 

rart  of  the  Qovernment  to  justify  it. 
t  would  be  an  entire  abdication  of  our 
functions  as  Members  of  Parliament  if 
we  were  to  lavishly  vote  the  money  of 
the  people  blindly  and  without  any 
justification  being  shown  by  the  Go- 
vernment. It  used  to  be  the  proud 
boast  of  thia  House  that  it  was  the  only 
assembly  in  the  country  that  had  con- 
trol of  the  public  purse;  but  I  feel 
that  if  this  proposition  be  passed  in  the 
shape  in  which  it  is  proposed,  the  House 
wilt  have  abdicated  to  a  very  large  ex- 
tent the  functions  nn  which  it  has 
hitherto  insisted.  If  the  uords  which 
have  been  put  into  the  mouth  of  Ser 
<}raciouB  Majesty  in  the  past  have,  any 
meaning,  there  can  be  no  justification 
for  this  expenditure.  I  also  strongly 
oliject  to  thia  proposal  becauss  I  have  no 
faith  in  the  men  who  are  to  spend  the 
money.  Every  investigation  we  have 
into  matters  relating  to  the  Admiralty 
seems  to  me  to  prove  that  those  who 
administer  the  Admiralty  are  the  most 
incompetent  and  the  most  wasteful  por- 
tion of  the  community.  My  constituents 
have  sent  me  here  to  protect  the 
national  purse,  and  it  seems  to  me  that 
to  trust  a  body  of  this  character  with 
this  large  sum  would  be  against  every 
ijOBsible  fact  which  has  been  brought 
before  us.  I  do  nut  often  agree  with 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Fad- 
dington  (Lord  Rao dolph  Churchill)  but 
I  do  agree  with  him  in  his  statement 
that  the  Admiralty  are  the  most  incom- 


petent and  extravagant  body  with 
which  the  country  has  had  to  deal.  My 
experience  of  the  past  is  that  the  more 
money  we  spend  the  more  we  have  to 
spend,  because  before  any  long  period 
baa  elapsed  Ministers  come  down  to  the 
House,  tell  us  that  the  money  has  been 
spent  wrongly,  and  that  we  must  pro- 
vide more.  I  venture  to  say  that  five 
years  after  this  money  has  been  granted 
we  shall  have  Gentlemen  getting  up  from 
both  Front  Benches  and  declaring  that 
the  money  has  been  absolutely  wasted, 
and  that  we  must  vote  £20,000,000 
more.  Then,  I  ash,  if  this  expenditure 
is  necessary  now,  why  was  it  not  neces- 
sary a  few  years  ago  ?  There  is  no 
change  in  the  circumstances,  so  far  as 
I  can  understand.  We  were  told  two 
years  ago  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  0. 
Hamilton)  that  not  only  was  the  expense 
in  the  Navy  sufficient,  but  that  there 
would  be  a  reduction.  We  shall  now 
have  to  pay  at  least  25  per  cent  more 
for  this  money  then  if  we  had  obtained 
it  two  years  ago,  and  I  contend,  there- 
fore, that  the  Government  have  been 
very  lax  in  not  putting  the  proposition 
before  us  on  a  previous  occasion.  Again, 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  fashion  of  ships 
is  always  changing,  and  I  think  we 
ought  to  hesitate  before  spending 
£21.000,000  on  ships  which  many  of 
the  experts  declare  to  be  of  bad  design. ' 
The  fashions  of  ships  change  like  the 
fashions  of  clothes,  and  a  man  ii  not 
more  justified  in  spending  a  laree  sum 
in  ships  which  may  be  wanted  years 
hence  than  he  is  in  buying  a  large  stock 
of  clothes  which  will  not  be  wanted  until 
the  fashions  have  probably  changed. 
So  far  as  I  can  make  out,  the  proposal  is 
that  we  should  speed  about  £2,000,000 
a  year  more  on  the  Navy  than  we  have 
spent  in  the  past.  I  confess  I  can  see 
no  justification  for  such  an  estraordinary 
proposal.  There  is  a  great  deal  of  mys- 
tery about  the  whole  thing,  and  I  say, 
if  the  proposed  increase  in  our  Navy  is 
necessary,  let  us  pay  as  we  go.  The 
fact  is,  that  whenever  the  Tories  are  in 
office  it  means  more  expenditure  and 
more  taxation. 

An  bon.  Mbubkr  :  Does  it  ? 

Ma.  H.  OOSSSAM:  Yes,  it  does; 
and  the  whole  history  of  the  country 
shows  it.  the  general  result  being  that 
when  they  have  spent  the  money  they 
leave  it  as  a  legacy  for  posterity  to  pay. 
One  of  the  greatest  burdens  we  labour 
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under  to-da;  waa  put  upon  ub  by  a  paat 
T017  Goreniment  —  a  burden  almost 
snffioient  to  crush  the  life-blood  out  of 
the  people.  Depend  upon  it,  the  day 
is  coming  vhen  the  expenditure  of  thia 
country  and  the  burdens  ve  put  upon 
the  people  will  become  more  tnan  they 
will  submit  to.  That  expenditure  is 
growing  enormously,  and,  if  this  sort 
of  thing  continues,  the  question  must 
force  itself  to  the  front — "  Who  is  to  pay 
it?"  Will  not  the  enfranchised  de- 
mocracy demand  that  commerce  and 
industry  alone  shall  not  be  called  on  to 
pay  the  cost,  but  that  real  property  shall 
Be  made  to  bear  a  much  larger  share  of 
the  country's  expenditure  than  it  has 
had  to  bear  in  the  past  ? 

Anhon.HzMBEH:  Question,  question! 

Ma.  H.  OOSSHAMl  That  is  the 
question.  I  say  the  question  will  be 
whether  this  increased  expenditure  will 
not  compel  real  property  to  bear  its  fair 
share  of  the  burden.  The  question 
before  us  at  this  moment  is  whether  we 
shall  spend  an  additional  twenty-one 
millions  on  our  Navy,  and  I  say  that 
this  will  force  to  the  front  the  question 
of  who  will  have  to  pay — who  shall  be 
called  on  to  bear  the  burden?  The 
country  will  not  consent  to  bear  it  as  it 
has  hitherto  done,  and  a  much  larger 
share  will,  as  I  have  said,  be  put  on  real 
property.  If,  instead  of  lending  itself  to 
the  principle  which  leads  to  the  creation 
of  the  most  ships  and  the  largest  army, 
the  country  will  only  adopt  the  principle 
of  trying  to  get  other  nations  to  settle 
their  differences  by  arbitration,  the 
glory  will  be  ours  and  the  greatest 
benefits  will  accrue  to  the  human  race. 
In  oonclueion  I  have  only  to  say  that  I 
■hall  vote  aEainet  the  expenditure  now 
proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  I  think  they  would  have  been  well 
advised  if,  instead  of  asking  for  a  further 
extension  ofour  Navy,  they  had  endea- 
voured to  prune  down  our  Dockyard 
expenditure,  and  thus  to  save  from  the 
extravagant  outlay  on  that  Department 
the  money  that  may  be  required  for  any 
reasonable  addition  to  our  Fleet. 

Mr.  EVANS  (Southampton) :  I  desire 
to  put  before  the  House  a  question  which 
must  deeply  affect  the  expenditure  upon 
our  Navy,  and  which  has  not  yet  been 
alluded  to  by  those  who  have  taken  part 
in  the  debate.  In  doing  this  I  shall  have 
to  quote  the  remarks  that  have  been 
maoe  on  prior  occasions  by  one  or  two 
ifr.  B.  Coetham 


of  the  Members  of  this  House.  In  th» 
Timit  of  the  9th  of  March  there  is  a 
letter  from  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Faddington  (Lord  B.  Ohurchill]  in 
which  the  noble  Lord  said — 

"  For  the  purposn  of  effectoallj  strengthen- 
ing  the  Navy  there  is  again  univenal  •gieement 

to  thedi 

to  be  expected  to  p 

with  one  or  other  of  the  Bnropeao  Fowen." 

That  is  as  to  the  duties  the  Navy  may 
be  expected  to  perform  in  time  of  war. 
Then,  again,  in  the  7\mu  of  the  same 
date,  there  is  a  letter  from  the  coble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Marylebone  (Lord 
0.  Beresford),  who  says — 

"I  then  made  it  perfectly  clsar  that  the  7i 
ship*  I  a«ked  f 01  were  necauarf  for  dsfenoe  of 
our  commerce  and  to  iniiire  the  delivery  of 
OUT  food  supply  and  rtiw  materiai  in  caie  of  a 
war  with  llrance  alooe,  if  we  are  to  adopt  the 
only  right  piiociple — viz.,  '  to  wat<:b,  and,  if 
ponible,      destroy      every      warship    of    an 

And,  beyond  this,  there  is  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  who  is  reported  in 
Mansard  as  having  said — 

"  We  are  the  canieni  of  the  sea-boma  pro- 
dncts  of  the  world,  and  it  is  utterly  impouible 
to  luppoee  that  we  ahaald  be  able  to  protect 
our  main  trade  routes." 
To  what  do  these  remake  all  point, 
unless  it  is  that  the  Admiralty  are  not 
able  to  define  the  duties  the  Navy  will 
be  expected  to  perform,  but  that  they 
are  setting  aside  a  certain  amount  of 
naval  power  for  the  protection  of  the 
maritime  commerce  of  the  country.  I 
propose  to  show  that  all  the  expenditure 
which  is  mode  in  that  direction  is  use- 
less, and  can  be  of  no  avail  in  any 
circumstances  whatever.  I  am  second 
to  no  man  in  my  desire  to  have  a 
thoroughly  effective  Navy,  but  I  cannot 
go  with  the  hon.  Baronet  who  has  cited 
Uobden  with  a  view  of  showing  that 
peace  can  be  maintained  without  such 
aids ;  and,  as  he  has  called  in  Cobdeu 
as  a  witness,  I  will  call  him  in  too, 
and  remind  the  House  that  be  once 
said — "If  you  want  to  have  peace  in 
England  you  must  have  the  supremacy 
of  the  sea."  I  am  unfortunately  familiar 
with  the  terrible  devastations  of  war.  I 
know  what  war  means  and  what  it  would 
mean  to  this  country,  and  I  may  add 
that  the  county  I  live  in  would  be  ona 
of  the  first  to  Bulfer  in  case  of  a  European 
condagration.  It  will,  therefore,  be 
understood  that  if  I  say  anything  against 
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the  Vote,  I  am  quite  alivs  to  the  great 
risk  incurred  if  an;  mistake  is  made. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  has 
said  we  are  the  carriers  of  about  sevea- 
elevenths  of  the  produce  of  the  world, 
andtheFirat  Lord  is  about  right.  What 
would  be  the  effect  of  war  npoa  this 
maritime  commerce  7  There  are  two 
occBsions  which  ma;  be  taken  to  form 
our  judgment  on  this  point  —  the 
Amencao  War,  and  the  scare  about 
Bneeia  three  years  ago.  When  war  in- 
teirenes,  it  does  so  by  creating  a  war 
premium,  wbioh  has  to  be  paid  on  what 
IS  carried.  You  have  the  capital  invested 
is  the  ships  and  the  capital  invested  in 
the  cargo,  and  every  charge  that  has  to 
be  made  in  order  to  keep  a  ship  going 
must  be  sustained  by  the  cargo.  When, 
therefore,  war  takes  place,  the  cargoes 
have  to  pay  a  war  premium.  Well, 
what  does  tbat  premium  amount  to? 
Before  the  American  Civil  War  of  1 860 
the  Alersey  was  full  of  American 
clippers.  The  Americans  were  our  great 
competitors  in  the  North  Atlantic  carry- 
ing trade ;  in  fact,  they  had  rather  the 
better  of  it.  The  Arst  premium  that  was 
paid  as  a  war  premium  was  only  5s. ; 
but  when  the  Alabama  and  Shenandoah 
oame  out  the  premium  advanced  until  it 
reanhed  as  high  as  £40.  It  does  not 
require  any  great  amountof  intelligence 
to  know  tbat  such  a  premium  as  tbat 
absolutely  killed  the  Mercantile  Sfariua 
of  America.  Of  couroe  it  might  have 
been  possible  to  have  resuscitated  it ; 
but  the  reaaou  wby  it  was  not  was  this : 
the  enormous  cost  of  the  civil  war  made 
it  necessary  to  raise  an  enormous  amount 
of  taxation.  The  Americanstaxed  every- 
thing, including  steam  engines  and  iron  ; 
sod  the  result  was  that  as  we  were  at 
that  time  passing  very  rapidly  into  the 
steam  system  of  carrying,  no  American 
could  build  a  steamer  at  anything  like 
the  price  that  we  could,  so  that  it  be- 
came impossible  for  America  to  compete 
with  us  in  the  carrying  trade  of  the 
world.  Then  the  navigation  laws  of 
America  prevented  the  Americans  &om 
buying  snips  in  foreign,  countries  and 
sailing  them  under  the  American  flag, 
and  the  result  was  that  we  were  left  aa 
carriers  of  the  main  commerce  of  the 
world.  Having  alluded  to  the  effect  of 
the  increased  premium  of  insurance,  I 
now  come  to  tbe  scare  ss  to  a  war  with 
Bussia.     Although  that  was  only  the 


faintest  suspicion  of  a  scare,  it  resulted 
in  a  premium  of  15e.  per  oent.  on  our 
main  trade  routes.  Now  let  us  take  the 
case  of  a  great  war.  So  great  is  our 
superiority  in  regard  to  our  Mercantile 
Marine,  not  only  in  speed  and  efficiency, 
but  also  in  numbers,  that  I  should  think 
between  SO  and  90  per  cent  of  the  fast 
steaming  vessels  of  the  world  belong  to 
this  country.  In  the  case  of  a  small 
war  tbe  Mercantile  Marine  of  England 
would  be  tbe  masters ;  but  the  effect  of 
great  war — and  itie  in  contemplation  of 
tbe  possibility  of  a  great  war  that  this 
expenditure  ia  to  be  incurred — would  be 
to  deatroy  the  whole  of  the  Mercantile 
Marine  of  this  country.  When  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  tells  me  it  is 
utterly  impossible  to  suppose  that  the 
whole  commerce  of  the  world  is  coming 
to  an  end  through  the  action  of  20  or  30 
cruisers,  I  will  tell  tbe  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  he  does  not  know  what  he  is 
speaking  about.  When  the  merchants 
of  England  find  it  impossible  to  bring 
their  goods  under  tbe  flag  of  England 
owing  to  the  extra  war  premiums,  the 
cruisers  the  Admiralty  are  guin^  to  huild 
will  wander  along  the  main  trade  routes, 
the  sole  carriers  of  the  English  flag.  It 
ia  said  the  Britiah  people  possess  such 
pluck  they  will  face  that  state  of  things ; 
but  it  is  not  a  question  of  pluck  ;  it  is  a 

Juestion  of  pounds,  shillingB,  and  pence. 
t  is  a  great  pity  that,  with  regard  to 
oar  one  line  of  defence  on  which  we 
ought  to  be  unanimons,  we  have  no  oon- 
fldence  in  the  administration  of  the  Ad- 
miralty. There  is  no  sacrifice  which 
any  man  who  has  once  seen  a  war  would 
not  make  to  stop  the  invader  &om  put- 
ting hia  foot  on  our  ahorea.  What  is 
the  policy  of  the  Admiralty  ?  They  are 
going  to  build  70  ships  all  at  once.  If 
a  managerof  any  of  our  great  companies 
vere  to  say,  as  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  hae  said,  he  proposes  to  lay 
down  at  once  a  fleet  of  70  vessels,  he 
would  not  long  remain  in  the  position 
of  manager.  The  policy  of  the  great 
oompanies  is  to  put  down  jnst  as  few 
vessels  as  is  necessary,  and  then  watch 
for  improvementfl.  No  more  suicidal 
policy  can  be  devised  than  to  lay  down 
70  vessels  on  a  fixed  plan,  which  the 
improvements  of  the  next  few  years 
might  render  obsolete.  I  am  sorry  I 
have  snch  a  lack  of  confidence  in  the 
administration  of  the  Admiralty  that  I 
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feel  constrained    to    vote    Bgainat  the 
Besolution. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  :  I  desire  to  thank 
m^  hoa.  Friend  who  baa  just  spoken 
for  the  contribution  be  has  made  to  this 
debate,  and  I  maj  add  that  a  great 
many  of  those  who  eit  on  this  side  of 
the  Honse  were  glad  to  hear  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  sa;  that,  in  his  opinion, 
the  large  aum  asked  for  b;  the  Cktvern- 
ment  is  not  necessary.  This  is  enoour- 
aging,  and  we  are  further  encouraged 
hy  the  Division  we  have  taken  on  the 
constitutional  question.  Hon.  Osntle- 
men  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
,  prBBsnt  themselves  in  two  different 
aspects  on  this  question.  They  are  like 
the  Attorney  General,  who  appears  in 
two  characters.  They  say  one  thing  in 
one  character  and  anoQier  thing  in 
another.  When  they  are  addressing 
the  people  on  public  platforms  outside  this 
House  they  represent  one  state  of  things, 
and  when  they  come  here  they  represent 
another.  I  was  lately  looking  at  what 
was  once  written  by  the  great  statesman 
we  have  just  lost — Mr.  John  Bright. 
He  was  writing  about  the  Liberal 
Government  of  the  day,  and  he  said  — 
"  The  QoTemmant  bu  fallen  proatrate  befora 
men  whose  whole  idea  Baema  to  be  to  udd  inde- 
floitely  to  Army  and  Navy  eipenditute — every 
million  added  increaseB  tha  power  to  demand 
more,  and  leasenB  the  power  of  the  people  to 
reaist.  I  fear  we  are,  aa  indeed  all  Europe 
leema  to  be,  boatening  to  some  great  cataa- 
trophe  from  which,  in  our  hlindnesa,  there  is  no 
eaoape ;  and  we  are  helplesa  to  remat  or  com- 
plain, hecauae  the  Miniiteia  who  consent  to  the 
growing  madneia  areourfrienda.  If  our  oppo- 
nents were  in  office,  tha  Liberal  Party  woija  be 
aahed  to  avert  or  to  l«aaen  the  evil ;  as  it  ia,  we 
are  blindly  led,  and  we  blindly  follow." 

Now,  our  opponents  are  in  office,  and  I 
hope — I  would  like  to  believe — that 
they  will  take  a  different  course  in 
future.  The  late  Prims  Minister  said 
to-night  that  this  expenditure  was  not 
called  for ;  yet  I  see  Uiese  hon.  Gentle- 
men have  been  voting  for  it.  I  think  it 
wasaVote  of  Confidence  in  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  because  the  noble  Lord 
when  he  brought  in  his  scheme  said 
distinctly,  and  very  properly,  that  it  was 
introdnoed  on  the  responsibili^  of  the 
Government,  and  the  Government  alone. 
And  he  explained  their  policy — namely, 
an  expenditure  on  the  Navy  and  naval 
armaments  of  £21,500,000.  Now,  I 
object  altogether  to  that  policy.  It 
you  are  to  consider  what  forces  there 
Jfr.  m  Couhmn 
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are  in  the  world  available  to  attack 
you,  then  there  is  no  limit  to  the 
expenditure  which  you  will  be  required 
to  incur  against  every  possible  contin- 
gency which  may  occur.  That  seems  to 
me  a  senseless  policy  —  it  takes  into 
consideration  nothing  of  the  circum- 
stances of  the  time.  It  makes  no 
estimate  of  possibilities ;  it  ignores  the 
negotiations  which  you  may  make  to 
avoid  quarrels ;  it  shows  you  have  no 
trust  whatever  in  those  Ambassadors 
whom  you  maintain  at  very  great  ex- 
pense throughout  the  whole  world  ;  it 
is  certainly  a  Vote  of  Want  of  Gon- 
&dence  in  the  whole  diplomatic  body. 
I  said  I  would  not  keep  you  to-night 
long.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  G. 
Hamilton)  said  the  other  night,  "  I 
have  heard  it  all  before,"  and  I  t«1d 
him  that  he  would  hear  it  again,  and  he 
will  hear  it  again  both  in  this  House 
and  in  the  country,  until  either  he  or 
some  of  hie  colleagues  give  us  some  sort 
of  reason  for  this  most  extraordinary 
proposition  now  before  the  country. 
Mr.  O'Connell  used  to  say  that  he  went 
on  repe^iag  the  same  sort  of  thing 
over  and  over  again  until  the  echo  of  his 
words  came  back  from  the  lips  of  his  op- 
ponents. I  have  heard  a  great  many 
echoes  in  my  lifetime,  and  perhaps  I 
may  hear  one  &om  the  noble  Lord  be- 
fore he  has  done.  .  I  ask  him  again,, 
because  he  has  given  no  sort  of 
answer,  against  whom  are  you  arm- 
ing? The  noble  Lord  sits  dumb, 
mute,  inglorious  upon  that  Bench. 
If  you  do  not  tell  the  country  against 
whom  you  are  making  these  prepara- 
tiona,  no  one  will  believe  you  wnen  yoa 
say  it  is  for  the  defence  of  the  country. 
They  will  believe  it  is  for  something 
else.  I  believe  yoa  have  got  the  idea 
into  your  heads  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  and  some  on  this  side,  that  it  is 
a  very  popular  thing  to  go  up  and 
down  the  oountnr  crying,  "Wo  are  all 
for  a  strong  Navy;"  but  I  say  you 
cannot  separate  the  Army  from  the 
Navy,  for  both  ate  ports  of  the  prepara- 
tions for  war.  If  you  have  a  strong 
Navy,  you  release  your  soldiers  to  go 
about  committing  raids,  annexations, 
and  robberies  in  every  quarter  of  the 
globe.  I  consider  that  preparation 
IS  the  first  step  to  war.  But  now  I  am 
very  glad  to  be  able  to  quote  what  war 
is.    I  read  in  an  article  written  by  the 
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noble  Lord  (Lord  OharleB  Bereeford)  a 
few  words  of  Lord  Brongham.  in 
wlucli  the  noble  Lord  said  ho  ontirely 
coincided — 

"  I  do  aboiiiitutte  wu  m  UD-Cbristiao.  i 
believe  it  to  be  the  gresteot  of  human  orim«a. 
I  believe  it  to  include  &11  'otben — violeoce, 
blocxl,  rapine,  fraud." 

r  only  General,  Lord 


that  truth  always  wios  in  the  long  ran.  Theae 
pretty  little  Bentences  do  well  for  the  child's 
copybook ;  bat  the  man  who  acta  upon  them  in 
war  had  better  sheathe  hie  ewoid  for  ever." 

Do  70U  think  that  yon  need  prepare  for 
war  after  jon  hare  beard  that  from 
your  only  General  ?  Who  baa  got  up 
this  scare  ?  That  is  one  thing  which 
puzzlee  me  very  much  ;  ever  since  this 
measure  was  introdnood  I  have  been 
pazuled  over  that.  I  have  lived  throagh 
a  great  many  scares  that  have  had  some 
shade  of  foundation  or  other  —  either 
French  Generals  swaggering  across  the 
water,  or  Bussians  taking  poesession  of 
rocks  and  sand  somewhere,  and  which 
nobody  wanted,  or  the  great  armies  of 
the  OoQtinent  becoming  dangerons. 
Because  these  great  armies  are  fighting 
one  another,  then  that  is  the  very  time 
they  will  fall  upon  us,  A  more  extra- 
ordinary idea  I  never  heard  of.  I  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  whole 
thing  baa  been  got  up  by  the  London 
newspapers.  Everybody  knows  that 
the  London  newspapers  are  always 
wrong.  I  remember  reading  the  inci- 
dent of  Diogenes  who,  when  his  town 
was  preparing  for  war,  rolled  his  tub  up 
and  down  the  streets,  and,  when  asked 
the  reason,  he  said,  "Why,  everybody 
is  busy;  I  ought  to  do  something." 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
is  the  modem  DJogeneSj  clamouring, 
shrieking,  and  hallooing  up  and  down 
the  conntry,  making  a  great  stir,  and 
making  speeches  "  full  of  sound  and 
fury,  signifying  nothing."  It  is  the 
greatest  puzzle  to  me  how  this  case  has 
been  got  up.  Perhaps  someone  on  the 
other  side  will  enlighten  me.  At  any 
rate,  we  are  out-voted  to-night.  I  hope, 
however,  the  front  Opposition  Bench 
will  keep  in  the  good  way.  I  will  do 
my  best  to  keep  an  eye  upon  tbem,  for 
I  think  the  country  will  watch  which 


way  they  go  to-night,  especially  after 
the  spescb  of  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Uid  Lothian.  But 
whatever  they  do  or  say,  I  am  happy  to 
think  there  is  a  certain  number  of 
Badioals  left  in  this  House  who  on  every 
occasion,  by  their  voice  and  their  vote, 
will  oppose  this  most  mischievous 
scheme,  one  of  the  most  odious  which 
the  classes  have  devised  for  the  robbery 
of  the  masses. 

Mb-ILLINQWOETH  (Bradford,  W.): 
I  think  the  House  is  to  be  congratulated 
on  the  altered  tone  of  this  debate,  t  am 
snre  before  to-night  the  character  of  the 
diacussion  was  one  altogether  unworthy 
of  the  House  of  Oommons.  The  ques- 
tion was  as  to  the  expediency  of  spending 
£21,500,000  in  a  lump  sum  for  the  ex- 
tension of  the  Navy,  and  the  debate  fell 
into  a  wrangle  between  experts  as  to 
how  the  money  was  to  be  expended  if 
the  House  were  willing  to  grant  it.  It 
seemed  to  me  at  that  stage  that  the 
question  was  whether  the  money  should 
be  spent  at  all  or  not.  Now,  Sir,  it  i» 
a  very  singular  thing,  so  far  as  I  know, 
that  not  one  Uember  north  of  the  Trent, 
not  a  single  Member  from  the  districts 
of  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire,  who  are 
very  largely  interested  in  the  foreign 
commerce  of  this  country,  and  in  keep- 
ing uninterrupted  the  routes  of  our 
trade,  has  risen  in  his  place  to  say  one 
word  in  favour  of  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  for  tMs  increased  expendi> 
ture.  [An  hon.  Meicbsb:  Palmer.} 
The  hon.  Member  (Sir.  0,  M.  Palmer) 
oan  not  be  included  ;  his  case  is 
isolated ;  he  is  a  builder  of  war-shipe 
himself;  and  as  soon  as  he  has  oon- 
oluded  his  contract  for  Spain  he  will 
be  able  to  take  up  oontraota  for  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  Yon  have 
the  singnlar  phenomenon  in  this  debate 
that  the  men  who  are  interested  in  our 
commerce,  which  is  supposed  to  be  in 
danger,  have  not  taken  part  in  it.  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  cannot  be  denied  that  this 
is  a  very  serious  proposal,  though  it  is 
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trae  that  tbe  figure  of  £21,000,000  has 
been  put  in  an  exaf^gerated  form.  I 
am  entitled  to  speak,  as  a  Member  who 
has  unfortunately  bad  to  witbstand  pre- 
vioas  scares  in  whicb  money  baa  been 
■pent  in  a  lavish,  aenseleis  manner,  as 
we  are  about  to  do  in  the  present  case. 
Besides,  I  am  personally  interested  for 
the  supply  of  a  large  industry  with 
which  I  am  connected  in  the  safety 
of  our  Mercantile  Marine,  as  are 
other  repreaentatires  of  TSrions  dis- 
tricts in  tbe  North.  Therefore,  what 
is  advanced  by  those  connected  with 
the  North  of  England  may  be  con- 
sidered as  worthpr  of  some  atten- 
tion by  Her  HMesty's  Qovernment. 
There  are,  I  think,  three  grave  objec- 
tions to  this  proposal.  The  noble  Ix>rd 
(Lord  BandiAph  Churchill),  when  these 
^gnres  were  annonnced,  said  he  be- 
lieved they  would  create  the  greatest 
possible  alarm  abroad.  To  let  it  go 
forth  to  the  world  that  we  are  going 
to  Spend  £21,000,000  is  a  piece  of 
bluster ;  what  oonld  be  more  childish 
than  to  present  such  a  view  of 
anch  a  soheme  to  the  oiviliied 
world  ?  But  I  believe  the  time  is  most 
inopportune  for  such  a  declaration  on  our 
part.  There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that 
the  state  of  Europe  is  one  which  cannot 
fail  to  cause  anxiety  to  every  re&ecti 
mind.  I  believe,  with  our  departed 
Friend  Mr.  John  Bright,  that  a  catas- 
trophe is  before  us.  The  Minister  for 
War,  addressing,  his  constituents  not 
long  ago,  said  there  was  a  war  oloud 
banging  over  Europe,  and  that  it  might 
burst  at  any  moment.  I  think  there  is 
a  great  deal  to  be  swd  for  that 
view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  is  simply  impossible  for  tbe 
civilized  nations  of  Europe  to  keep 
up  their  expenditure  upon  armaments 
indefinitely.  The  time  must  be  fast 
approaching  when  it  will  be  found  that 
the  taxpayers  of  any  one  of  the  Conti- 
nental States  have  no  longer  patience  to 
bear  these  increasing  burdens.  The 
state  of  tension  is  such  that  ths  slightest 
accident  may  cause  a  conflagration  all 
over  Europe.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
suppose  that  is  the  very  reason  why  we 
are  proposing  to  increase  the  Navy.  I 
venture  to  differ  altogether  from  a  policy 
of  that  kind.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham  the  other  night  aaked  what 
Mr.  lUingteorth. 
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was  the  reason  for  this  increase  of  the 
Navy.  I  say  it  is  a  reflection  upon  the 
House  of  Commons  that  any  Govern- 
ment can  come  down  and  ask  for  an 
endorsement  of  their  policy,  involving, 
in  tbe  first  place,  an  enormous  increase 
of  expenditure,  and,  in  the  second  place, 
a  change  of  policy  towards  foreign 
nations.  If  the  money  is  to  be  put  into 
ships  which  in  a  few  years  will  be  obso- 
lete  and  worthless  and  not  battle -worthy, 
I  regard  that  as  the  greatest  possible 
calamiW.  ButthenobleandgallantLord 
(Lord  Charles  Beresford)  advocated  a 
Navy  strong  enough  for  any  two  nations 
combined  in  Europe;  and  be  says  if 
they  intended  to  go  to  war,  they  would 
turn  to  see  what  England  intended  to 
do.  Now,  that  is  the  very  danger  we 
incur  by  this  increase  in  the  Navy  ;  we 
encourage  this  warlike  spirit.  The  noble 
Lord,  referring  to  some  words  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  said  there 
was  an  increasing  expenditure  upon 
armaments  in  Europe.  There  bas 
bees  an  expenditure  going  on  for 
many  years,  but  the  noble  Lord  stated 
that  it  could  not  be  said  that  there  had 
been  an  abnormal  increase  in  the  expen- 
diture of  Continental  States  upou  their 
Navies.  There  has  been  no  sudden 
outburst  of  expenditure  on  tbe  part  of 
Bussia  or  France  which  would  involve 
to  this  country  any  danger.  Beterence 
has  been  made  to  the  speeches  of  my 
hon.  Friends  who  are  par  txctlltiu«  the 
representatives  of  the  working  classes  in 
this  House.  These  eight  or  ten  gentle- 
men, who  can  answer  for  the  sentiments 
of  working  men  in  this  House,  are  ap- 
parently not  disposed  to  vote  in  favour 
of  tbe  proposed  expenditure.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Gsohequer  observed  that 
the  representatives  of  working  men 
should,  at  all  events,  he  anxious  to  pro- 
tect the  freedom  of  our  imports  and  ex- 
ports. I  quite  agree  with  that ;  at  the 
same  time  we  are  not  convinced  that 
there  ia  any  new  or  serious  danger 
menacing  us,  and  which  should  lead  us 
into  increase  of  expenditure.  That 
really  is  the  policy  of  Her  Maj  esty'a  Go- 
vernment upon  which  this  proposal  ia 
based.  I  oomplain  that  on  questions  of 
this  kind  the  House  of  Commons  is  not 
taken  into  the  confidence  of  the  Govern- 
ment. We  are  entitled  to  critioise  their 
policy,  as  representatives  of  the  people; 
we  are  not  living  under  a  despotism ;  ve 


Digitized  oy  Google 


lesi  Nmml  ]Ami.4,  t8B9} 

are  not  called  upon  to  aooept  blindfold 
any  polioy  from  any  Osbinet  Minister, 
wb«tEer  of  a  Liberal  or  OoDSerrotiTe 
Goremment,  or,  like  tbe  present  Gorem- 
ment,  of  a  oompoeite  obaracter.  The 
noble  Lord  baa  told  ua  that  it  will  take  3 
or4  years,  possibly  5,  before  the  ships  oan 
really  be  ready  for  sea,  with  their  armonr. 
Does  anybody  believe  that  the  present 
state  of  things  in  Europe  will  oontinae 
five  years  withont  some  modification  ?  I 
believe  that  the  change  cannot  be  post- 
poned two  years.  There  have  been  extra- 
ordinary effiirts  mods  in  Franoe  to  have 
apeaoeable  year  in  18B9,  so  that  the 
great  Paris  Exhibition  might  not  be 
spoiled ;  but  I  think,  Hr.  Speaker,  that 
Her  Hajeaty's  Government  and  the 
Hoo^e  oirOommons  may  safely  conclude 
that  the  struggle  cannot  be  postponed 
for  four  or  five  years,  unless  there  be 
a  change  of  policy  on  the  Oontineut  of 
Europe.  I  think  we  have  a  right  to  nak 
what  our  Foreign  Ofioe  has  been  doing 
for  years.  Wbat  is  the  use  of  this 
secret  diplomatyof  ours  which  we  main- 
tain at  suoh  enormona  annual  expense  1 
I  know  Her  Majesty's  Government  may 
reply  that  "we  are  comparatively  power- 
less '  to  bring  about  the  conditions  of 
anything  approaching  peace.  We  do  not 
expect  Uiat.  It  was  no  reflection  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  when  war 
broke  out  in  1870  between  Franoe  and 
Germany,  that  we  were  unable  to  bring 
about  an  undertanding  between  those 
two  oountriea;  and  it  may  be  that  we 
ore  now  unable  to  word  off  the  approach- 
ing catastrophe.  But  that  does  not 
lessen  our  responsibility  to  do  all  that 
lies  in  our  power  to  make  an  attempt  in 
that  direction.  If  our  Foreign  Office  is 
worth  anything,  it  ought  to  show  that 
on  attempt  has  been  made  in  this 
direction.  Beferenoe  has  been  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Dur- 
ham to  Sir  Bobert  Peel's  opinion  that 
an  appeal  should  be  mule  to  the 
Continent  of  Europe.  It  would  be  one 
of  the  noblest  tasks  the  Government 
oould  undertake  to  try  to  asanoge  this 
war  feeling  in  Europe  and  bring'  about 
a  better  state  of  things.  But  it  we 
compromise  ourselves  by  increasing  our 
Navy  and  our  Army,  we  simply  allow 
ourselves  to  be  drawn  into  the  stream  of 
extravagance  and  folly  which  we  are 
condemning  in  all  other  States  of 
EoTope.  My  own  opinion  is  that  Her 
TOL.  OOUJUUUV.  [thibd  sbbub.] 
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Majesty's  Government  would  have  acted 
wisely  and  billy  in  the  interests  of  the 
oounti7  if  they  had  not  attempted  any 
expenditure,  but  had  made  the  gravest 
declaration  in  the  faoe  of  Europe  and  the 
civilized  world  that  in  any  coming 
stru^le  we  should  observe  absdlnte 
nsntrali^.  We  should  declare  that 
there  is  no  justification  fbr  an  appeal  to 
arms,  and  that  we  would  take  no  port 
in  the  fray.  I  have  no  doubt  many 
hon.  Members  regard  the  Bun|«stion  I 
am  making  as  cowardly.  How,  Mr. 
Speaker,  why  should  we  pride  ounelves 
on  our  insolar  position  unless  we  are 
prepared  to  declare  that  our  relations 
are  not  those  of  the  Continental  States? 
Our  interests  lie  largdy  outside  Europe, 
Of  course  we  have  intereeta  in  Europe. 
But  on  humanitarian  grounds  we  wish 
to  see  good  fellowship  prevailing  be< 
twsen  Oontinental  States,  and  it  is  the 
duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
do  everything  they  can  to  remove  any 
difficulties  that  prevail.  HavetheGtovem- 
ment  aver  asked  themselves,  in  oase 
there  came  a  war  on  the  Continent,  is 
Great  Britain  going  to  bo  one  of  the 
principals  in  the  war  f  Now,  I  submit 
that  it  is  impossible  we  con  take  ap  such  a 
position,  as  our  responsibilities  ought 
to  be  limited  to  our  powers.  And  I  say 
we  have  no  power  to  oope  with  Oonti- 
nental countries  in  their  boge  arma- 
ments, neither  can  we  throw  on  the 
Continent  without  an  immense  eSbrt  a 
single  Army  Corps,  much  less  two  or 
three.  But,  if  we  cannot  interfae  as 
principals  in  the  struggle,  are  we  pre- 
pared to  take  a  subordinate  position  snd 
to  have  our  policy  dictated  by  Continental 
States  f  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
people  of  this  coontry  would  listen  to 
any  snch  suggestion  for  one  moment,  and 
therefore,  if  we  cannot  be  principals  in 
tiie  struggle,  and  if  it  be  too  humiliating 
to  us  to  be  subordinates,  there  is  only  one 
course  open  to  us,  and  that  is  to  keep 
ourselves  entirely  aloof  from  the  fray. 
In  doing  that,  I  think  we  have  a  du^ 
to  perform  towards  Europe,  and  that  u 
to  declare  that  we  have  no  intention  to 
interfere  by  force  of  arms  in  any 
struggle  that  may  take  place  on  the 
Continent.  And,  if  that  is  so,  my  belief 
is  that  there  is  no  serious  danger  to  this 
country  whatever.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker, 
it  I  may  be  allowed  a  moment  <xt  two 
longer,  I  would  ask  where  does  the 
3  0 


ui^iri.c.oXjOOgle 


liu 


jr«Mi 


{OOIOCONB} 


L^mu 


1664 


dugerllQ?  France  is freoerftUy pointed 
to,  beoaoM  itfaualargeNaT;,  aa being 
a  MDioe  of  danger  to  thia  ooantry. 
UnfOTtunatdT,  Mr.  Speaker,  France  haa 
her  hands  foil ;  ahe  u  burdened,  as  we 
hare  already  heard,  with  a  prodigious 
National  Debt,  and  also  with  ao  extra- 
ordinary expenditure  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  her  armaments;  while  the 
relationahips  between  Franoe,  Germany, 
and  Italy,  are  suoh  that,  if  Franoe  is 
contemplating  a  struggle  of  any  Hnd, 
it  is  not  a«uut  this  oountiT,  but  the 
ohjeet  of  ner  straggle  wiU  be  the 
reooveiy  of  Alsaee  and  LorrMne.  If 
tii«re  is  no  real  danger  hota  France, 
where,  then,  does  the  danger  oome 
fromf  If  the  Oovenunent  are  not 
candid  enough  to  tell  the  Houae  against 
whom  they  are  arming  and  against 
whom  their  policy  is  directed,  we  most 
try  to  find  out  for  ouiselree.  Sir,  I  do 
not  deeiie  that  a  single  word  shall  fall 
from  me  which  will  have  the  slightest 
tendency  to  increase  and  embitter  the 
feelings  which  prevail  on  the  OontiQent ; 
and  if  I  refer  to  the  state  of  the  Con- 
tinent, it  is  only  to  ezprees  an  opinion 
— which  no  doubt  the  people  of  this 
county  feel — an  opinion  of  regret  that 
there  is  sooh  a  feeling  of  alienation  and 
estrangement  spreading  itself  through- 
out Europe.  There  is  another  source 
of  danger,  no  doubt,  in  the  action  of 
Russia.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  old  eaongh  to 
remember  not  only  the  outbreak  of  the 
Crimean  War,  hot  also  the  discussions 
which  preceded  that  outbreak.  This 
ooontry  was  so  foolish  at  that  time  as 
to  make  itself  aprinoipal  in  the  struggle 
with  Bossia.  We  saved  Austria,  Qer- 
many,  and  Italy  from  their  share  of 
the  responsibility  in  keeping  back 
Bussia  in  what  was  supposed  to  be  an 
aggressive  policy.  Bat  I  believe  that  I 
am  speaking  the  mind  of  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  people  when  I  say  that,  if 
there  should  be  further  aggression  on 
the  part  of  Bussia,  it  must,  in  the  first 

flace,  rest  with  Germany,  Austria,  and 
taly  to  withstand  that  aggression, 
although  this  county  may  have  some- 
thing to  say,  in  the  long  run,  apon  the 
matter.  We  hope  that  the  bulwark 
against  Bussian  aggression  will  prove 
to  be  the  growing  forces  of  the  Balksn 
States.  In  conclusion,  loan  only  say,  if 
diplomatLsts  find  themselves  impotent, 
if  Her  Majesty's  Gorcmment  finds 
Mr.  jUuifvorth 


itasU  unable  to  do  ai^thing  in  the 
present  eme^cency  to  tarn  the  tide  of 
this  war  feeling,  let  the  House  of  Com- 
mons  and  the  British  House  of  Parlia- 
ment speak  to  the  peoplea  on  the  Con- 
tinent, Parliament  to  Parliament  and 
people  to  people.  I  have  only  one  ob- 
ject in  view,  and  that  is  to  save  m; 
oountry  ft'Om  the  folly  and  mistake 
which,  as  I  believe,  the  ooontry  may  be 
led  into  by  the  increase  of  the  Navy, 
and  by  the  policy  which  may  eome  oat 
of  it.  And  I  desire,  farther,  to  indnoe, 
if  possible,  by  all  the  means  in  my 
power,  the  Government  to  nuke  pro- 
posals which  may  lead  Continental 
States  bom  this  ever-increasing  expen* 
diture ;  and  if  we  fail  in  this  attempt, 
at  any  rate  we  shall  have  done  that 
which  will  redound  to  the  honour  of 
Her  Majesty's  Hinisters  and  of  the 
British  House  of  Conunons. 

LoaD  G.  HAHILTDN :  I  have  listened 
for  two  hours  to  speeches,  which  are 
only  reiterations  of  protest  previously 
made,  and  against  which  the  House,  has 
already  decided  by  a  large  majori^. 
There  never  was  a  Government  that  was 
more  anxious  than  this  Government  to 
do  what  it  can  to  preaerve  the  peaoe  of 
Europe,  and  that  was  less  disposed  to 
embark  upon  any  policy  of  aggression. 
As  this  is  the  fourth  night  npoa  which 
there  has  been  debate  upon  this  pre- 
liminaryBesolution — although  the  ni  ghts 
have  not  been  wholly  given  up  to  de- 
bate— I  think  the  time  has  arrived  when 
a  decision  should  be  taken,  and  I  there- 
fore move  that  the  question  be  now 
put. 

Question  put,  "That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  200 ;  Noes 
136.— {Div.  List,  No.  64.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  this 
Hoii"o  doth  ^ree  witii  the  Committee 
in  the  said  Bcwolution." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  216;  Noes 
128.— [Div.  List,  No.  65.) 

VATJlL  defbnoss. 
Oonaidsrad  in  CominittM. 

[Id  Ols  Oommittea.) 

ItasDlred,  That  it  ii  expediont  to  antlusiBe 

(b)  the  oreatum  of  s  NsvSl  Defenoe  Aooount, 


JoyCjOOgle 


i665        iitreimt  sk^ing         |  Apkd,  4,  1889} 

to  which  mone^B  inoed  for  the   aforesaid   por- 
""•eBniBjr  be  carried,  and  the  adranco,  r~'  -' 
e  Ooowlidated  Foad,    and    the    temi 


(Tetmagt)  BiU. 


BOMB  ma]'  be  carried,  and  the  adraaoe,  out  of 
the  Ooowlidated  Foad,  and  the  temporarj 
iHnToving,  on  the  Becurity  of  the  ConioQdated 


I^md,  of  any  sunu  vhioh  may  ba  rsqnited  to 
meet  emen  of  eipenditiure  in  any  floancial 
year. 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  anthoiue  (o) 
the  adoption  of  proTiiioiu  to  carry  the  above 
objectB  into  effect. 

B«iolnldoa  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  aBDESMPTION  BILL. 

[bIUi  170. J      OOIOCITTBK. 

BiU  ooQsidered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 
Olaase  6. 
*Me.   BAETLET  (Idington,  N.):   I 
should  like  to  nsk  ttie  OhftnceUor  of  the 
Exohequer  whether  it  is  quite  oleor  bom 
this  clause  that  there  is  no  possibility  of 
inoieasii^  the  nominal    value    of  the 
Debt?^   The  previous  clause  says  t 
Debt  is  not  to  be  inureaeed.    If  it  _ 
impossible  to  raise  the  amount  necessary 
at  par,   there    may   be    a    temporary 
increase,  and  I  should  like  to  understand 
whether,  under  no  droamstanoes,  will 
that  be  the  ease  ? 

•Thb  OHANOELLOE  of  thkEXOHE- 
<XnER  (Mr.  GosoHRH,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  No,  Sir ;  the  Debt 
will  not  be  nominally  inoreased  under 
any  oirouiostanoes. 
Clause  added  to  fiUL 
Clause  10. 
*Mb.  BABTLET:  I  should  like  to 
ask,  supposing  the  consent  of  the  person 


*Mh.  OOSCHEN:   In  that  ease  the 
amount  will  be  paid  off. 
Claase  added  to  Bill. 
BiU  reported,  without  Amendment. 
Read  third  time,  and  passed. 

STTPPLT— EEVBKUB  DEPARTMENT. 
Besolutions  [28tb  March]  reported. 

(I.)  "  That  a  nim,  not  exoeedioir  £1,TSS,SI6, 
(inclDding  an  additional  »am  ot  £19,900),  be 
granted  to  Her  Huesty,  to  complete  " 
'-  'dray  the  Charge  which 


to  defray  th 


ih  will  coma 


sf  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31rt  day  of  Harob,  1890,  for  the  Cialarie« 
g  E: 


OITIL  SEBTIOBS. 
Class  I. 

That  a  snm,  not  exceeding  £78,396,  be 


ing  £78, 
nplete  t! 


(2.) 
„Tanto  ^     , . 

DeocBsary  to  defray  the  Charge  w 
in  oonrse  of  payment  daring  the  year  endinK 
on^e  Slat  day  of  March,  1690,  for  the  Royal 
Parks  and  Pleasore  Unrdena." 

Sesolutioiis  agreed  to. 

UEBOHANT   SHIPPINa  TTONNAaB) 

BILI..— [Bm.  163.] 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  a  second 

time."— (Sw-  M.  Sieh  Btaeh.) 

Me.  OONTBEAEB  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne): I  think  the  House  ought  to 
know  something  about  this  BiU  before 
it  is  read  a  second  time.  We  hare  not 
bad  a  single  word  from  any  responsible 
person  to  explain  its  provisions,  and  un- 
less we  have  some  explanation  I  think 
we  should  be  entitled  to  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate.  I  have  no 
desire  to  proceed  to  extreme  measures, 
but  I  have  a  strong  objection  to  the  ^- 
ceedingly  viotons  practice  of  mshing 
BUls  through  the  House  without  ex- 
planation. 

*Thx  PBESIUENT  of  thb  BOAED  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hiaxs  Bx^oh,  Bristol, 
W.) :  If  I  did  not  explain  the  proposals 
of  the  BiU,  it  was  because,  Uie  matter 
being  of  a  teohnical  nature,  I  have 
cironlated  a  memorandum  with  the  BiU 
fully  expluning  its  provisions.  I  will, 
however,  shortiy  inform  the  House 
what  the  proposals  of  the  measure  are. 
Under  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act, 
vessels  are  charged  for  dook,  light,  and 
harbour  dues  upon  their  net  tonnage. 
In  calculating  the  net  tonnage  from  the 
gross  tonnage,  certain  dednotlonB  are 
made  for  Ught  and  air  'spaces  and 
crew  space.  The  law,  under  what  is 
known  as  the  liabeUa  decision,  is  in  a 
state  that  Farlianent  never  intended  it 
to  be  in;  and  the  result  is  that,  in 
calculating  the  net  tonnage,  deductions 
are  made  for  spaces  which  have  never 
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been  inoladed  in  the  measurement  of 
the  grOH  tonnage.  I  think  it  is  obTioua 
that  the  law  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to 
continue  in  nam  a  state,  for  it  is  not 
onlr  unfair  to  the  light  dues  and  to  the 
doolE  companies,  but  also  obnoosly 
unfair  as  between  ships  of  one  clase  and 
another.  The  Bill  before  the  HonsB, 
therefore,  proposes  to  restore  the  law  to 
the  oondition  which  it  was  the  intention 
of  Parliament  to  create  b;  taking  the 
meaBsre  of  the  gnws  toana^  inclusiTe 
of  ererything,  and  oalculabng  the  net 
tonnage  from  that. 

Sib  J.  OOBRT  (Armagh,  Uid] :  As  I 
was  one  of  a  large  depntation  to  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  on  this 
matter,  I  may  sa;  that  I  do  not  intond 
to  (mpoae  the  BiU,  but  in  Committee  I 
Bhall  move  an  Amendment  for  the 
omission  of  the  clauee  which  provides 
that  the  measure  shall  be  retrospeotiTe. 

Ma.  J.  O;  STEVENSON  (South 
Shields) :  I  heartily  hope  that  the 
Qovemment  will  stand  by  this  Bill, 
wfaioh  will  be  of  advantage  to  harbour 
authoritiea  all  over  the  country.  In 
some  cases  the  dednotions  that  are  made 
are  of  a  very  serious  charaoter,  and 
enable  vessels  to  enjoy  all  the  advan- 
tages of  harbour  aooommodation  at  a 
mnoh  less  rate  than  in  former  years. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish 
to  testify  that  two  ports  in  Ireland  in 
which  I  feel  a  partioular  interest — 
namely,  Dublin  and  Belfast — have 
suffered  a  great  and  growing  injury  to 
their  incomes  by  reason  of  the  condition 
of  the  law  whioh  this  Bill  is  intended 
to  amend.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach]  has  accurately 
stated  that  the  object  of  this  BiU  is  sot 
to  create  a  novef^  in  l^:i8lation,  but 
to  give  effect  to  the  intention  of  Parlia- 
ment in  former  times.  The  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  tor  Armagh  (Sir 
J.  Oorry)  has  steted  that  in  Committee 
he  will  move  an  Amendment  to  prevent 
the  Bill  having  retrospective  action.  If 
the  measure  is  to  be  made  effectual,  it 
must  have  retrospective  action ;  it  would 
be  worthleu  wiuout  it.  The  effect  of 
canying  such  an  Amendment  would  be 
Sir  U.  Sitkt  Bttuk 
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to  introduce  a  double  law,  and  ose  eat 
of  ships  would  be  measured  under  a 
different  law  to  another.  That  would  be 
an  indefenaible  anomaly,  and  would 
great  damage  to  the  various 
parts  of  the  Kingdom. 

Sib  H.  DAVEY  (Stockton):  I  oon- 
gratulate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir 
Hicks  Beach)  on  having  brought  in 
this  Bill,  which  will  have  the  effect  of 
redressing  a  very  gross  iigastace  whioh 
the  harbour  authorities  are  at  present 
labouring  nnder.  I  entirely  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  jnat 
spoken  that  if  the  measure  is  to  have  ito 
full  effect  tt  ought  to  be  retrospective, 
because,  undoubtedly,  great  anomalies 
will  be  introduced  if  there  are  to  be  two 
classes  of  measurement — one  for  ships 
measured  before  the  Bill  comes  into 
effect,  and  one  for  those  measured  after- 
wards. The  object  of  the  measure  is 
one  whioh  will,  I  think,  commend  itself 
to  the  sense  of  the  House.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  the  decision  in  the  Itahtlia 
case  has  not  commended  itself  to  the 
minds  of  oommerdal  men  or  of  lawyers, 
and  I  think  the  Government  is  to  be 
congratulated  upon  having  brought  In  a 
measure  of  such  a  beneficial  character. 
I  hope  they  will  not  allow  its  benefits  to 
be  lessened  by  aocepting  an  Amend- 
ment whioh  will  have  the  effect  of 
making  it  merely  prospective. 

Mb.  WHITLET(Liverpool,  Everton): 
I  think  it  is  right  I  dionld  say  that  the 
population  of  Liverpool,  who  are  largely 
interested  in  the  Bill,  generally  approve 
of  it.  At  the  same  time,  there  ia  very 
great  force  in  what  was  observed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Armagh.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  if  the  Bill  is  made  retro- 
spective it  will  have  a  very  seriona  effect 
upon  vesaela  whioh  have  been  built 
under  the  old  rigim».  Ownen  of  veemla 
who  built  their  vessele  under  the  M 
regulations  will  suffer  great  loss  if  they 
are  made  amenable  to  legislation  of  a 
retrospective  charaoter.  I  am  sure  I 
represent  the  views  of  shipownwa  when 
I  say  th^  iqtprove  of  the  proriaiona  of 
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the  Bill,  bat  tfiej  do  think  it  wonld  be 
Ter;  anfair  il  the  provisians  were   ap- 

Slied  to  old  Tessela.  I  hope  the  Pred- 
ent  of  the  Board  of  Tnde  will  reoon- 
sider  the  quastioD  before  the  Bill  pro- 
ceeds upon  the  present  stage. 

Ha.  SUTHEBLAND  (Oreenock):  I 
oordiallf  endorse  the  obserrations  made 
by  the  hon.  Ctentlemaa  (Ur.  Whitley). 
Qreat  injustioe  will  be  done  to  a  lar^ 
number  of  shipowners  whose  vessels 
hare  been  baUt  and  worked  in  oon- 
fbrmlty  with  the  existing  law,  if  tlie 
operation  of  the  Bill  is  made  retro- 
SpeotiTe.  There  is  another  point  worthy 
of  Doosideration.  The  House  must  be 
aware  that  there  is  a  very  large  and 
tnoreasing  oompetition  between  English 
vessels  and  foreign  veasels,  or  vessels 
sailing  under  foreign  flags.  To  these 
vessels  you  cannot  apply  the  proposed 
law,  and  therefore,  if  the  Bill  is  made 
retrospective  in  its  operation,  the  condi- 
tions under  which  foreign  vessels  sail  in 
oompetition  with  ua  will  be  more  advan- 
tageous than  those  under  which  our 
vessels  trade. 
*8iB  J.  FGA8E  (Durham,  Barnard 
Oastle)  :  Let  me  respectfully  suggest  to 
my  hon.  Friends  that  the  question  of 
the  retrospective  action  of  the  measure 
will  be  best  dealt  with  in  Committee. 
What  we  desire  now  is  the  Second 
Beadingof  the  Bill,  in  order  that  it  may 
go  to  Committee,  and  then  be  dealt  with 
on  its  merits.  But  one  single  fact,  per- 
haps, may  be  worth  a  bushel  of  ai^u- 
menta.  I  bold  in  my  hand  a  Seturn  of 
several  ships  which  have  come  into  the 
Biver  Tees.  One  of  these  veaseb,  a 
steamer,  earried  to  sea  600  tons  of  pig 
iron.  The  vessel's  gross  registered 
tonnage  was  5B7  tons.  Under  the  old 
measarement  she  was  323  tons,  under 
new  measure  252  tons,  and,  therefore, 
she  had  SOO  tons  of  pig  iron  on  board, 
and  yet  she  only  paid  port  dues  on  26i. 
If  this  Bill  is  not  passed  it  is  perfect 
beggary  to  some  of  our  harbours.  I 
hope,  therefore,  the  House  will,  without 
testation,  agree  to  the  Second  Beading. 
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Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  Monday  next. 

LAND  LAW  (IBBL&ND)  ACT  (1877) 
AMBNDMBKT  (LBASBHOLDBRS)  (No.  2) 
BILL.-[BiLL  33.] 

Order  for  Second  Beading  road,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn, 

H0RSBPLE8H  (SALE  FOB  FOOD)  BILL.- 
CBtu.  a.] 


Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  5  agreed  to. 

Hb.  PICKERSQILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  The  taking  this  Bill  to-night  is 
altogether  uoezpeoted.  We  are  now  ap- 
proaching the  most  serious  part  of  the 
Bill,  and  I  really  think  some  time  should 
be  given  for  oonsideratioa.  With  that 
view  I  beg  to  move  that  the  Chairman 
do  Report  progress, 

Uotion  made,  "That  the  Chairman  do 
report  Frogress." — {Mr.  PiekfrigiU.) 
«Us.  KNOV?LES:  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  think  it  necessary  to 
press  that  Motion.  The  Bill  is  a  very 
simple  one  and  excites  a  good  deal  of 
favourable  interest,  as  was  evidenoedlast 
Wednesday,  when  I  presented  a  Petition 
initsfavour ugnedby80,000persons.  I 
hope  the  hon.  Member  will  allow  us  to 
proceed. 

Ma.  FIOKBESOILL:  I  make  the 
Motion  out  of  no  hostility  to  the  Bill, 
but  simply  beoaues  1,  in  common,  I  am 
sure,  with  many  other  Members,  have 
no  knowledge  of  it. 

Ms.  OONTBEAHE  (Oomwall,  Cam- 
home):  r  quite  sympathize  with  the 
hon.  Member's  motive  in  making  the 
Motion.  I  have  myself  often  made  pro- 
tests agfunst  rushing  legislation  in  this 
manner,  though  I  am  bound  to  say  the 
reason  does  not  lie  in  the  same  degree 
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againBtthiBBilL  Iwooldratheraddmy 
appeal  to  that  of  the  hon.  Oentleman  in 
charge  of  the  Bill,  that  the  Bill  may  be 
allowed  to  proceed.  The  hour  ia  not 
late,  aod  we  might  go  on  a  little  further. 
I  hare  myeclf  some  question  to  raise  in 
relation  to  Clanaa  7.  I  am  oertainl;  not 
anxioas  to  have  such  heavy  penalties 
imposed  without  due  ooniidsration,  and 
shall  be  indined  to  propose  the  adbstitu- 
tionof  £10for  £20. 
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ipecify  that  the  penalty  shall  not  b  ^ 
less  than  a  certain  amount  f 


TBI  OHAIBSCAN :  The  question  has 
been  patthattheolauBOBtandpartofthe 
Bill. 
*Ux.  KN0WLE6 :  In  this  respect  the 
Bill  is  based  on  the  provisions  ot  thi 
"Public  Health  Act,  1875"  and  the 
Margarine  Act.  I  did  not  think  this 
Bill  should  be  more  or  less  stringent  than 
those  Aots,  and  therefore  I  inserted  the 
£S0  penalty.  I  hope  that  that  will 
satisfy  the  hon.  Uembsr. 

Uk.  UUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
dde):  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will 
withdrait  his  Motion  and  allow  thismost 
useful  and  ueoesoarj  Bill  to  go  for- 
ward. 

Mb.  FIOEiKEtSaiLL :  If  Uiete  is  a 
general  dedie  to  proceed  I  will  not 
stand  iu  Uie  way. 

Motion,  by  leave,  wiAdrawn. 
*Mh.  BBADLAUOH  (Northampton} : 
Are  not  the  psnalties  in  the  Bill  illusory 
after  all?  Have  not  the  magistrates 
under  the  Summary  Jurisdiction  Act  the 
right,  which  they  usually  exercise, 
reduoe  penalties  to  a  nominal  amount 
for  a  first  ofience  F 

Thb  ATTOENET  GENERAL  (SirH. 
Webstes,  Isle  of  Wight):  The  hon. 
Member  ia  quite  right,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  is  advisable  to  leave  no  discre- 
tion and  say  the  penalty  shall  be  £10  or 
£30.  We  give  a  maximum,  but  in 
ordinary  oiroumatanoes  the  magistrato 
would  enfbroe  a  penalty  under  that. 
*Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  Is  it  not  well 
Mr,  Conyitart 


Mb.  BBUNNEB  (Oheshire,  North- 
wich) :  Will  the  Attorney  General  aay 
such  oases  there  is  an  alternative 
of  BO  many  days'  imprisonment  in  default 
of  finef  F^haps  I  ought  to  bu>w 
without  asking  the  question  ? 

Snc  B.  WEBSTEB :  I  am  afrud  I 
ought  to  know,  but  my  reoolleotion  of 
the  clauses  of  the  Summary  Jarisdietion 
Act   is  not  Buffioient  to   enable  me  to 


Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

Clause  7. 

Motion  made  that  this  Olause  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 
*Mb.OONYBEABE:  On  this  I  would 
like  to  suggest  to  the  hon.  Member  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  that  there  are  other 
kinds  of  Sesh  of  Inferior  quality,  such 
as  that  oC  dogs  and  oats,  the  sale  of 
which,  under  the  guise  of  wholesome 
meat,  it  is  desirable  to  prohibit  I  do 
not  suggest  that  part  of  a  dog  or  cat 
could  not  be  mistaken  for  a  joint  ot 
boef  or  mutton,  but  there  ia  this  diffi- 
cult, that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  are 
directed  against  the  sale  of  horseflesh, 
in  a  form  which  I  might  call  n  pvrii 
naturalibui — in  its  simple  and  raw  state 
as  killed.  But  there  is  no  provision  for 
preventing  a  butcher  or  other  person 
^m.  selling  horseflesh  made  up  in  a 
different  form  that  would  conceal  its 
real  character.  Has  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man considered  if  his  Bill  meets  aueh 
acasA? 

*Mb.  KNOWLES  :  The  ohjeot  of  the 
Bill  is  principally  to  protect  poor  people 
who  go  to  low  buttdiers'  shops  and  ask 
for  poonds  of  meat.  They  are  served 
with  pounds  of  horseflesh,  with  pieces 
of  mutton  or  beef  fat  skewered  on  to 
disguise  it.  The  fkt  of  horseflesh 
is  easily  distinguishable  from  that 
of   beef   or   mutton;    it  le    the   lesa 
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of  honeSesh  that  is  palmed  off  upon 
these  poor  people.  Of  oouraej  the 
hon.  Uember  allades  to  liorsafleali  made 
up  into  sausages.  I  liave  f(ODe  into 
the  question,  and  I  maj  say  that  I 
intend  sausages  to  come  within  the  scope 
of  the  Bill.  It  msj  interest  the  hon. 
VL  ember  to  know  that  there  is  no  diffi- 
culty in  detecting  horseflesh  in  sausages 
and  polonies.  In  order  not  to  waste 
time  now,  I  will  only  refer  the  hon. 
Uember  to  an  article  by  Dr.  Bell,  of 
the  Inland  Berenue  Department,  in  the 
Chtmieel  HtKt  of  J'anuary  14,  I8B7,  in 
w  hich  ha  will  find  out  how  horseflesh 
may  be  distinguished,  and  I  will  tell 
him  that  not  only  &e  flesh  of  horaes, 
but  also  the  flesh  of  mules  and  of  asses, 
whioh  is  included  in  the  Bill,  may  be 
recognized  anatomatically,  physically, 
and  chemically. 
Olauee  added  to  Bill. 


Oiause  S. 

Question  proposed    that  1 
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stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

*Me.  LAW80N(8t.  Pancras,  W.):  I 
observe  that  the  local  authorities  here 
appointed  are  the  Oommiasioaers  of 
Sewers,  the  Yeetries,  and  the  Dietriet 
Boards,  and  to  them  the  medical 
officers  are  to  report.  Now  the 
Oonnt^  Council  is  about  to  appoint 
a  Medical  Officer  of  Health  tor 
the  whole  of  London,  may  I  suggest 
that  he  may  have  concurrent  power 
with  these  other  local  officers,  and  that 
tbey  should  perform  this  function  under 
thesoperrisionof  theConn^Council?  I 
hope  the  hon.  Member  will  not  object  to 
words  being  inserted  to  that  effect,  snob 
words  ae  "under  the  supervision  of 
the  County  Coancil." 

•The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
QOVEBNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Bitohie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  8t.  (George's) :  No  one 
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where  it  is  possible.  Ooncarren 
authority  has  the  effect  of  taking  away 
authority  from  both  parties.  Unques- 
tionably, in  a  large  town  like  London 
authority  should  be  exercised  by 
autboritieB  within  a  limited  area. 

*Hb.  LAW80N:  But  the  officers 
mi  ght  sot  under  County  Council  snper- 
visioD. 

*Ms.  BTFOHIE :  No.  I  think,  surely, 
the  Local  Authorities  may  be  trusted, 
and  can  act  better  individually  within 
their  own  area. 

Clause  added  to  Bill. 
Clause  9. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Oiause 
stand  part  of  ths  Bill." 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  think 
the  Committee  would  be  glad  to  hear 
from  the  bon.  Member  who,  I  must  ad- 
mit, is  exceedingly  learned  on  the  sub- 
ject with  which  bis  Bill  deals,  and 
possibly  has  a  reaeon  for  an  unusual 
course.  He  has  said  that  the  object  of 
the  Bill  is  to  protect  poor  people  from 
being  imposed  upon  by  being  sold  horse 
flesh  instead  of  other  food.  If  horse 
fleeh  is,  when  kept,  not  so  labelled  it  is 
to  be  liable  to  be  seized.  But  why,  by 
this  Clause  9  isthe  Bill  not  to  eb  extended 
to  Ireland  and  Scotland  ?  Are  not  our 
poor  people  equally  exposed  to  this  im- 
poution,  or  are  we  to  accept  the  doctrine 
of  Dr.  Barr  as  the  Chief  Secretory  does, 
that  it  is  not  quality,  bnt  quantity  of 
food  that  is  there  regarded  P 

*Mk.  KNOWLES:  I  may  tell  the  hon. 
Member  that  I  have  taken  great  puna 
to  acquire  information  in  regard  to  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Ireland ;  and,  eo 
that  information  enables  me  to 
judge,  there  is  at  present  no  saleof  horse- 
flesh in  Scotland  or  Ireland.  I  gathered 
my  information  ht>m  inquiries  made  at 
Dublin,  Cork,   Belfast,   Umerick,  and 
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for  extending^  tfae  Bill  to  Ireland,  I  bava 
no  objection  to  its  extonBion. 

Hb.  SEXTON:  I  tbink  the  bon. 
Member  had  better  follow  the  precedent 
oi  the  Coercion  Act,  which  is  intended 
to  be  permanent,  whether  there  is  crime 
or  not.  Tbia  Bill  is  intended  to  be  per- 
manent, and  tbongb  no  horMfleah  ia 
aold  now,  the  time  ma;  come  when  it 
maybe. 

•Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfaet,  8.) : 
I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will  agree  to 
accept  the  auggeation  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  8ezton),  made,  I 
suppoae,  with  a  riew  to  horBefleeb 
finding  ita  way  into  the  Lord  Mayor*! 
Banquet  at  Dublin. 

8ibB.  WEBSTEB  :  ^Tithout  agreeing 
with  the  correctneaa  of  the  analogy, 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  baa  oert^nly 
ahown  good  reaaon  why  the  Bill  ahould 
extend  to  Ireland  and  Sootland.  Though 
horseSesh  ia  not  aold  now,  it  may 
hereafter.  I  hope,  therefore,  my  hon. 
Friend  will  not  objeot  to  the  olaose 
being  atrack  out.  It  will  also  be 
deairable,  I  tbink,  on  Beport  to  inaert 
a  olauae  to  make  it  olear  that  the  Bill 
appliea  to  harsefleah  when  mixed  with 
other  matter  or  alone.  It  ia  quite 
poaaible  that  the  contention  might  be 
raised  that  the  Bill  only  appliea  to 
boraefleah  wbsn  aold  alone. 
*Mb.  BITOHIE  :  If  the  Bill  ia  made 
applicable  to  Sootland  and  Ireland  the 
oUuae  will  have  to  be  amended  that 
deala  with  the  exercise  of  power  by  the 
local  authoritiea.  Aa  it  now  standa  it 
has  reference  to  England  only. 

Mb.  sexton  :  On  Beport  the  neoea- 
aary  alteration  may  be  made. 

Ha.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.); 
quite  agree  that  the  Bill  sbduld  apply  to 
Sootland. 

Question  pat.  Olauae  omitted.  Olause 
10  added  to  Bill.' 
New  Olanae. 
Mr.  SktviM 
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Tbia  Act  shall  come  into  operation  on 

the  firat  day  of  January  one  thoneand 

eight    hundred     and     ninety.  —  (Vr. 

Knovln.) 

Clauae  read  a  aeoond  time  and  added 

to  Bill. 
Bill  reported ;  as  amended  to  be  con- 

aidered  upon  Monday  next. 

SHALL  DEBTS  (SOOTLAND)  BILL. 

LBtLL  163.] 

BBOOND  BBASme. 

Order  for  Seoond  Ssading  read. 

*Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glaagow,  St. 
Bollox) :  Tbia  Bill  paaaed  the  Second 
Beading  last  Seaaion,  but  at  so  late  a 
period  that  it  was  found  impracticable 
to  get  it  paaaed  through  Committee. 
Ita  objeot  ia  to  extend  the  anmmary 
procedure  in  Scotland  for  the  recovery 
of  small  debts  from  £12  to  £36.  The 
Bill  had  the  approval  of  the  Lord 
Advocate  and  bia  predecessor,  and  I  now 
beg  to  move  the  Second  Beading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  aeoond  time. 

Db.  OAMEBON  (Qlaegow,  OoUege)  : 
The  main  objeot  of  the  Bill  I  thoroughly 
approve,  but  there  are  certain  olauees, 
however,  that  are  con  aidered  aa 
rather  dangerously  stringent.  If  my 
hon.  Friend  will  put  off  Committee 
to  a  tolerably  distant  date,  so  that  these 
clausea  may  be  conudered,  I  offer  no 
objection  to  the  Seoond  Beading. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday,  25th  April. 

PUBCHASE  OF  LAND  (I&ELAND)  ACTS 

AMENDMENT  BILL.-[Bnj,  163.] 

8X00NII  BXAniKO. 

Order  for  Seoond  Beading  read. 

OoLONSL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.} :  This 
Bill  waa  discuaaed  laat  year  and  received 
a  Urg«  measure  of  support.    Ita  objeot 


oy  Google 


is  aimply  to  enable  to  Bell  a  tenant  a  few 
acres  in  addition  to  the  holding  itseU 
when  that  is  deeired.  This  a  landlord 
now  cannot  do,  but  this  Bill  will  enable 
him  to  do  it.  Among  tenants  there  is 
anxiety  to  have  the  Bill  passed ;  at  least 
I  know  that  is  so  in  GaJway,  and  land- 
lords make  no  objection  to  it. 

The  SOLICirOH  GENEHAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
Tersity) ;  The  object  of  the  Bill  ia, 
briefly  speaking,  that  whioh  the  bon. 
and  gallant  Gontleman  has  stated.  It 
may  be  seoesaary  to  consider  some 
details  in  Committee,  but,  on  the  part  of 
the  Government,  I  offer  no  opposition  to 
the  Second  Reading.  Of  course,  I  must 
be  underatood  as  not  pledging  the 
OoTornment  to  detaila,  but  safeguarded 
it  may  provo  a  useful  measure. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday  next. 

LANB  LAW  [IRBLAND)  ACT  (1887) 

AMENDMENT    (LBASEHOLDEBS)   BILL. 

[bill  31.]      8B0OKD    RBASinO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
This  Bill  was  discussed  at  some  length 
the  other  night  in  the  absence  of  the 
Chief  Secretary.  It  waa  resisted  then 
mainly  on  the  ground  of  the  abeonoe  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  May  I  non 
ask,  in  moving  the  Second  Reading, 
if  the  Government  support  the  Bill  oi 
otherwise  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balpoub,  Man- 
chester, £.) :  It  is  the  fact  that  when 
the  Bill  OMne  on  unexpectedly  on  a 
former  occasion  I  waa  absent.  But 
.  though  I  am  now  in  my  place,  I  am 
aftfaid  this  is  not  the  time  to  admit  of 
VOL.  OCCXXXrV.    [th^o  8SH188.] 


discussion,  and  certainly  we  cannot  ac- 
cept the  Bill  witboQt  diaoQasion.  I  fully 
recognize  the  cruel  position  m  which 
many  of  the  clients  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man are  placed,  hut  I  aleo  recognize 
the  almost  insuperable  difficulty  of 
finding  a  solution  for  the  difficulties  of 
tbe  case.  It  may  be  there  is  relief  to  be 
found  by  enabling  leaseholders  to  pur* 
chase  their  holdings  through  the  assist, 
ance  of  State  loans,  paying  thus  much 
leas  in  the  form  of  an  annuity  than  they 
pay  in  rent,  but  when  I  am  asked  to  go 
beyond  that,  and  modify  what  are 
not  rents  in  the  ordinary  sense 
of  the  word,  but  permanent  leases 
analagouB  to  feus  in  Scotland  and  per- 
manent leases  in  England,  we  are  intro- 
duced to  a  whole  set  of  new  problems  in 
regard  to  which  I  find  myself  unable 
now  to  offer  a  satisfactory  aolution. 
Under  the  circumstances,  and  not  de- 
siring to  vote  against  the  Bill  without 
disouaaion,  I  now  move  tbe  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 
Debate  adjourned  till  To-morroir. 

PDBLIC  HOUSES,  H0DR3  OF  OLOSINQ 

(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

[bILI.  148.]       SBCOKD  EBiDINO, 

Order  fi>r  Second  Reading  read. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College): 
The  object  of  tbe  Bill  is  to  restore  the 
Act,  paaaed  a  couple  of  years  ago,  to 
the  same  state  in  which  it  was  when,  as 
a  Bill,  it  left  this  House.  The 
object  is  well  known  to  Scotch 
Hembers.  A  large  majority  voted  with 
ne  on  the  previous  oscssion,  and  Is'jall 
best  serve  the  interest  of  tbe  Bill  by 
saying  no  more,  but  moving  the  Second 
Reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Queation  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston):  The 
BUI  only  refera  to  Scotland;  hut  it  is 
important  as  being  part  of  the  whole 
3  P 
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Sunday  Olosing  Qoeation.  The  Members 
for  Scotland  no  doubt  have  excellent 
menories,  and  ma;  be  perfectly  aware 
of  the  proTisions  of  the  Bill.  For  my- 
self, Ido  notreoollect  them,  and  I  am  sure 
many  others  are  in  the  same  position. 
It  is  not  time  ooir  to  enter  upon  the  dis- 
cussion, and  I,  therefore,  beg  to  more 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (Mr, 
Tomlinson,) — put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time ; "  and,  objection  being  taken  to 
Further  Proceeding,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned. 

OBUBLTT  TO  CHILDREN  PREVENTION 
BILL. 

[bill  87.]      SECOND  KBiDIJIO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  I  beg  to  move  the  Second 
Beading  of  this  Bill,  and  I  am  glad  to 
know  that  for  the  Motion  I  shall  have 
the  support  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. I  am  moving  in  this  matter  on 
behalf  of  a  Society  started  some  three 
or  four  years  ago  to  prevent  cruelty  to 
children  in  the  direction  set  forth  in 
the  Bill. 

Motion  mode,  and  QueBtioa  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Ifr.  Mundtlla.) 

Thb  ATIOBNET  GENEBAL  (Sir 
B.  Wbbstkr,  Isle  of  Wight) :  In  as- 
senting to  the  Second  Beading  I  would 
suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
that  the  Oommittee  stage  should  be 
postponed  for  about  a  fortnight,  on  the 
ground  that  in  some  respects  the  mea- 
sure goes  too  far,  and  its  provisions  will 
have  to  be  carefully  considered.  We 
derire  to  see  an  Act  passed  which  will 
deal  with  existing  evils,  and  I  dare  say 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Member  post- 
pones  the  Oommittee  stage  for  some 
Jf*-.  TmUntoi* 
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time  we  shall  be  able  to  meet  him  on 
some  of  the  points  of  difficult  in  the 
Bill, 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday  2Sth  April. 

POOR  IN  LAHQB  TOWNS. 

Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  to 
Question. —  [3nd  April.] 

Mb.  BABTLEY  :  Oannot  some  ar- 
rangement be  made  for  taking  this  ad- 
journed debate  ?  It  is  a  matter  of 
great  importance,  a  great  number  of 
Members  being  interested  in  it.  As 
yet  only  four  or  five  private  Members 
have  had  a  chance  of  speaking  on  it. 
It  is  quite  as  important  a  matter  as 
some  of  those  for  which  days  have 
been  fixed. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  Thurs- 
day next. 

MOTION. 


EMIURATIQN. 
*Mb.  BITOHIE  rose  to  move- 

"That  a  Select  Uommittes  be  appointed  to 
inqaira  into  varioiis  Bchames  whioh  have  bean 

SropOBfid  to  Her  Majesty's  Qavamment  to 
loiiitale  BmigrHUon  from  the  ooogeated 
dutricts  of  tbs  United  Kingdom  to  ths  Britiah 
Colonies  or  elsewhere  ;  to  examine  into  the  re- 
salls  of  any  Schemea  which  hare  received 
prootioal  trial  in  recent  years,  and  to  report 
eranerallv  whether  in  their  opinion  it  ia  de- 
airable  that  further  facilities  shoald  be  given 
to  promote  Emigration  ;  and,  if  to,  upon  the 
means  bv  and  the  conditiona  nnder  whioh  anch 
Emigration  can  beat  be  oarried  out,  and  the 
qoartara  to  which  it  can  most  advantageonaly 
be  directed." 

Db.  TANNEH  (Oork  County,  Mid) : 
I  object. 

Tub  OHANOELLOB  of  thb  EX- 
OHEQTJEB  (Mr.  Gosohss,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  rose  to  make  an  appeal 
to  the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw  his 
objection. 

Db.  tanner  :  I  object. 

The  Motion,  therefore,  was  not  pat. 
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BEPKESEafTATITB  PEEK  FOB 
IRELAND. 
Earl  of  PortarlinK^ia's  Claim  to  vote 
for  BepresentatiTe  Peers  for  Ireland — 
Ordered  and  Directed,  That  a  Certificate 
be  sent  bj  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliameots 
to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland, 
stating  that  the  Lord  Chanoellor  of  the 
United  King^dom  has  reported  to  the 
House  of  Lords  that  the  right  of  the 
Earl  of  Portarltngten  to  vote  at  the 
elections  of  Representative  Peers  for 
Ireland  has  been  established  to  the  satis- 
faction of  him,  the  said  Lord  Ohan- 
oellor;  and  that  the  House  of  Lords  has 
ordered  such  Report  to  be  sent  to  the 
said  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland ;  and 
it  is  hereby  also  Ordered,  "That  the 
said  Report  of  the  said  Lord  Chancellor 
be  sent  -to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in 
Ireland." 

ELBMBNTAET      BDDOATION      PROVI- 
SIONAL   ORDER     CONFIRMATION 
(ACTON,    to.)    BILL— (No.  19.) 
Read  2'  (aooording  to  order). 

DRAINAGE    AND    IMPROVEMENT   OP 

LANDS    (IRELAND)    PROVISIONAL 

OBDEB  BILL.— (No.  32.) 

Read  2*    (according  to   order),    and 

ordered  to  be  committed  to  a  Committee 

of  the  Whole  House  on  Honda;  next. 

EDUCATION  CODE. 

'Lose  NORTON,  in  xisiag  to  call 
attention  to  the  Education  Coda  jnst 
issued,  and  to  move  a  Resolution,  said : 

TOL.  COCXXXIV.    [THtao  bbbib8.1 


l&y  Lords,  the  Education  Code  which 
hu  just  been  issued  is  a  sample  of 
the  danger  of  departmental  by-legis- 
lation. A  subject  once  handed  over 
to  departmental  legislation  ceases  to 
have  much  attention  or  serious  con- 
sideration from  Parliament  ever  after. 
If  that  Code  lies  unchallenged  a  few 
weeks  longer  on  the  Table  it  will  become 
law.  There  is  additional  danger  in 
the  annual  revisions  of  the  Education 
Code,  which  lead  successive  MinisterB 
to  signalize  their  tenure  of  office  by 
constant  changes.  I  myself  first 
codified  the  Minutes  of  Council  40 
years  ago,  since  which  there  have  been 
the  Revised  Code,  the  Sandon  Code, 
the  Mnndella  Code,  and  now  this  Code, 
which  is  more  important,  as  it  is  based 
upon,  and  pretends  to  adopt,  the  con- 
clusions from  three  years'  inquiry  by  a 
Royal  Commission.  Such  a  revision 
might  promise  some  permauen^,  but 
for  the  now  developing  local  Govem- 
ment,  which  portends  a  further  and 
more  radical  reform.  I  do  not  propose 
discussing  the  whole  Code,  but  a  prin- 
ciple which  pervades  if,  of  acknowledged 
miBohief,  vhiohit  only  proposes  par- 
tially to  correct.  That  principle  is  a 
variable  State  aid  of  education  instead 
of  a  seoure  provision  of  its  requisite 
means.  The  ^stem  of  precarious  support 
is  thus  described  by  one  of  the  highest 
authorities — 

"  A  diatribntioii  of  grants  to  each  achool  on 
elaboT&te  and  minute  coaditiooe  contained  in 
ersT-ohajiging  Minates  of  the  Departmant,  the 
fulfilment  of  which  is  vorifled  by  an  annual  in- 
■peotion,  on  the  report  o(  vluoh  the  amonnt  of 
■upport  to  be  given  for  the  past  year  i» 
announced  to  the  maoagen,  Hnmmed  Dp  in 
itema,  and  auessed  on  indiTidoal  pauea  in  the 
ezanunatian.  On  thia  afstem  the  manager* 
of  OUT  national  achools  beoame  contnotors 
with  Goveniment  tor  Mitaln  aaholaBtio  letnlls, 
and  on  their  deliverj  of  co  manj  pasnt  on  a 
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priced  catalogaa  of  sntnectt,  the  TrsBiury  haa 
Dothing  to  do  but  lo  add  np  the  bill  and  ^ts  a 
cheqae  for  the  amount." 

Exptttdt  qwt  lihrat  has  become  the  test 
of  tbo  worth  of  any  Eduoation  Oode, 
even  Bmoug  leading  men.  Tbs  Oom- 
miBBiODers  summarize  on  this  point  the 
evidence  of  the  teachers,  the  evidence 
of  the  managers,  and  the  eridenoe  of 
the  Inapeotors.  The  summaiy  of  the 
toaehers'  evidenoe  is — 


iiutmcljoii  boa  csuaed  neglect  of  impi»tant 
Hubjecta  not  comprised  in  the  catalogue  of 
Hubjecta  paid  for ;  throws  aside  dull  children 
of  no  proflt  in  the  account;  has  aubstitated  an 
evanescent  cram  of  memory  for  the  permanent 
development  of  intelligence ;  and  has  led  to 
mechanical  methods  of  teaching  calculated 
merely  to  win  the  gi«nta." 
The  managers'  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject, although  ia  favour  of  indiTidiial 
examinations  to  guide  the  judgment 
of  tfaeluBpeotor  in  his  Report,  ia  unani- 
mous agamat  assessing  grants  upon  the 
detailed  results  of  tbose  examinations, 
and  they  use  the  expression  that  it  has 
"  killed  intelligence  "  in  our  system  of 
eduoation.  As  to  the  Inspectors,  they 
agree  that  the  system  leads  all  conoemed 
to  teim  their  sails  to  meet  the  examina- 
tion, rather  than  to  develop  education, 
and  that  knowledge  so  imparted  was  soon 
lost.  Mr.  Matthew  Arnold,  one  of  the 
highest  of  our  Inspectors,  attributes  the 
oomparatirely  more  intelligent  teaching 
in  other  countries  to  the  absence  of  any 
such  system ;  and  he  goes  so  far  as  to 
■ay  that  the  evil  is  so  rooted  that  there 
is  no  escape  but  by  entire  change.  The 
Oommissioners  themselves  ooo^ss  their 
disappointment  from  the  evidence  that 
thou^,  under  the  present  system,  the 
TSBults  of  examination  might  appear 
aatisfaotory,  the  children  lost  with  ex- 
traordinary rapidity  after  leaving  school 
the  knowledge  which  had  been  so 
laboriously  and  expensively  imparted. 
From  all  these  premisses,  my  liordB,  I 
do  think  that  it  is  on  extraordinary  oon- 
flliuiOD  that  the  Farliamentary  grant 
flhould  not  be  wholly,  but  only  partially, 
freed  from  such  a  system  of  distribu- 
tion. Two  reasons  are  asa^food — 
one,    that   its   abolition   would   incur 

rver  evils,  which  the  Oommismoners 
not  describe,  and,  to  me,  are  inoon- 
oeivable ;    the  other,  that   Parliament 
would  not  continue  so  large  a  grant 
without  satisfying  itsdf  that  the  quality 
Ztrilfortm 


of  the  education  ^ven  justified  the  ex- 
penditure. It  was  the  original  ideairf 
this  payment  on  results  to  tempt  Pallia- 
ment  to  vote  money  by  an  apparentfsW 
pro  quo.  Now  Parliament  requires  no 
tempting,  but  has  become  profuse  u 
this  expenditure ;  and,  as  the  resnlta 
obtained  by  this  mode  of  payment  are 
proved  to  be  greatly  damaged  by  it 
there  is  no  reason  for  withholding 
from  Parliament  the  better  reaalta  and 
higher  quality  of  eduoation  which  it 
might  have  for  its  expendilore.  For 
these  two  worthless  reasons  the  new 
edition  of  the  Code  proposes  only  to  in- 
crease the  fixed  part  of  the  grant  from 
48.  6d.  to  12s.,  leaving  the  rest  to  be 
won  by  hazards  as  heretofore — a  sbiUing 
for  this  and  sixpence  for  that.  The 
most  attractive  part  of  our  national  edn- 
cation  will  still  be  a  speculation  in  this 
lottery.  The  chief  attention,  even  of 
managers,  will  still  be  devoted  to  earn- 
ing the  variable  income  to  cover  tb«r 
already  incurred  expenses.  The  subjects 
not  paid  for — religious  instruction,  for 
instuice — will  still  be  neglected,  dull 
children  will  continue  valueless,  and  aH 
the  acknowledged  evils  of  the  system 
will  infect  the  whole  for  the  useless 
retention  of  a  part  of  it.  If  asked  what 
is  to  be  done,  the  answer  of  the  whole 
world  comes  to  that  challenge.  We  are 
the  only  nation  which  pays  for  national 
education  in  such  a  way.  There  is  no 
other  nation,  there  is  no  Oolony  of  tlii> 
oountrj  which  attempts  to  maintain  a 
syBtem  of  national  ednoation  by  a  prS' 
carious  offer  to  managers  to  win  prues. 
In  the  United  States  the  plan  is, 
out  of  a  Oommon  School  Fund,  to  m^e 
distribution  to  the  various  school  dis- 
tricts in  the  country  according  to  the 
population  and  the  rateable  value  of  the 
district.  The  Seport  makes  a  calonlo- 
tioQ  that  the  present  average  amount  of 
the  prizes  woo  is  about  £1  per  bead- 
Why  not  take  that  figure,  and  make  it 
a  normal  capitation  grant,  somewhat 
more  or  less  according  to  population 
and  character  of  locahtj,  so  that  the 
managers  may  know  what  means  they 
have  to  put  to  the  best  purpose?  Of 
course,  that  must  be  done  here,  as  in 
other  oountriea,  on  the  condition  that 
continued  recognition  of  the  school  by 
the  Qovemment  depends  on  any  defeat 
reported  by  the  Inspeotonfbaing  as  sooa 
as  possible  corrected.  I  snow  tbeie  it 
of  ear  in  some  minds  that  the  Inqteetots 
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would  hardly  dare  to  make  strict  and 
true  Beporta  in  cases  which  might  ia- 
Tolve  the  diemieeal  and  mia  of  tsachers ; 
but  that  fear  is  proved  to  be  foundation- 
leas  by  experience  in  our  own  country. 
In  London  and  in  other  of  our  laree 
towns  the  School  Boards  have  already 
found  from  the  evils  of  the  present 
BTstem  that  it  was  better  to  throw  upon 
the  rates  the  fluctuations  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary grant,  and  to  assume  for  them- 
selTfls  a  fixed  system  for  the  support  of 
their  schools,  though  it  obliges  them  to 
have  another  set  of  Inspectors  by  the 
side  of  the  Government  Inspectors.  From 
the  Beport  of  their  own  Inspector  upon 
the  general  conduct  of  the  school  they 
see  to  any  defects  being  remedied,  even 
if  that  has  involved  the  dismissal  or 
the  degradation  of  a  teacher.  No  diffi- 
culty whatever  is  experienced.  These 
Boards  will  not  saorifioe  the  interests  of 
the  school  for  the  sake  of  incompetent 
teaohers.  I  want  to  point  out,  in  the 
next  place,  that  even  the  increased  fixed 
grant,  which  I  consider  a  very  great 
improvement,  is  spoilt  in  this  Code,  by 
making  it  on  a  triple  scale  of  graduation, 
according  to  the  Insjwctot's  discrimi- 
nation of  the  merit  of  each  school.  We 
have  not  here  to  form  an  opinion ;  we 
have  proof  that  such  graduation  of  merit 
is  wrong.  It  has  been  tried  and  failed. 
The  plan  of  attempting  to  mitigate  the 
vril  of  payment  by  results  by  a  merit 
grant  has  already  failed.  The  Inspeo* 
tors,  by  bad  habit,  assessed  it  like  the 
rest  on  particular  results  instead  of 
on  general  conduct,  and  all  confessed 
that  it  was  impossible  to  draw  the  line 
between  tbe  comparaMve  grades  of 
merit  fairly  and  satisfactorily.  National 
Bohool  education  cannot  be  a  competitive 
aystem.  If  it  were,  the  race  would  be 
unfair  between  a  village  school  in  Wilt- 
shire and  a  town  school  in  Manchester, 
and  the  one  of  hardest  work  and  moat 
needing  aid  would  get  the  least.  This 
consideration  shows  the  third  and  last 
blot  I  wish  to  point  out  in  the  Oodi 
While  it  offers  a  small  bonus  to  ill-de- 
fined poor  schools,  which  by-the-bye,  it 
neutralixes  by  requiring  a  la^er  staff, 
tlte  same  enrriculum  is  held  out  for  a 
Tural  and  a  town  school;  and  the 
Assessment  of  prizes  attaches  the  highest 
rewards  to  what  is  onattainable  by 
-the  poorer  schools.  It  would  be  a 
better  plan  to  invert  the  soale  of  priaeB, 
if  we  are  to  have  prises  at  all,  and  to 


^ve  the  higher  prises  to  the  lower  sub- 
jects. It  would  be  better  if  there  were 
higher  fees  for  specific  subjects,  which 
are  chiefly  taught  to  richer  ohildren,  and 
at  the  same  time  free  exhibitions  for  poor 
children  able  to  go  to  the  higher  snb- 
jecta.  It  is  absurd  to  offer  all  an  equally 
free  education.  Free  education  means 
that  everybody  should  pay  equally, 
whether  they  make  use  of  the  schools 
for  their  children  or  not.  There  should 
be  some  proportion  between  the  advan- 
tage derived  from  the  schools  and  the 
money  which  is  paid  for  them  ;  and,  as 
the  richer  ohildren  who  go  in  for  higher 
subjects  have  richer  empToymenta  before 
them,  there  can  be  no  injustice  in  their 
being  required  to  pay  more  towards  the 
pnbho  aid  which  they  receive,  giving 
poorer  ohildren  the  advantage  of  exhi- 
bitions, and  the  poorest  only  exemption 
from  fees.  There  are  many  other  points 
the  Code  to  which  attention  might  be 
drawn,  but  I  do  not  wish  to  trespass 
further  now  on  your  Lordships'  time. 
This  Code  has  been  laid  some  time 
upon  the  Table,  and  in  a  few  weeks 
will  become  law.  I  have  only  raised 
one  point,  but  it  is  a  vital  one— -a 
point  of  principle,  a  point  which  affects 
the  whole  system,  and  I  maintain  that 
unless  the  system  is  entirely  changed 
the  best  use  of  our  enormoua  expendi- 
ture on  education  cannot  be  obtained. 

Uoved  to  reaolvB,  "  That  the  nsw  Edomtion 
CSode  ii  defective  in  retaining  &.ay  Tarisble 
grant*  to  Khoota,  meeting  any  report  of 
inefGoisDoy  by  wiQidrttwiiiK  or  reducing  Uie 
meanB  of  efficienoy,  instead  of  seouringadeqiuite 
meani  of  efficiency  and  makinft  the  oorrection 
of  any  inefficiency  a  conditian  of  continued 
recogsitioQ  :  aUo,  in  gradimtuiK  the  incrsaBsd 
filed  granta  od  b  scate  of  a^nudged  merit, 
limilar  to  that  which  has  jost  be  proved  im- 
practioabla  ;  also,  in  oontinoing  to  maka  graati 
on  the  same  terms  and  standard*  to  schools  of 
diBaimilHroircuroatancw.''— [r*<£iiTJ  Mbrlon.) 

*VisoouHT  OHANBEOOK;  My  noble 
Friend  is  always  strong  in  the  opinions 
which  he  entertains,  and  having  pro- 
tested alone  in  the  Boyal  Oommiseion,  he 
now  repeats  his  protest  He  is,  in  faot, 
an  Athon**iiit  eonlra  mimJwm  in  support 
of  his  views.  I  do  not  think  it  will  be 
necessary  to  discuss  the  question  raJaed 
by  my  noble  Friend  of  payment  by 
results.  I  am  not  called  upon  to  defend 
that  system,  and  I  am  not,  like  my  noble 
Friend,  going  to  oondamn  it,  but  I  feel 
sure  that  an  attempt  to  hoodwink  Par- 
liament  and   the    country  was   never 
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the  conditaoa  ol  the  Tariotu  sohools,  and 
seeing  which  of  these  several  grants 
should  be  made.  Let  mo  refer  for  a 
moment  to  one  of  the  chief  ones,  th» 
I6b.  6d.  grant.  There  has  been  a  great 
desire  that  if  draviog  should  not  be 
made  oompulaory,  every  effort,  at  least, 
should  be  made  to  spread  it  tlurouf  hout 
the  country.  Therefore,  in  the  larger 
schools  we  have  made  it  a  oocdition  that 
to  obtain  the  15s.  6d.  grant  drawing 
should  be  efiFectively  taueht.  In  other 
schools,  where  the  numbers  are  not 
suffloientlj  great  to  afford  an  efBoieat 
staff,  though  w8  have  not  made  it  ft 
Dondition,  still  we  desire  that  drawings 
should  be  encouraged  in  every  way ; 
aad  being  under  the  Science  and  Art 
Department,  what  will  be  given  will  be 
Bomething  beyond  the  ITs.  (id.  to  which 
the  Government  are  confined  by  the 
Education  Act  of  1876.  Uy  noble 
Friend  says  that  this  Departmental  legis- 
lation is  much  to  be  deprecated.  I  an 
not  responsible  for  that  mode  of  dealing 
with  eduoatioual  law.  If,  year  after 
year,  an  Act  of  Parliament  had  to  be 
obtained  for  altering  the  Oode,  anyone 
may  im^ne  what  enormous  difficultiea 
would  bare  to  be  encountered.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  Oode,  as  my  nohle 
Friend  has  shown,  can  ha  assailed  upon 
any  point  which  anyone  chose  to  take 
up.  There  would,  no  donbt,  be  a  diffl* 
culty  in  doing  this  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, but  in  your  Lordships'  House 
thereis  none,  because  we  hare  abundance 
of  time,  and  whenever  ray  nobis  Friend 
wishesto  attack  the  Code  he  can  certainly 
do  so.  Uy  noble  Friend  says  that  £1 
ought  to  be  given  for  every  child  in 
every  school  of  the  country.  The  limit 
which  can  be  givoa  is  17a.  6d.  No  donbt 
17s.  6d.  is  only  a  limit  where  it  is  not 
met  by  other  resources  of  the  school ; 
but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is  practioally 
the  limit  for  many  schools.  That  being 
so,  we  cannot,  of  course,  deal  with  the 
question  in  the  way  my  noble  Friend 
desires.  And  now  a  few  words  as  to 
what  is  a  variable  and  invariable  grant. 
I  do  not  know  whether  your  Ixirqships 
have  read  my  noble  Friend's  Beeolntion. 
It  is  not  in  my  opinion  easy  to  construe. 
What  I  understand  my  noble  Friend  to 
want  is  that  there  should  be  a  uniform 
grant,  a  fixed  amount,  whether  the 
school  is  bad  or  good ;  but  that  if  a 
school  is  backward  acd  does  not  make 
up  the  defioieooies  pointed  out  by  tha 


thousht  of  by  my  noble  Friend  Lord 
Shrrbrooke,  who  was  the  author  of  that 
system.  Uy  noble  Friend  was  not 
likely  to  do  anything  underhand  or  mis- 
leadioK  in  any  way.  I  am  quite  sure 
my  noble  Friend  was  anxious  to  make 
education  as  good  as  possible  in  the 
country,  and  he  tried  a  great  experi- 
ment which  has  not  failed  to  confer 
great  benefits  on  the  country.  A  systom 
has  grown  up  under  which  we  ascertain 
fairly  well  what  every  child  in  the 
schools  has  learned.  If  a  new  system 
is  introduced  I  am  quite  sure  that  the 
Inspectors  would  be  influenced  by  the 
one  which  preceded  it.  It  might  be  said 
with  truth  of  the  Commission  itself,  and 
the  evidence  upon  which  they  founded 
their  Beport,  that  the  bias  was  strongly 
against  trusting  altogether  to  individual 
examination.  They  were  acxious  that 
a  much  wider  view  should  be  taken  with 
regard  to  the  sohools  of  the  country, 
and  that  the  Inspectors  should  be  at 
liberty,  while  they  did  not  neglect  the 
child,  to  look  at  the  condition  of  the 
school  itself  and  all  the  circumstances 
which  surrounded  it ;  that  they  should 
test  it  as  far  as  could  be  teeted,  as  it 
used  to  be  to  some  extent  before  1862 ; 
and  that  th^  should  take  upon  them- 
selves to  examine  the  whole  system  of 
a  school,  and,  as  far  as  might  be,  its 
moral  tone  and  all  conditions  con- 
nected with  it,  and  upon  that  base  their 
Seport  to  the  Department,  which  should 
decide,  not  merely  upon  the  opinion  of 
the  Inspector,  but  upon  the  facts  he  re- 
ported. The  Oommission  recommended 
that  the  sum  of  10s.  should  he  sub- 
stituted for  the  4b.  6d.  granted  under 
the  present  system,  and  that  was  to  be 
in  their  view  a  fixed  grant.  But  when 
the  Department  came  to  consider  that 
question,  we  saw  that  lOs.  would  not 
exactly  meet  the  requirements,  because 
it  wotdd  not  leave  a  sufficient  balance 
forthe  results  of  individual  examination, 
and  because  we  felt  also  that  there  need 
be  no  examinations  in  Standards  I.  and 
II.  already  given  up  in  Scotland. 
Now,  my  noble  Friend  says  that  the 
principle  of  the  Ck>de  is  competition. 
But  that  ie  not  so,  inasmuch  as,  under 
competition,  one  person  gains  a  prize  of 
which  another  is  deprived.  All  schools 
will  obtain  the  grant  who  fulfil  the  condi- 
tions, and  attain  the  required  standard. 
The  principle,  no  doubt,  will  be  laid 
down  by  the  Department  of  estimating 
Viteeitiit  Crtmhrooi 
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Iiiflpeotor  it  should  oeaie  to  be  recog- 
nized. Therefore  upon  the  oemBlioQ  of 
reuo^ition  the  QeTerament  grant  would 
be  withdrawn. 

*LoKD  KOBTON :  Not  immediatelf. 

•ViBOounT  ORANBKOOK:  The  grant 
would  not  cease  immediately,  bnt  the 
'Oohool  would  oease  to  be  reoogniced. 
Now  the  present  propoeal  is  that  there 
should  be  a-  minimum  grant  of  12s., 
-which  could  not  be  withdrawn  withont 
13  montha' notioe.  Therefore  the  school 
wonld  hare  more  than  12  months  to  put 
dtself  in  a  position  to  retain  the  I2b. 
Hy  noble  Friend  most  see  that  that  is 
fi  considerable  adTontage,  and  in  oon- 
ibrraity  with  hii  own  desire  so  far  aa 
it  goea.  The  Inspectors,  no  doabt, 
will,  aa  hitherto,  gire  fair  oonsidera- 
tioQ  to  the  oironmatanoeB  of  the 
whool  and  the  dasa  of  children 
coining  to  it.  I  oannot  see  a  great 
difference  between  the  present  system 
and  a  system  giving  what  my  noble 
Friend  calls  a  fiz^  and  invariable 
-amount,  if  that  amount  is  to  depend  on 
the  decision  of  the  inspector  just  as  it 
would  in  the  case  of  the  smaller  sum. 
It  ceases  to  be  a  fixed  grant  just  as  the 
«ther  ceases  it  the  conditions  are  not 
fulfilled.  I  do  not  say  that  I  look  for- 
ward with  certainty  to  the  suooess  of 
this  Code,  but  I  do  look  forward  to  it 
with  expectation  and  satisfaction,  because 
it  meets  the  wishes  of  many  most  deeply 
interested  in  the  question.  The  Bayal 
Ckimmission  was  composed  of  two  portiea, 
4nd  there  were  two  Beports,  but  upon 
the  points  which   the  Department  has 

taken  up  the  Commission  was  prac- 
licelly  unanimous.  And  here  I  wish 
-to  pay  my  acknowledgments  to  the 
<7ommis8ion  for  the  enormous  labour 
and  diligence  that  it  applied  to  its  task, 
«nd  especially  to  my  noble  Friend  who 
was  good  enough  to  take  the  Chair  (Lord 
OioBs),  and  give  himself  to  the  work 
with  an  industry  and  intelligenae  which 
«ansot  be  over-estimated.  But  that 
being  so,  I  think  I  may  put  it  to 
jour  Lordships  with  some  confidence 
itfaat,  as  our  legislation  is  founded  upon 
the  recommendations  of  that  Committee, 
it  may  fairly  be  aooepted  primd  faeie, 
unless  there  is  something  very  objec- 
tionable io  it.  The  only  point  before  the 
House  at  this  time  is  whether  or  not 
jour  Lordships  wish  that  one  invariable 
«um  should  be  giv-m  to  every  school  in 
the  country^  whaterer  its  oooditioa  and 


efiSdency  at  the  time,  or  that  there 
should  be  the  conditions  which  the 
Department  propose,  and  that  the  grant 
should  not  depend,  as  before,  solely 
on  the  proGoienoy  on  examination  of 
particular  children.  The  Inspector  a' 
aaty  will  be  qaite  a  different  one 
from  that  of  examining  the  children. 
He  will  have  to  satisfy  himself  as  to 
the  general  condition  of  the  school,  of 
the  class,  and  of  the  child;  and  that 
the  children  are  brought  up  in  good 
manners  and  habits  of  obedience.  It 
ia  the  character  of  the  school  as  well 
as  the  mere  learning  that  is  to  be  taken 
into  account.  I  do  not  wish  to  occupy 
time  by  reading,  bnt  in  the  instructions 
to  the  Inspectors,  pven  in  the  Code 
itself,  it  is  provided  that — 

"  The  Inspector  will  bakt  in  mind,  in  reoom- 
msndin^  a.  geaenl  gi&ot,  the  reaultB  of  any 
Tiait*  without  DOtiCG  made  in  the  coune  of  the 
lohool  year,  and  will  not  interfare  with  uiy 
method  of  organization  ad^ted  in  «  tnuoing 
college  under  inipection  if  it  ia  saticfaolorily 
CAcried  out  in  the  ichool.  To  meat  the  requinn 
menta  reipecting  di«cipline,  the  manafen  and 
teachers  will  be  SKpectM  to  utiaty  the  Inapeotor 
that  all  reiuanable  care  ia  taken  in  the  orainarj 
management  of  Uie  achool,  to  bring  ap  the 
childran  in  habita  of  punctuality,  of  good 
maonera  and  lauf^oaga,  ofdeanlinesa  and  neat> 
neaa,  and  alao  to  impreaa  upon  the  children  the 
cheerful  obedience  to  duty,  of  coniideratian  and 
reapect  for  othera,  and  of  honour  and  truthful- 
neai  in  word  and  act.  The  Inspector  will  also 
aatiafy  himaelf  that  the  teacher  hat  not  ondolj 
preaaed  those  who  are  dull  and  delicate  in 
preparation  for  eiamiiiation  at  any  time  of  the 
year ;  and  that  in  cUsntyiag  them  for  initruo- 
tion  regaid  haa  been  paid  to  their  health,  their 
ago,  and  their  mental  capacity,  aa  well  aa  to 
their  due  progreas  in  learning.'' 

I  would  point  out  to  your  Lordships  that 
there  might  be  many  cases  in  which  a 
good  school  might  not  pass  the  number 
of  children  required,  and  it  would  be  A 
great  hardship  that  a  school  which  was 
really  better  in  its  general  oharactOT 
should  be  in  a  worse  position  than 
another  which  was  really  in  an 
inferior  condition  of  general  efficiency. 
Hy  Lords,  I  think  I  have  dwelt  on  ul 
the  paints  to  which  my  noble  Friend  re- 
ferred, and  I  have  no  OMire  to  extend  the 
discussioa  into  the  Code  itself.  If  my 
noble  Friend  wishes  at  any  time  to  bring 
forward  the  larger  question  of  the  whcde 
Code,  we  shall  be  prepared  to  meet 
him;  but  in  regard  to  tbe  present  point, 
which  is  a  very  narrow  one,  we  believe 
that  the  Commission  were  right  in 
thinking  that  there  should  be  a  gradn* 
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ated  scale  of  effloieno;,  and  that  a  good 
Tillage  aohool  and  a  good  town  Bohool 
Bhoiud  each  have  a  good  grant. 

Earl  BEACJOHAMP:  The  noble 
Yiecount  haa  referred  to  the  Inspectors. 
May  I  ask  my  noble  Friend  whether 
lie  will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  oopy  of 
tba  InBtruotions  to  the  Inspectors,  be- 
oanae  I  think  unless  that  is  done  we 
are  very  imperfectly  informed  as  to  the 
whole  scheme  of  the  Code. 

*Vi30oniTT  CE  ANBROOK  :  I  think  the 
Doble  Lord  is  a  little  mistakan.  I  re- 
ferred to  the  instructions  to  the  In- 
spectors in  the  Code  itaelf.  With  regard 
to  the  instruBtions  which  may  be  giren 
hereafter  to  the  Inspectors,  it  is  not 
usual  to  give  those  iastruotions  until  the 
Code  is  established,  because  they  may 
become  absolutely  useless  if  the  Code 
takes  a  different  form. 

Earl  BEAVCHA^U!?  :  Hy  suggestion 
applied  not  to  the  instructions  wbiohmy 
noble  Friend  read  from  the  Code,  but 
those  U>  which  he  referred  at  the  com- 
mencement of  his  speech  as  being 
necessary  to  the  proper  underatanding 
of  the  Code. 

*Eabl  FORTESOUE:  I  think  this 
Code  is  a  great  improvement  on 
its  predecessors  in  various  respecte. 
I  think  the  very  humane  provi- 
sion that  no  deduction  below  12s. 
should  take  place  for  a  year  is  a  very 
great  improvement.  I  doubt  whether 
sufficient  allowance  is  always  made  for 
the  very  great  disadvantage  in  which 
schools  in  sparsely-inhabiteddistrictBare 
placed  as  regards  attendance  in  bad 
whether.  I  know  of  one  case  in  which 
two  children  returning  from  school 
across  a  bleak  and  exposed  tract  were 
oat  off  from  their  home  by  a  snow-drift, 
and  it  was  only  by  Heaven's  mercy  that 
they  wars  discovered  before  being  frozen 
to  death.  That  is  only  an  illastration  of 
the  difGculties  of  insisting  upon  regular 
attendance  in  Dchools  so  situate.  It  is 
essential  that  very  great  allowance 
should  be  made  in  the  case  of  children 
who  have  to  go  long  distances  across 
bleak  tracts  to  school.  There  is  nothing 
more  irrational  than  the  system  which 
formerly  existed  of  requiring  a  ohild  to 
be  presented  in  higher  standard  at 
the  end  of  the  year  in  the  same  subjects 
as  that  in  which  it  had  been  presented, 
not  passed,  before,  and  I  am  gratified 
that  a  little  common  sense  has  been 
applied  to  that  rule,  which  has  been  a 
Viteeunt  Oranhroot 
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fertile  source  of  over-prassurs.     I  agree 
with  the  noble  yiaoount  as  to  the  g^reat 
advantage   of  drawing,  and  it  does   not 
seem  to  meet  the  requirement  that  in 
large  schools  the  boys  should  be  ade- 
quately   instructed  in  drawing     is     at 
all     an     unreasonable    one.       Besides, 
drawing  has  the  further  advantag'e  oi 
developing  intelligence  while  affording 
rest  to  the  brain  from  the  inj  urioua  attain 
upon  it,  too  often  caused  bj  the  general 
undue    number   of    hours    devoted     to 
mental     study.      I    still     woold    wish, 
without    going    the    whole   way   with 
mv  noble  Friend,  that  there  were   leas 
of  fluctuations  in  the  amount  awarded 
in  particular  years  in  order  to  diminiah 
the    amount    of    annual    anxiety     to 
managers  and  teachers,  which  wUl   be 
still  left  under  the  present  Code — anxiety 
which,  in  the  case  of  female  teachers 
especially,   is  often  found   not  only  to 
affect  their  health,    but   also  in    some 
degree    their   efficiency    in   teaohing. 
But,  on  the  whole,  I  feel  grateful  to  the 
noble  Tiscount   who  presides  over  the 
Education  Department  for  having  so  far 
followed  the  recommendation  of  the  ver^ 
able  and  indefatigable    Commissioners. 


LUNACY  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILU 
Bead  3*  (aoootding  to  order)  :  Amend- 
ments made;  Bill  passed,    and  sent  to 
the  Commons. 

AEMT  (ANNUAL)  BILL.— (No  36.) 
House  in  Committee  (acoording  to 
order). 
Clause  4. 
•Loan  THEING :  My  Lords,  in 
rising  to  move  the  omission  of  this 
clause  I  need  give  but  a  very  short 
explanation.  Under  the  Army  Act, 
1881,  a  particular  distinction  is  drawn 
between  breaches  of  discipline  and 
crimes,  as  I  will  call  them — namely, 
offences  which  the  Act  designates  as  of 
an  immoral,  dishonest,  and  flagrant 
character,  and  it  provides  for  distinction 
to  be  made  in  the  treatment  of  the  two 
classes  of  offences.  Accordingly,  the 
prisoner  committed  for  a  purely  mili- 
tary offence  goee  to  a  military  prison, 
and  the  prisoner  convicted  of  crime  goea 
to  a  civil  prison.  Tbe  effect  is  tre- 
mendously diff'Brent.  The  one  man 
coming  out   is  untainted  by  what 
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ordinarily  called  crime,  and  can  go 
to  some  Tsapeotable  sort  of  labour ; 
the  other  asBociates  with  burglars 
and  men  of  worse  description,  and  is 
tainted  with  the  character  of  a  gaol- 
bird, and  hiB  future  career  utterly 
ruined.  The  effect  of  this  olauee  is  to 
entirely  reverse  the  humane  proviaioa  I 
hare  referred  to,  and  to  convert  what  is 
apurely  military  offence  into  a  crime. 
Wneu  I  referred  to  this  matter  on  the 
Second  Seading  of  the  Bill,  I  failed  to 
extract  from  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
HarnB)  any  reason  for  the  alteration. 
He  told  me  that  the  submiBsiou  of  sen- 
tenoee  to  the  Judge  Advocate  would  pre- 
vent any  injustice  being  done.  No  one 
is  readier  than  I  am  to  admit  the  great 
ability  of  the  Judge  Advocate,  but  I 
may  remind  my  noble  Friend  that  the 
of&ce  of  Judge  Advocate  is  to  judge 
of  the  legality  of  the  crime  ;  he  has  no 
powerwhatever  to  give  any  authoritative 
opinion  upon  the  severity  or  otherwise 
<a  a  sentence.  I  will  read  whatwossaid 
b^  Lord  Bandolph  Churohill's  Com- 
mittee on  this  subject — 

"  Toot  Committee  enterttua  s  strouir  opinioa 
Uut  loine  high  legal  authority  satiiily  inde- 
pendent  of  the  military  authorities  ohould  be 
sjipoiated  to  secure  the  doe  admin iitration  of 
inilitsry  justice  aod  the  proper  protection  of 
the  priyate  soldier,  in  whose  lotereata  the  office 
of  Judge  Advocate  waa  created  by  Parlianieat.'i 

I  trust  your  Lordships  will  not  pass  this 
clause,  which  would  allow  a  man  to  be 
branded  with  disgrace  tor  the  very 
offence  which  the  Act  declares  is  not  of 
"an  immoral,  dishonest,  shameful,  or 
criminal  oharanter,"  and  I  hope  that,  at 
any  rate  before  such  a  law  comes  into 
operation,  the  Government  will  appoint 
that  "  high  legal  authority,"  whose 
duty  it  will  be,  independently  of  the 
military  authorities,  to  protect  the  pri- 
vate soldier. 

Uoved,  as  an  Amendment,  "That 
Olauee  4  be  omitted." — (Z!4*  Lord 
TMing.) 

•The  under  8ECBETAET  of 
STATE  FOB  WAR  (Lord  Habeis)  :  I 
trust  your  Lordships  will  approve  of  the 
inclusion  of  this  clause  iq  the  Army 
(Annual)  Act,  and  I  think  when  I  show 
your  Lordships  what  are  the  crimes  for 
which  it  is  proposed  that  a  man  shall  be 
sent  to  a  civil  prison   instead  of  to  a 


that  a  man  of  the  character  ia  question 
should  be  for  as  short  a  time  as  possible 
in  the  comradeship  of  soldiers.  These 
are  the  words  of  ihs  Qeneral  Order  of 
1887,  paragraph  99 — 

"  A  sentence  that  amoimts  to,  or  exceeds,  one 
year's  imprisooment  should  be  imposed  only  in 
M«es  of  disgracefol  conduct  of  an  aDaataral 
bind,  groM  Tioleiice  to  superiors,  repeated  de- 
sertion  or  fraudulent  enlistment,  or  incases  of 
persistent  ofieqders  whom  ordinary  puniahmeat 
has  not  had  the  effect  of  resCrainiog  from 
Miious  crime.  In  this  latter  class  of  cases  the 
additional  sentence  of  discharge  with  ignominy 
is  as  a  rule  advisable." 

Thoee  are  the  persons  who  will  be 
affected  by  Clause  4  of  the  Army 
(Annual)  Act  of  this  year ;  and  I  do 
trust  that  your  Lordships  will  take  the 
view  which  the  military  authorities  take, 
that  the  sooner  a  person  who  has  been 
dismissed  the  Army  with  ignominy  is 
out  of  all  contact  with  his  hoaest  and 
honourable  comrades  the  better  for  the 
Army. 

*LoBD  THEING  :  The  noble  Lord 
must  be  Bwsrethat  if  the  offences  com- 
mitted iare  of  an  immoral,  dishonest, 
and  shameful  character,  then  the  Act  ap- 
plies at  present.  The  military  offences 
in  respect  of  which  this  clause  subjects 
the  otfender  to  go  to  a  civil  prison  are 
military  offences  which  are  not  of  an 
immoral,  dishonest,  or  shameful  cha- 
racter. 

TisoouNT  BURT :  The  noble  Lord 
who  has  just  sat  down  seems  to  imply 
that  courts  martial  are  likely  to  make 
a  ooostruotive  crime  out  of  a  purely 
military  offence,  to  disoharge  the  man 
with  igaominy,  and  thus  to  send  him 
into  the  company  of  felons.  Now,  I 
think  we  may  fairly  ask  the  noble 
Lord  whether  he  can  point  to  any  in- 
stance in  which  a  court  martial  has 
ever  done  such  a  thing.  I  challenge 
the  noble  Lord,  with  alt  his  great  expe- 
rience in  military  legal  matters,  to  say 
whether  he  has  kuown  a  case  in  which 
such  a  miscarriage  of  justice  has  oc- 
curred. I  believe  that  anybody  who 
has  had  experiencs  of  courts  martial 
will  agree  tnat  if  he  had  to  be  tried 
either  for  his  life  or  his  honour  he 
would  just  as  soon  submit  to  the  deci- 
sion of  a  court  martial  as  to  that  of  a 
civil  tribunal. 

•LoBD   THRINQ:    I   should  like   to 
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noble  Iiord  refers.  The  olause  o&l; 
applies — I  oannot  repeat  this  too  often 
—to  oases  in  vbiaa  a  ooart  martial 
diemissofl  a  man  with  ignominy  for  a 
parelj  military  offence  which  ia  not  of 
an  immoral,  dishoneet,  and  shameful 
character.  At  the  present  moment  if 
the  offence  is  of  this  character  the 
offender  does  go  to  a  civil  prison,  and 
the  whole  object  of  this  clause — it  has 
no  other  meaning  whatever — is  to  sub- 
ject a  man  to  go  to  a  civil  prison  for  an 
offence  whioh  ia  not  of  that  character. 
I  challenge  the  noble  Lord  to  dispute 
the  state ment. 

«LoKi>  HABRIS  :  I  do  not  think  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  quite  puts  the 
matter  fairly.  He  avoids  entirely  the 
point  of  the  contention,  which  is  that 
these  are  men  who  have  been  dismissed 
with  igooniny — I  admit  for  military 
offences,  but  from  the  words  I  read  to  the 
House  your  Lordships  will  see  that  it  is 
only  enforoed  after  repeated  offences.  The 
noble  Lord's  desire  is  to  retain  what  has 
only  been  the  custom  for  the  last  eight 
years  because  this  was  the  previous 
jiractioe  for  forty  years.  The  old  prac- 
tice was  altered  by  a  Bill  which,  I 
believe,  the  noble  Lord  himself  drafted 
in  1879.  It  ia  now  sought  to  revert  to 
the  old  practice,  and  the  military  autho- 
rities are,  in  my  opinion,  well  justified 
in  desiring  to  get  out  of  the  association 
altogether  of  honourable  soldiers  these 
men  who  have  been  tried  and  convicted 
of  repeated  offences,  and  eventually  dis- 
missed from  the  Army  with  igcominy. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEKLET:  1 
quite  understand  that  military  offences 
may  be  of  such  a  eerione  nature,  that 
their  repetition  may  well  justify  a  man's 
dismissal  from  the  Army  with  igno 
miny ;  but  what  I  cannot  understand 
ttom  the  noble  Lord's  explanation  is, 
why  in  the  case  of  any  military  offence 
whatever,  being  a  purely  military 
offence,  it  is  right  that  he  should  be 
sent  to  a  civil  prison.  Kfy  noble  Friend 
merely  begs  the  question  when  he  says 
that  these  men  have  been  dismissed 
with  ignominy,  and  do  not  any  longer 
belong  to  the  Army;  that  is  merely  re- 
peating the  clause  itself.  The  question 
is,  ought  those  who  have  been  dismissed 
with  ignominy  for  military  offences  to 
be  sent  to  a  civil  prison ;  what  are  the 
classes  of  cases  for  which  a  man  under 
this  clause  could  be  dismissed  with 
ignominy  f 
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*LoKi>  HABBIB:  There  is,  for  in- 
stance, the  striking  of  a  superior  offloer; 
that  is  one  of  the  offences  for  which  a 
man  can  already  be  dismissed  witii 
ignominy,   and  it  is  a  purely   military 

"  Tenoe.  

TsB  Eakl  of  EIUBERLEY:  Then 
I  venture  to  say  that  the  oase  of  my 
hon.  Friend  is  proved.  This  militajy 
offence  of  striking  an  officer  is  not,  in 
itself,  a  shameful  offence.  Id  oivil 
matters  it  would  probably  be  an  ordinary 
case  of  common  assault.  Of  oourse,  it 
may  be  a  most  serious  military  oGFenee, 
and  it  may  be  right  that  the  soldier 
should  be  dismissed  with  ignominy,'  bat 
my  noble  Friend's  argument  is  perfectly 
clear  that  the  punishment  for  a  military 
offence  of  that  nature  ought  not  to 
involve  the  man  in  the  degradation 
which  attaches  to  a  man  who  has  been 
sent  to  consort  with  felons  in  a  civil 
prison. 

*LoKD  THBING  T  With  regard  to  one 
portion  of  the  noble  Lord's  arjgament,  I 
would  aek.oanaman  be  guilty  otanoffenoe 
which  disqualifies  him  from  association 
with  his  fellow  soldiers,  though  the 
offence  is  not  dishonest,  immoral,  or 
shameful  ? 

•Lo&D  NAMES  OF  MAGDALA  :  This 
question  may  be  easily  explained.  A 
soldier  may  oammit  a  grave  milita^ 
offence,  combined  with  offences  of  a 
dishonest  or  immoral  nature.  The 
soldier  receives  a  certain  pay  to  per- 
form  a  certain  duty.  There  are  some 
men — very  few,  I  am  happy  to  say, 
but  there  are  some — who  take  the 
pay  and  will  not  do  the  duty ;  men  who 
malinger,  who  pretend  to  be  sick,  who 
commit  small  offences  to  get  short  im- 
prisonments; who,  in  fact,  resort  to 
every  trick  which  will  enable  them  to 
cheat  the  Qovemment  and  to  avoid  per- 
forming their  share  of  the  work.  There 
is  no  use  in  keeping  such  men  in  the 
Army.  You  cannot  reform  them — job 
oannot  punish  them.  The  only  tlung 
you  can  do  is  to  dismiss  them  with  igno- 
miny ;  and  these  men  would  have  a 
fatal  iofiuence  if  allowed  to  consort  with 
honourable  soldiers  after  conviction.  My 
Lords,  I  support  the  retention  of  this 
clause. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment; 
aod  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 
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LOCAL  TAXATION— LICENCES. 

ThkEablofMILLTOWN,  in  rieing 
to  aak  Her  Majesty's  Ooremment 
whether  it  is  proposed,  before  banding 
over  the  proceeds  of  the  licences  to  the 
Oountf  Councila,  to  dednot  the  expense  of 
collecting  the  same,  or  whether  that 
expense  ie  to  fall  on  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer, said  :  ily  Lords,  the  question 
which  stands  in  mj  name  inTolvcH  a  point 
of  very  conuderable  interest  to  the  tax- 
payers of  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
especially  to  the  income  tazpayera. 
Tour  Lordships  are  aVare  that  'by  the 
30th  clause  of  the  Local  Qovernmcnt 
Bill,  the  proceeds  of  what  are  called  the 
Local  Taxation  Licences  are  directed  to 
be  handed  over  to  the  Oountj  Councils, 
but  the  clause  is  silent  as  to  who  is  to 
pay  the  expense  of  coUactiogtfaia  money, 
and  it  appears  probable  that  it  will 
be  handed  over  without  aay  deduction 
whatever.  That  would,  I  submit,  be  a 
very  great  injustice  to  the  income 
taxpayers  of  the  country.  The  question 
ianot  a  small  one  ;  the  amount  invulved 
is  very  considerable.  In  round  numbers, 
the  total  amouat  to  be  collected  will  be 
about  three  millions  of  money,  and  it  is 
estimated  by  those  acquainted  with  the 
matter  that  the  cost  of  collection  will 
amount  to  something  like  10  per  cent. 

*LoaD  STANLEY  of  ALDER  LEY:  I 
hope  that  Her  Majesty's  Gkivernment 
will  never  relinquish  the  collection  of 
assessed  taxes  and  licences,  or  the  last 
etate  of  the  toxpaver  would  be  worse 
than  the  first.  If  a  deduction  were 
made  local  bodies  might  wish  to  collect, 
but  they  would  not  be  able  to  do  it  so 
easily  and  cheaply  as  the  experienced 
officials  wbo  now  collect.  It  would 
be  almost  impossible  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  enter  into  minute  accounts  with 
the  Oounty  Councils,  since  some  of  the 
iiceaces,  such  as  those  for  armorial  bear- 
ings and  shooting,  were  general  to  the 
whole  country,  and  not  limited  to  any 
one  county.  It  was  said  the  evening 
before  that  the  criticisms  bad  been  hard 
upon  the  Inland  Seven ue  i  those  made  by 
me  were  only  upon  the  argumenteput  for- 
ward on  the  part  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
in  the  Betum  then  before  the  House.  I 
have  always  found  the  Inland  Bevenue 
officials  ready  to  hear  reason,  and  a 
satisfactory  Department  for  correspond- 
ence ;  that  would  not  be  the  case  with 
Iiocal  Auttiorities. 


ViBOOHHT  T0ERIN9T0N :  It  is  not 
proposed  to  take  into  account  the  oharge 
for  ooUeotion.  The  money  will  be 
handed  over  to  the  County  Councils,  in 
accordance  with  the  20th  section  of  the 
Local  Government  Act,  without  deduo- 


oomhutke  of  eBLEorioK  fob  sxAHiiiira 

OOHMITTEEB. 

Appointed: — The  Lords  following,  with  the 
CluurmBii  of  CoDunittesa,  were  named  of  the 
Committes : — 
L.  Privy  Seal  L.  BaUoar 

(E.  Cadogan)  L.  Voitoti 

E.  Cowpet  (E.  Limerick) 

E.  Stanhope  L.  Colviile  of  Cnlrou 

y.  Oienbndge  L.  EenuDjtton 

NATIONAL    DEBT     REDEMPTION 
BILL-(No.    3S.) 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read 
1';  to  be  printed;  and  to  be  read 
2-  on  Monday  next. — {TA«  MarquM§  of 
Saliibvry.) 


«  adjourned  at  Sis  o'clock, 

to  Monday  neit,  a  qoarter 

before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  Uh  Apnl,  1889. 


NEW  WRIT. 

VisooDNT  WOLMER  (Hampshire, 
Felersfield) :  I  beg  leave  to  move  that 
Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  warrant  for  a 
New  Writ  for  the  City  of  Birmingham, 
Central  Division,  in  the  room  of  the 
Eight  Hon.  John  Bright,  deceased. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.):  Before 
the  Writ  is  moved,  I  should  like  to  ask 
a  question  of  the  noble  Lord— namely, 
whether  before  moving  the  Writ  he  had 
communicated  with  the  Whips  in  the 
usual  manner,  because  the  customary 
course  is  to  n.ove  for  new  Writs  at  the 
time  of  public  business?  I  do  not  see 
any  of  the  hon.  Members  present  who 
usually  interest  themselves  in  these 
matters. 

Mh.  speaker  :  I  first  of  all  asoer- 
tained  from  the  aob.e  Lord  that  he  bad 
communicated  with  the  Whips  and  with 
the  bon.  Member  ^Mr.  Dillwyn),  who 
gave  notice  yestei-day  of  his  intention 
I  to  move    the   Writ.    The  uoble  Lord 


stated  tnat  he  hod  done  so,  and  I  then 
gaTe  psnniBsion  for  the    Writ   to  be 

VisoouHT  WOLMER:  I  communi- 
eated  with  the  hon.  Member  for  WoBt 
Nottingham  (Mr.  A.  HorUy). 

Uotion  agreed  to. 

MARRIAGE  WITH  A  DECEASED  WiTE'S 
SISTER  (SCOTLAND)  BILL -CORREC- 
TION OF  ERROR  IN  THE  JOUBNALS. 
'  Kr.  Arthur  EILiot  and  Hr.  Mark 
Stevart,  the  Tellers  far  the  Ayes  in  the 
Division  of  Wednesday  last  on  the 
Second  Seading  of  the  Marriage  with 
a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  (Saotland) 
BiU,  on  the  Question  "  That  the  Ques- 
tion be  nov  put  '  That  the  word  "  now  " 
stand  part  of  the  Question,'"  came  to 
the  Table  and  acquainted  the  House 
that  they  had  erroneously  reported  to 
the  House  the  number  of  the  Ayes  as 
203,  instead  of  193,  which  was  the 
n>oper  number  corresponding  with  the 
Division  List. 

Ordered,  That  the  Clerk  do  correct 
the  eaid  Error  in  the  Journal  of  this 
House  by  stating  the  number  of  the 
Ayes  as  193,  instead  of  203. 

QUESTIONS. 

OFFICIAL  POSTCARDS. 
Mr.  E8SLEM0NT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment 
have  any  intantiun  of  reducing  the  price 
of  the  official  postcard  to  the  same  level 
as  that  at  which  practically  the  same 
card,  duly  stamped  at  Somerset  House, 
can  now  be  purchased  from  any  ordinary 
stationer ;  whether  two  Departments  of 
the  State,  the  Inland  Bevenue  and  the 
Post  Office,  in  effect  compete  one  with 
the  other  in  the  production  of  an  article 
which  has  always  been  understood  to  be 
the  monopoly  of  the  latter;  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Oovernment  have  aa  yet 
arrived  at  any  decision  upon  the  oSer 
contained  in  the  letters  irom  Messrs. 
De  Is  Hue,  dated  the  9th  and  2Iat 
November,  which  were  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  towards  the  close  of 
last  Session;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
state  what  annual  saving,  or  other 
financial  outcome,  as  compared  with  the 
year  1887-8,  will  result  to  the  British 
and    Indian   Governments    respectively 


under  the  contraot  made  last  year  and 
under  any  arrangement  that  now  may- 
be about  to  be  entered  into  with  Messrs. 
De  la  Hue  for  the  supply  of  British  >iid 
ladian  adhesive  stamps,  postcards, 
wrappers,  envelopes,  and  Indian  stamped 
papers;  and,  whether  there  is  still  an 
objection  upon  the  part  of  Her  Mtyea^a 
Qovemment  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  any  Beports  in  connectiaB 
with  this  subject  tJiat  may  have  been 
made  by  the  Afferent  Departments  cos- 
oemed  since  the  date  of  Messrs.  De  la. 
Bus's  letter? 

Ma.  HENNIKBB  HEATON  (Oontar- 
bury)  also  asked  the  Chancellor  of  th» 
Gsohequer  whether  he  was  aware  that, 
in  consequence  of  the  price  of  postcards 
charged  by  the  Post  Office,  as  compared 
with  the  price  at  which  they  may  be- 
purchased  at  stationers'  shops,  the 
number  of  postcards  printed  and  sold 
by  private  persons  had  during  the  last 
three  years  increased  from  5,000,000  to 
50,000',000,  and  that  one  firm  alone 
makes  a  profit  of  £300  a  year  by  the 
sale  of  privately  printed  postcards? 

Ma.  HANBUBY  (Preston) :  Is  it  the- 
fact  that  this  ofier  has  already  been  five 
months  before  the  Treasury,  and  that 
until  it  is  confirmed  Messrs.  De  la  Bne 
will  be  receiving  £500  a  month  more 
than  they  are  ready  to  accept  by  the 
contract. 

*The  CHANOELLOB  ofthk  EXCHB- 
QTTEB  (Mr.  Gosohek,  St.  Qeorge's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
behind  me  asks  whether  Messrs.  De  la 
Bue's  offer  has  not  been  five  months 
before  the  Treasury,  and  whether  daring 
that  time  a  loss  has  not  beea  incurred. 
A  loss  may  have  been  incurred,  bat  we 
have  been  simply  paying  what  we  are 
bound  to  pay  under  the  existing  con- 
tract, and  I  do  not  think  that  the  loss 
has  been  going  on  for  so  long  a 
period  as  five  months.  I  think  I  shall 
be  able  to  satisfy  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  advantage  will  have  been 
reaped  from  the  delay,  inasmuch  as 
Messrs.  De  La  Bue  have  now  proposed 
to  shorten  the  period  of  the  contract 
from  10  to  seven  years,  or  rather  to  take 
the  contract  for  1 0  years  under  the  con- 
dition that  it  may  be  shortened  by  either 
of  the  contracting  parties  to  seven  years. 
If  the  offer  of  Messrs.  De  Xia  Bue  is- 
accepted,  it  is  the  distinct  intention  of 
the  Qovemment  to  reduce  the  price  of 
the  official  postcard.    I  am  not  prepared 
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non  to  aooept  that  contract,  00  as  to 
be  able  to  realize  the  aaving,  and  reduoa 
the  price  of  these  postca^s  at  onoe. 
If  strong  rem onstr Knees  are  made  by 
Members  of  the  Committee,  or  bj  any 
lai^e  portion  of  this  House,  they  wiU 
deserve  the  most  respectful  oonsidera- 
tion.  But  in  the  absanoe  of  snoh  re- 
monstranoes  Her  Majesty's  OoTemment 
will  think  it  their  anty  to  accept  the 
contract. 

MrJ  QBAHAM  [Lanark,  N.W.) : 
May  I  ask  whether  the  Ohancellor  of 
the  Ezohequer  will  undertake,  befoTS 
he  aooepts  the  contract,  that  no  firm 
shall  hare  it  which  does  not  pay  trade 
union  prices  ?    I  press  for  an  answer. 

*Ma.  OOSOHEN :  I  confess  that  the 
question  is  a  difficult  one,  and  I  do  not 
know  whsther  it  is  the  view  of  the 
House  that  in  all  Goremmeat  oontraots, 
not  the  market  price,  but  trade  union 
prices  should  be  demanded  for  the  en- 
ployU.  I  think  it  would  lead  to  con- 
troversy,  and  open  up  a  subject  of 
extreme  complication;  and  though  the 
Government  are  most  anxious  that  those 
employed  under  Government  contract* 
shall  be  properly  paid,  I  am  afraid  that 
such  interference  would  cause  consider- 
able difficulty. 

Ma.  BABTLET  (Islington,  N.)  : 
Would  this  contract  absolutely  shut  the 
door  to  a  proposal  to  enable  persons  to 
prepare  their  own  postcards  and  to  put 
stamps  on  them  ? 

*  He.  GOSOHEN  :  There  will  be  no- 
thiog  in  the  contract  to  prevent  this. 
It  would  be  a  s^arate  matter  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Postmaster 
General. 
In  reply  to  Mr.  Hkatow, 

*Mk.  QOSGHEN  said  the  new  contract 
will  be  for  ten  years  from  now — that  is, 
eight  years  beyond  the  contract  now 
running.  But  the  total  addition  will  bo 
only  five  years  instead  of  eight  years,  if 
the  Government  should  have  reason  to 
think  that  they  can  make  better  teroift 
at  the  conclusion  of  five  years. 

THE  EDUCATIONAL  ENDOWMENTS 

ACT, 
Me.  HUGH  ELLIOT  (Ayrshire,  N.) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate  whether,  when 
Schemes  of  the  Educational  Endow- 
ments (Bootland)  Oommiasioners  are,  in 
compliance  with  the  Educational  En- 
dowments (Scotland)  Act  (1B82),  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  and  ordered 


to  say  whether  it  will  be  reduoed  to  the 
same  level  as  that  at  which  the  same 
card  can  be  purchased  from  the  ordi- 
nary stationer.  It  is  not  the  fact  that 
the  Inland  Revenue  and  the  Post  Office 
eompete  with  one  another  in  the  pro- 
duction of  an  article  which  has  always 
been  understood  to  be  the  monopoly  of 
the  latter.  The  annual  saving  as  com- 
pared with  the  year  1887-8,  which  would 
result  to  the  British  and  Indian  Qovem- 
nente  respectively  under  the  arrange- 
ment which  can  now  be  entered  into  on 
the  basis  of  Messra.  De  La  Bue's  offer, 
would  be  to  the  English  Government  in 
one  year  £^6,478  Ss.  8d.,  and  to  the 
Indian  Government  £14,041  15s.  8d., 
making  altogether  £40,S19.  The  total 
saving  would  be  in  two  years  to  the 
Enghsb  Government  £52,956  7s.  4d., 
and  to  the  Indian  Government  in  two- 
and-a-half  years  £35,104  9s.  2d.,  mak- 
ing a  total  saving  of  £86,060  ISs.  6d. 
As  to  the  acceptance  of  these  proposals, 
the  Government,  I  freely  admit,  have 
found  themselves  in  the  greatest  possible 
embarroBsment  with  regard  to  it.  They 
are  convinced  that  it  would  involve  a 
great  saving  to  the  country  to  accept  the 
terms  offered.  But  they  have  before 
them  the  Beport  of  the  Select  Committee, 
stating  that  there  ought  to  be  competi- 
tion in  contracts  of  this  kind,  though 
that  Beport  is  hedged  round  by  a  phrase 
saying,  "  Where  it  is  possible  to  do  so 
for  such  short  periods  as  the  interests  of 
thepublicmightdemand."  Wearefirmly 
oonvinced — the  Postmaster  General,  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  and  myself-^ 
that  we  should  do  better  to  take  this 
saving  of  £88,000  that  is  offered  than 
to  risk  it  by  an  appeal  to  competition 
under  the  present  circumstances  of  the 
case.  The  ciroumstanoes  are  most  pe- 
culiar. The  Inland  Revenue,  and  espe- 
oially  the  Controller  of  Stamps,  have 
examined  the  terms  most  carefully,  and 
have  compared  them  with  the  price  of 
paper  and  stamps  in  foreign  countries ; 
and  the  competition  which  was  entered 
into  in  the  Indian  contract  has  shown 
that  the  calculation  of  the  Controller  of 
Stamps  was  perfectly  correct,  and  that 
if  we  proceeded  on  that  basis  we  should 
get  as  good  terms  as  could  possibly  be 
obtained.  But  for  the  Beport  of  the 
Select  Committee  we  should  unanimously 
have  no  hesitation  in  accepting  the 
oontract;  and  I  am  hound  to  state  that 
it  is   our   wish   and   almost  our  deci- 


-to  be  printed,  the  Sootoh  Edncation  De- 
poitment  will  be  prepared  to  print  and 
drcnlate  among  Membdrs,  before  Bucb 
SohemeB  oome  up  for  consideration  in 
tiie  House,  oapiea  either  of  the  original 
'deeda  apoa  whioh  these  oharities  are 
founded,  or  of  aach  portions  of  them  as 
ihave  reference  to  the  governing  body  or 
-the  purposeB  to  which  the  founder  io- 
tended  the  Jnoome  of  his  endowment 
should  be  applied? 
*Tbji  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  BoBKHxeoH,  Buteshire) :  This  is  not 
authorized  by  the  Educational  Endow- 
menta  Act.  The  eridence  heard  by  the 
■Commissioners  is  printed  with  their 
Beport ;  but  the  documents  submitted 
in  connection  with  the  Sohemes  are 
-often  Dumerous  and  Toluminous,  and  to 
tnake  a  selection  might  give  rise  to  mis- 
understanding. In  almost  every  case 
the  operative  words  of  the  Trust  Deed 
-are  given  in  the  printed  evidence. 

THE    CBIUES    ACT. 

Uh.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottingham- 
eliire,  Bushcliffe)  asked  the  Solicitor 
-General  for  Ireland  what  was  the 
Dumber  of  persons  proceeded  against 
under  "  The  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Lreland)  Aot,  1887," 
between  30th  November,  I68ft,  and 
Slat  March,  1869 ;  how  many  of 
these  were  convicted ;  how  many  of  these 
seutences  were  appealed  against  success- 
fully; how  many  unsuccessfully;  and 
what  was  the  total  number  of  persons  in 
prison  on  Slst  March,  IS89,  under  the 
provisions  of  the  said  Act  7 

The  80LIC1T0E  GENERAL  vox 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddbn.  University 
of  Dublin):  lam  informed  that  between 
November  30,  1888,  and  March  31, 
1^69,  the  number  of  persons  proceeded 
against  under  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887,  was  804. 
Of  these  there  were  convicted  208  ; 
Appeals  were  lodged  in  76  instances ; 
eight  sentences  were  confirmed,  six  re- 
duced, and  the  remaining  62  appeals  are 
atill  pending.  The  number  of  persons 
in  prison  on  March  31  under  this  Statute 
appears  to  have  been  70.  This  was  the 
number  on  the  following  day,  the  1st  of 
April,  the  date  at  which  the  Return  be- 
fore me  was  made  up. 

8EVERE    SENTENCE. 

Mb.     OUNINQHAME    GRAHAM 

asked   the  Secretary   of  State  fur   the 


Home  Department  if  his  attention  hii 
been  directed  to  the  eentenoe  of  38  dnt 
with  hard  labonr  inflioted  on  Eliza  Cms, 
of  Cradley  Heath,  at  the  Old  Hill  Petty 
Sessions,  for  stealing  some  coal  tH 
property  of  the  Earl  of  Dudley,  and,  if 
he  can  see  his  way,  considering  the  girl'i 
youth,  to  remit  some  of  the  penalty  7 
The  SECRETABY  of  STATE 
>a  THE  HOME  DEPABTMENT 
(Mr.  Matthews,  Birminffbam,  E.): 
Yes,  Sir.  I  have  received  a  Beptnt 
from  the  Justices  on  this  case.  Thers 
had  been  three  previous  charges  against 
the  girl,  who  is  IB  years  old,  for  s 
similar  offence. .  She  had  been  ooM 
cautioned  and  twice  convicted,  and  was 
sent  on  her  second  conviction  to  a  re- 
formatory for  three  years.  She  had 
since  her  release  from  the  ref ormatoiy 
on  more  than  one  occasion  been  detected 
stealing  coal  and  warned  by  tbe  watch- 
men at  the  same  colliery.  TTnder  Hu 
circumstanoes  I  see  no  reason  for  intm- 


IKELAJTO-EVICTIONS    ON    THE 

OLPHERT  ESTATE. 
Mb.  CLANCY  asked  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  whether  bis  atten- 
tion has  been  directed  to  the  following 
paragraph  which  appeared  in  the  Dublin 
Dails  lapreu  of  March  28th:  — 

"  Lottorkenoy,  Wednesdiy.— In  view  of  tto 
Olphert  estate  eviotioiu,  there  reacbed  hsrs  to- 
day an  iron- hooped,  spiked  battering  niOi 
fifteen  feet  long,  on  afodr-wheetednun-oarriiiga. 
The  ram,  suspended  by  chains  from  four  iron 
iprights,    will   ram   horiion tally,    while    the 


hooka,  chains,  ropes,  shod  poles,  crowlkus, 
picks,  aladges,  scaling  Uddars,  admittiiig  foor 
ahreut,  making  three  oartloada.  Tbej  wff* 
all  addressed  to  Coanty  Inspector  Leaooa.  ■a' 
are  stored  in  the  police  barracks  here. " 

And  whether  it  is  true,  as  alleged,  that 
the  battering  ram  and  the  other  appli' 
ancea  mentioned  were  addressed  to 
Oounty  Inspector  Lennon,  and  ordered 
by  him  ;  and,  if  bo,  under  what  authonQ 
the  police  are  entitled  to  provide  for 
landlords  in  Ireland  appliances  f^ 
breaking  into  and  battering  down  thai 
tenants'  houses,  and  out  of  what  fimd 
will  come  the  cost  of  such  articles  7 

Mb.  H,  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.R, 
Holmfirth)  also  aaked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  tbe  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  battering 
ram,  two  ladders,  seven   step-laddert. 
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two  boathooka,  four  piokazea,  three 
aledge  hammera,  six  ehieldB,  aod  other 
flTiction  apparatus,  were  recentlr  ordered 
ia  the  citj  of  Derry  bj  District  laBpector 
liaw ;  that  they  nere  aent  to  evictions 
ia  the  southern  part  of  the  county 
of  Donegal,  sent  haok  to  Deny, 
teansfe^ed  from  the  Northern  Railway 
Station  to  the  Lough  Hwilly  Kailway 
Station  under  the  superintendence  and 
charge  of  the  police,  and  forwarded  to 
Letterkenny,  consigned  to  Distriot  In- 
spector Law  and  other  police  offloers; 
by  whose  instructions  and  at  whose 
flzpenae  District  Inspector  Law  has  acted 
in  this  matter;  and  whether  it  is  in- 
tended that  in  future  the  police,  instead 
of  the  Sheriff,  shall  provide  the  batter- 
ing rams  and  other  apparatus  for 
onctions? 

♦Me.  madden  :  The  Oonstabulaty 
authorities  report  that  it  is  the  case 
that  a  battering  ram  and  other  appliances 
were  addressed  to  Oounty  Inspector 
Lennon,  and  placed  in  the  county  store 
at  Letterkenny.  The  fund  from  which 
the  cost  will  come  has  not  yet  been 
decided.  These  appliances  have  D6t 
been  provided  for  landlords,  but  for  the 
protection  of  the  Constabulary  forces 
when  engaged  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duty.  It  was  found  that  the  lives  of 
the  officers  and  men  of  the  Soyal  Irish 
Oonstabulary  had  been  seriously  en- 
dangered in  endeavouring  to  force  an 
entrance  into  barricaded  houses,  in  order 
to  arrest  rioters  who  were  engaged  in 
open  and  violent  resistance  to  the  law. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Flthh  (Cork,  N.), 
*Ua..  MADDflNsaid:  These  appliances 
are  for  the  protection  of  the  Oonst^ulary, 
and  to  enable  them  to  diaobarge  their 
duty  eflfectively. 

Ma.  WILSON :  By  wliom  have  they 
been  ordered  ? 

•Mb.  MApDEN :  By  the  Constabulary 
authorities. 

Mil  CLANCY  CI>«Win  Co.,  N.)  : 
Am  I  to  understand  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  oome  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  is  not  the  landlords  of  Ireland,  but 
the  Oonstabulary,  who  are  to  carry  out 
sviotionB  P 

•Mr.  MADDEN :  The  hon.  Member 
must  understand  nothing  of  the  kind, 
but  it  must  be  understood  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  authorities  to  protect  the 
Constabulary  in  the  discharge  of  their 
dntiw. 


Ma.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  Out  of 
what  fund  will  the  cost  of  this  battering- 
ram  be  defrayed,  and  will  it  betaken' 
to  all  evictions  as  a  matter  of  course,  or 
only  sent  for  in  cases  of  necessity,  when 
the  police  find  a  place  barricaded  ? 

•Mr.  MADDEN :  I  cannot  now  aay 
exactly  the  fund  out  of  which  the  cost- 
will  be  defrayed.  The  Constabulary 
authorities  wiU  exercise  their  discretion, 
as  to  its  use. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOBLBY  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne) :  By  whose  authority  has  this, 
batteringram  bean  procured?  Havethe- 
Inspector  General  and  the  authorities  at 
the  Castle  been  consulted  ? 

•Mr.  madden  :  In  the  answer  I 
gave  I  referred  to  the  local  Oonstabulary- 
authorities,  but  I  have  no  reason  to- 
suppose  that  the  action  of  the  local 
authorities  has  not  the  sanction  of  the- 
Inspector  General.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, however,  had  better  put  the- 
question  on  the  Paper. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
By  whose  authority,  and  when,  have 
battering  rams  been  oonstruoted  on  the- 
model  of  the  13th  century? 

•Mb.  madden  :  I  cannot  say. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  B.): 
How  has  it  occurred  that  battering  rams- 
have  to  be  used,  when  only  the  other  day 
the  Chief  Secretary  told  me  that  the- 
police  and  military  were  only  present 
for  the  protection  of  the  emergency  men 
and  not  to  act  as  emergency  men  them- 

Mb.  MADDEN:  The  hon.  Member 
must  give  notice  of  that  question. 

MILITIA    OfiOANIZATION    AND 

ADMINISTHATIOIT. 
TiscouKT  WOLMER  aaked  the  Seore- 
tary  of  State  for  War  whether  he  i» 
prepared  to  grant  a  Committee  to  in- 
quire into  the  organization  and  adminis- 
tration of  the  Militia? 
•Thb  SEORETABT  of  STATE  m« 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Staethofe,  Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle) :  I  have  watched  with 
great  care  the  various  suggestions 
which  have  been  made  by  my  noble 
Friend  and  others  for  improving  tha 
efficiency  of  the  Militia,  and  I  am  of 
opinion  that  the  time  has  corns  for  con- 
sidering them  in  detail  with  the  view 
of  taking  action  in  the  matter.  With- 
this  object  I  have  convened  a  oonference- 
of  all  the  commanding  officers  of  Mi- 
litia shortly  after  Eostex,  andthef^|tj 
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ther  action  which  it  ma;  be  neoeawty  to 
take  miut  lai^ely  depend  upon  the  result 
of  that  oonfetenoe.  I  am  uoDfident  of 
reoeiviDg  the  cordial  oo-operation  of  all 
intereated  in  the  efflcienoy  of  the  Militia. 

BOYPTIAN  PREFERENCE  SHARES. 

Sib  EOBEHT  FOWLER  (London) 
aoked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affwrs  whether,  in  view  of  the 
ramouTB  which  have  been  for  some  time 
in  circulation  on  the  subject  of  the  pro- 
poeed  oonrerflion  of  the  Egyptian  Pre- 
lerenoe  Loan,  and  the  redaction  of 
iittereat  from  6  par  cent  to  4  per  cent, 
and  to  tiie  official  telegrama  from  Oairo 
recently  published,  sudi  oonversion  haa 
been  eubmitted  for  approval  to  Her 
Hajesty'a  Government,  ae  one  of  the 
Great  Fowera  whoae  consent  ia  neaee- 
sary;  and  whether  in  view  of  the  opiniona 
given  by  the  hon.  Uember  for  Stockton 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Hack- 
ney, that  such  oonvenion  oan  only  be 
effected  with  the  consent  of  the  bond- 
holders,  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  will 
afford  the  bondholders  an  opportunity  of 
stating  their  views  before  giving  suoh 
consent  7 
*Thb  UNDEE  8ECKETABT  of 
STATE  roK  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  Jaios  Fsroussoit,  Manchester, 
N.E. :  No  formal  proposal  haa  been 
submitted  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  nntil  th^  are  made  ac- 
quainted with  the  terms  of  the  proposed 
oonversion,  it  is  impossible  for  them  to 
express  any  opinion,  or  to  pledge  them- 
selves as  to  the  conns  which  they  will 
adopt. 

PLEUBO-PNEUMOHIA   Ain>   IRISH 

OATTLB. 
GoioiTXL  WABING  (Down,  N.)  asked 
the  Vioe  Cfaambeilun  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  11  Irish  bullocks,  among 
which  pleuro-pnenmonia  was  aUeg^  to 
have  originatod  at  Carlisle,  were  in  con- 
tact from  2ad  February  till  26th  Feb- 
roary  with  a  oow  from  Westmoreland, 
puzohued  for  £9  10s.  Od.,  which,  if 
■ound,  was  worth  £11  at  an  auction  in 
Oarliue,  which  on  the  later  date  was  de- 
clared by  the  veterinary  inspector  to  be 
suffering  under  that  diseaae ;  and, 
whether,    nndei    these   oiroamstanoea, 

n  if  one  of  the  bullocks  slaughtered 

I  found  affected,  th( 

on  in  the  asMrtion 
iruof  Irish  origin? 
Mr.  E.  SUnlt^ 


Th*  TICfE  CHAMBERLAIN  {^a- 
oountLiwjsHAK,  Levisham):  Theinf<w 
mation  in  the  possession  of  the  Agricul- 
taral  Department  on  the  subject  is  to  the 
following  effect: — A  farmer  near  Car* 
lisle  purchased  on  Carlisle  Sanda  on 
February  Snd,  12  cattie  from  an  Iriah 
dealer.  Eleven  of  these,  which  were 
recognized  by  the  dealer's  trade  mark, 
were  brought  by  him  from  the  North  of 
Ireland  on  the  previous  day,  February 
1st.  The  other  animal  was  purchased 
by  the  dealer  in  Carlisle,  but  whether 
this  animal  oame  originally  from  the 
ooun^  of  Westmoreland  or  not  ia  not 
stated.  The'12  oattiawere  taken  home 
to  the  farm,  and  on  February  26th  the 
veterinary  inspector  reported  two  af- 
fected with  pleuro- pneumonia.  One  waa 
a  case  of  long  stanaing,  and  was  reoOK- 
nized  by  the  mark  aa  one  of  the  catUe 
brought  from  the  North  of  Ireland  on 
February] St.  The  other,  which  was 
said  to  be  only  slightiy  affected,  was  the 
animal  purchased  by  the  dealer  in  Car- 
lisle. When  the  ten  other  cattle  brought 
from  Ireland  on  February  1st  were 
slaughtered,  three  were  found  affected 
with  pteuro- pneumonia.  Four  out  of 
the  1 1  cattle  brought  from  Ireland  on 
February  let,  being  found  to  be  affected 
with  pleuro- pneumonia  on  February 
26th,  the  inspector  of  the  local  anthorify 
came  to  the  oonolusion  that  the  disease 
had  been  imported  from  Ireland. 

CcLOHBi.  WARING:  Will  the  noble 
Lord  make  further  inquiries,  as  the  in- 
formation I  have  received  is  very  dif- 
ferent ham  that  now  stated  to  the 
House. 

TisoouNT  LEWISHAM:  I  think  the 
information  in  the  hands  of  the  Privy 
Council  on  the  subject  is  very  full. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipparary,  8.): 
Will  the  noble  Lord  say  in  what  parts 
of  Ireland  pleuro-pnenmonia  is  pre- 
valent?   

ViBoouHT  LEWISHAM :  I  must  ask 
hon.  Member  to  give  notice  of  that 
question. 

GROWN  OODHBBL. 
Mr.  HOKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Oreso, 
B.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury if  he  oan  state  the  special  dnnun- 
stanoea  of  the  ease  whieh  made  it 
neoeesary  to  retain  the  Attwnwy  OenenU, 
the  Solicitor  General,  Mr.  Dioey,  and 
Mr.  B.  8.  Wright  on  behalf  of  the 
Orown   in  the  oaae   of   the  Grown  «. 
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SteTenson,  which  v&a  an  tnfonnatioii  by 
"the  Attorney  QeuerBl  to  recover  penal- 
ties for  keeping  an  illicit  atill ;  and  what 
was  the  total  amount  of  fees  paid  to 
"these  conneelf 

Mb.  JACKSON :  According  to  the  ar- 
rangement made  in  pursuance  of  the  re- 
commend alion  a  of  theOommittee  on  the 
legal  bnsiDeBB  of  the  Gkiremment,  the 
Tesponaibility  as  to  the  number  of 
coanael  to  be  instructed  rests  with  the 
Attorney  General.  The  case  in  oonneo- 
tion  with  the  illicit  distillery,  which  bae 
jiiBt  been  concluded,  was  one  of  the 
most  important  that  has  been  tried  for 
■  many  yeara.  There  were  five  cases 
Against  seven  different  people,  and 
between  SO  and  60  witnesses,  and  the 
cose  was  one  requiring  the  closest  at- 
tention. The  Attorney  General  origin- 
ally directed  that  one  Law  OiBcer  only 
'Should  be  instructed,  but  having 
regard  to  the  nature  of  the  case, 
the  nf^oesaity  of  constant  supervi- 
sion, and  the  fact  that  the  Oustoms  had 
another  cane  on  in  the  House  of 
Lords  at  the  same  time,  it  was  deemed 
to  be  absolutely  neoeBsaiy  to  instmct 
both  Law  Officers.  The  instruction  to 
the  juniors  was  in  accordance  with  the 
practice  in  cases  of  such  a  nature.  The 
Attorney  General  personally  investi- 
gated the  case  before  giving  directions 
as  to  counsel.  As  regards  the  amount 
oi  fees,  it  is  wholly  unusual  to  make 
any  such  statement,  and  it  would,  iu  my 
Opinion,  be  detrimental  to  the  public 
service  that  any  such  statement  should 
be  made. 

Mb.  KOKRHSQILL  gave  notice  that 
aa  Committee  of  Supply  he  should  call 
attention  to  thia  matter. 

THE  UIDDLBSEX  UAQISTBATEH. 

11a.  FIOKEBSQILL  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Looal  Government  Board 
whether  his  attention  had  been  drawn  to 
the  fact  that  the  Middlesex  Magistrates, 
at  their  final  meeting  on  Thursday  last, 
passed  a  Besolution  to  make  a  present 
of  £200  to  their  clerk;  under  what 
authority  was  this  done ;  and  doss 
he  propose  to  interfere  in  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  LAW80N  (St.  Panoras,  "W.) : 
Will  not  this  £200  under  the  Looal 
Oovemment  Act  become  a  UabiUty  of 
the  London  County  Council?  What 
lurther  claim  will  the  Clerk  of  the 
lliddlesez  Magistrates  have  upon  the 
Coonoir 
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»Thk  president  of  the  LOCAL 
QOVEENMENT  BOAED  (Mr.  Eitohib, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
Magistrates,  1  believe,  dealt  with  their 
accounts  before  handing  them  over. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  South  West  Division 
of  Bethnal  Green,  I  have  made  in- 
quiry on  the  subject  &om  the  Olerk 
of  Qie  Peace,  and  I  am  informed 
that  at  the  meeting  referred  to  a  sum 
of  £200  was  voted  to  Mr.'Beal,  the  act- 
ing  Clerk  to  the  Committee  for  Accounts 
and  General  Purposes,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  his  salary  was  considered  to 
have  afforded  him  inadequate  remunera- 
tion, owing  to  the  amount  of  work  which 
had  devolved  upon  him.  It  was  stated 
at  the  meeting  that  the  clerical  assist- 
ance obtained  by  Mr.  Beal  had  cost  him 
the  greater  part  of  his  salary.  The 
Local  Government  Board  have  no  control 
with  respect  to  any  remuneration  which 
Quarter  Sessions  may  have  thought  fit  to 
award  to  an  officer,  and  they  could  not 
interfere  in  the  matter. 

TBLEOEAPB  OLBRSS. 
BAaoN  DE  ROTHSCHILD  (Backs, 
Aylesbury):  Ibegtoaskthe Postmaster 
General  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  in  1881 
the  clerks  of  the  Central  Telegraph 
Office  with  IB  years'  service  and  re- 
ceiving £160  per  annum  (the  then 
maximum  of  the  senior  class)  were 
considered  by  the  late  Mr.  Fawoett  to 
be  suffering  a  grievacce,  and  were  con- 
sequently placed  upon  a  newly  made 
claasrisingto  £190  per  annum;  whether 
clerks  at  present  with  18  years'  service 
are  now,  and  have  been  for  the  past  two 
years,  reoeiving  only  £140  per  annum, 
and  with  apparently  no  prospect  of  fur- 
ther promotion ;  and  what  is  the  cause 
of  this  difference  of  treatment  of  two 
bodies  of  officers  ? 

•The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Hr.  H.  C.  Raiebs,  Cambridge  TTni- 
vertity) ;  The  raising  of  the  scale  of 
pay  of  the  senior  telegraphists  of 
the  Central  Telegraph  Office  in  1881 
was  part  of  a  general  scheme  for  im- 
proving the  position  of  telegraphists  all 
over  the  oonntry.  The  question  was  not 
affected  by  the  number  of  years  any 
particular  officers  had  served,  but  had 
reference  to  the  character  of  the  duties 
performed  by  the  members  of  the  various 
olaasas.  There  are  telegraphists  of  the 
first  olaaa   in    the   Oeninu   Tdegraph 


Office  with  18  jean'  serrioe  who  are 
now  and  hare  been  for  the  paat  two 
yeure  Teoemng  £140  per  anaum,  the 
maximum  paj  of  the  clasa.  There  are 
no  TBcaooiea  in  the  class  above — i.e.,  the 
class  of  aenior  tele  graph  iata,  and  these 
oCEicera  cannot,  therefore,  at  present  be 

Sromoted.  Both  bodies  of  offloera  bene- 
ted  in  point  of  pay  by  the  general 
eoheme  of  1881,  and  they  are  in  no 
different  position  as  regards  promotion, 
as  they  have  both  to  wait  for  vacancies 
in  the  class  above  them. 

Ub.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Kollox) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
Qeneral  whether  it  ia  the  case  that,  in 
thesettlement  madein  IbSI  of  the  scales 
of  pay  of  offioiala  in  the  TeloKraph  Ser- 
vice, the  maximum  pay  of  aasistant 
mperin  ten  dents  in  London  was  £270, 
wlulat  the  maximum  pay  of  the 
oorresponding  class  in  Qlasgow,  Liver- 
pool, and  Manchester,  known  as 
"clerks,"  was  £190,  a  difference 
between  London  and  the  Provinoes  of 
£80  per  annum;  whether,  since  1881, 
the  maximum  pay  of  aaaistant  superin- 
tendents in  London  has  been  raised  from 
£270  to  £300,  whilst  no  correBpondiug 
rise  has  been  granted  to  the  "  clerks  " 
in  Glasgow,  Liverpool,  and  Manchester ; 
and,  whether  he  will  favourably  consider 
the  claims  of  the  "  clerks  "  in  Glasgow, 
Liverpool,  and  Manchester,  to  a  riae  in 
their  pay? 

•Mb.  EAIKES  :  The  figures  given  by 
the  hon.  Member  are  stated  in  the 
Estimates  and  are  correct  ao  far  as  they 
go,  but  I  cannot  admit  the  accuracy  of 
the  comparison  which  he  makes,  as  I 
explained  to  the  House  a  few  days  ago. 
Mb.  CALDWELL:  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  the  settlement  of  1861  has  been  ii 
many  important  particulars  disturbed  ? 

«Mb.  BAISE8:  The  aettlemant  of 
1881  was  not  one  of  the  laws  of  the 
Modes  and  Persians :  it  is  subject  to  re- 
vision irom  time  to  time,  but  good  cause 
must  be  shown  for  the  alteration. 

EMIGRATION  TO  THE  ARGENTINB 
EEPUBLIC. 

Majob  BA8CS  (Esaex,  B.E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  he  is  aware  that 
advertisements  are  being  issued  by 
P.  Tan  der  Linden,  on  ciehalf  of  the 
Argeotiae  Bepublic,  offering  conditional 
free  passages  to  South  America  on  pay- 
meat  of  a  fee  of  2s.  6d.,  and  a  deferred 


sam  of  larger  amount,  end  that,  the  fn 
having  been  paid,  nothing  fortbtT  is 
heard  on  the  subject  by  the  applicant ; 
and  whether  it  ia  poaaible  to  put  a  ntop 
to  this  system  by  communication  with 
the   Argentine  Government,  or  oth^ 

*SiB  J.  EBRGUSSON:  I  have  h«a>d 
to-day  thai  such  advertisemeDtfl  have 
been  issued,  and  I  understand  that  th« 
person  named  is  in  no  way  an  autho- 
rized agent  of  the  Argentine  Govemment, 
who  have  only  one  offioisi  emigration 
agency  in  England — namely,  at  22,  Great 
George  Street,  Westminster,  and  that 
solely  for  the  purpose  of  affording  in- 
formation to  intending  emigrants. 
Such  information  ia  given  without  fpa. 
If,  therefore,  the  facts  are  as  stated  in 
the  question,  the  aggrieved  persona 
would  presumably  have  a  legal  remedy. 
Mb.  BBADLATJOH:  May  I  aak 
whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that,  thoagh 
the  Argentine  Bepublic  may  not  have 
an  anthorixed  agent,  there  have  been 
numbers  of  persons  representing  thun- 
selves  as  agents,  and  who  have  received 
sums  varying  from  Ids.  to  £1  per  head, 
on  the  emigrants  sent  out  under  their 
auspices;  and  whether,  therefore,  the 
public  may  not  have  been  well  induced 
to  believe  that  these  persona  were 
acting  with  authority  ? 

*SiR  J.  FEBGUSSON :  It  is  not  known 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  that  such 
sums  have  been  received  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  states;  but  I  told  the  House 
the  other  night  that  such  things  had 
been  done  in  certain  foreign  countriea. 
It  is  not,  however,  for  me  to  aay  what 
the  Argentine  Government  ehould  do  in 
view  of  persous  making  unaathorized 
representations  on  their  behalf. 

WBinHIKG     EXXMPTIOKS    AT    OOAL 


Mb.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Busholiffe) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  it  is  now  held  by  hia  Depart- 
ment that  exemptions  of  certain  coal 
mines  from  the  obligatian  to  proride 
weighing  machines,  granted  to  them 
under  uie  provisions  of  "The  Coal 
Mines  Begulation  Act,  1872,  are  still  in 
force,  although  that  Act  was  speoifioally 
repealed  by  "  The  Goal  Mines  Begnla- 
tion  Act,  1687  ; "  and,  if  ao,  what  is  the 
total  number  of  coal  mines  ao  exempted, 


Digitized  oy  Google 


Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  The  High  Oonrt 
of  Jastioe  has  held  that  weighing  exemp- 
tions under  the  Goal  Mines  Act,  1873, 
ture  Btill  in  force,  not  withstanding  the 
repeal  of  that  Statute.  The  Secretary  of 
State  has,  however,  the  power  of  revok- 
ing such  exemptions  ;  and  I  have  more 
than  onoe  stated  that  whenever  applica- 
tion is  made  to  me  by  persons  interested 
X  am  prepared  to  consider  the  case  of 
each  colliery  so  exempted  with  a  view 
to  arriving  at  a  decision  whether  the 
exemption  should  be  revoked.  I  can 
supply  the  ban.  Member  with  the  total 
number  of  mines  exempted,  but  it  will 
take  some  little  time  to  ascertain 
accurately.  The  tonnage  drawn  at  par- 
ticular collieries  is  a  matter  which  ought 
not  to  be  disclosed  under  the  Act  of  1887. 

Mb.  JOHN  ELLIS  :  t  did  not  ast  for 
the  particulars  of  any  colliery,  but  what 
ia  the  total  tonnage. 

GARRISON  ARTILLERY. 
Mn.  HANBUBT-TKACY  (Mont- 
gomery, &c.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  it  is  true  that 
20  batteries  of  Qarriaou  Artillery  are 
without  majors,  and  are  commanded  by 
oaptainH,  thereby  unduly  retarding  the 
promotion  of  officers  of  the  latter  rook  ; 
if  it  ia  proposed  to  establish  any  limit  to 
thenumber  of  batteries  without  majors; 
and,  whether  any  arrangement  has  been 
made  with  a  view  of  mossing  the  depots 
of  Garrison  Artillery,  as  recommended 
by  the  late  Boyal  Commission  ? 
*Mk.  E.  STANHOPE:  Yea, Sir;  it  is 
true  that  there  are  at  present  20 
batteries  of  Artillery  without  majors  and 
commanded  by  captains.  There  is  a 
£xed  establishment  of  275  majors  for  the 
Eoyal  Artillery,  48  of  whom  are  for  em- 
ployment on  the  Staff;  if  any  beyond  this 
number  are  so  employed  a  lieutenant  is 
promoted  to  the  rank  of  captain  to  fill 
the  vacancy,  and  oonaequently  there 
must  be  a  certain  number  of  batteries 
without  majors.  Dstails  for  the  redis- 
tribution and  concentration  of  the  Qarri- 
Bon  Artillery  are  now  being  worked  out. 

IBELAND— THE  MASSEREENE  ESTATE. 
Mn.  T.  W.  EUS8ELL  (Tyrone,  S,) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Solicitor  Oeneral  for 
Irelimd  whether  a  National  League 
(^invention  was  held  at  Drogheda  on 
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Thursday,  the  2l8t  March,  at  which  the 
Mayor  presided,  and  the  letting  of 
evicted  farms  on  the  Uaaaereene  estate 
was  denounced ;  whether,  immediately 
following  the  holding  of  this  meeting,  a 
valuable  com  mill  on  the  proper^  of 
Mrs.  M'Givney  was  burned  to  the 
ground;  whether  Mrs.  M'Oivn^  is  s 
Roman  Catholic  tenant  on  the  Masse- 
reene  estate  who  refused  to  join  the  Flan 
of  Campaign ;  and  whether  the  police 
have  any  information  to  show  the  fire  to 
have  been  malicious  P 

Mb.  GILL:  Before  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  answers  the  ques- 
tion, I  have  to  ask  him  whether  there  is 
any  connection  between  the  burning  and 
the  organization  of  the  tenants ; 
whether,  when  Uie  suggestion  was  £rst 
made,  it  was  not  indignantly  contra- 
dicted by  the  Conservative  organ  in 
Drogheda  as  a  miserable  slander  upon 
these  tenants;  and  whether  Ure. 
M'Givney  herself  has  not  repudiated  the 
suggestion  that  her  neighbours,  with 
whom  she  has  lived  on  the  best  of  terms, 
have  had  anything  to  do  with  this  burn- 
ing, which  she  believes  to  have  been 
either  accidental  or  the  work  of  some 
passing  tramp  ? 

Ma.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  May  I 
ask  whether  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  answer  the  question  on 
the  paper  at  all,  seeing  that  the  answer 
might  prejudice  the  claim  for  damages 
at  the  Presentment  Seseioss  ? 
*Ma.  MADDEN:  I  do  not  think 
the  answer  will  oCfeot  any  claim.  The 
constabulary  authorities  report  that 
it  ia  the  case  that  a  National 
League  Convention  was  held  at  Dro- 
gheda at  which  the  Mayor  attended, 
at  which  it  is  stated  he  presided, 
and  at  which  a  resolution  was  pro- 
posed denouncing  in  the  strongest  terms 
the  action  which  had  token  place  in 
relation  to  the  taking  of  the  evicted 
farms  on  the  Massereene  estate.  Aboat 
hours  afterwards  the  com  mill  re- 
ferred to  was  destroyed  by  fire,  together 
with  the  machinery,  and  the  walls, 
although  standing,  have  been  rendered 
uaeloBs.  Mrs.  M'Givney  and  son  are 
both  Boman  Catholic  tenants  on  the 
estate,  and  refused  to  join  the  Flan -of 
Campaign  when  adopted  there.  The 
police  believe  the  fire  to  have  been 
malicious,  but  so  far,  no  person  has 
been  made  amenable.  I  am  not  aware 
there  ia  any  informatioa  connecting  the 
8  B 
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ooonrrenc*  vith  aoy  person  in  parti 
Ur.     If  the   hon.    Uember    for  Lonth 
(Mr.  Oill)  will  put  his  question  on  the 
paper  I  will  endeavour  to  answer  it. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Does  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man not  consider  that  his  statement 
that  the  police  believe  the  injory  to  be 
malicious,  wiUbeprejadidaltotheqaas- 
tion  of  claim  ?  And  ma;  I  ask  him  to 
endeavour  to  undo  the  harm  he  has  done 
by  stating  whether  this  is  merely  the 
belief  of  the  police,  or  whether  the  state' 
ment  rests  on  evidence  ? 

•Mr.  madden  :  Having  received  in- 
formation from  the  Constabular;  authori- 
ties OS  the  subjeot,  I  am  bound  to  give 
an  answer  to  the  hou.  Member  who  puts 
that  question  ;  and  I  presume  that  when 
the;  state  that  the;  believe  the  burn- 
ing to  have  been  malicions,  of  couree 
they  acted  on  some  information  which 
was  before  them. 

Mb.  QILL  :  Hay  I  aak  whether  the 
tenant  referred  to  here  is  not  a  tenant 
who  has  taken  land  &om  which  another 
tenant  has  been  evicted,  and  conse- 
qnently  is  not  of  the  class  which  vt 
euppoeed  to  have  been  denounced  ? 

*Mb.  MADDEN;  I  am  unable  to 
answer  the  question  without  notice. 

THE  EDUOATION  CODE,  1889. 

Mb.  OLDROYD  (Dewsbury) :  I  beg 
toaek  the  Vice  President  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  of  Council  on  Education  at  what 
date,  subject  to  the  promised  disouuion 
in  Parliament,  the  new  Oode  of  Regu- 
lation8(l889)  win  come  into  force? 

Sm  W.  HAET  DYKE :  It  is  not  in  oou- 
templation  to  bring  any  of  the  provisions 
nf  toe  new  Oode  into  operation  before 
the  close  of  the  present  statistical  year 
on  the  Slst  of  next  August. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  Will 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  nre  us 
an  opportunity  of  diecuasing  vei;  impOT* 
tant  matter  ? 
•Mb.  W.  H.  SHTFE:  I  hope  the 
House  will  have  ample  opportuuitjy  of 
disonaaiog  the  question. 

THE  SOUTH  AFEICAN  GOLD  FIELDS— 
THE  EUDD  CONCESSION. 
Hb.  LABOTTOHERE  :  I  beg  to  aak 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Oolonies  whether  he  is  aware  that  a 
Oompany  has  been  formed,  o^ed  the 
Gold  Fields  of  South  Africa  Oompany, 
under  the  Limited  liabili^  Laws  of 
this  country,  with  a  view    to     obtain 
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capital  to  work  a  portion  of  the  conoea- 
sion  granted  by  Lo  Bengula  to  Mr.  Rudd, 
with  considerable  monetary  advantages 
to  that  gentleman  and  to  litosa  who  are 
hie  partners  in  the  concession ;  and  whe- 
ther he  will  explicitly  state  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  is  not  prepared 
to  interfere  in  any  way  in  order  to  main- 
tain  any  rights  which  may  have  been 
granted  under  this  concession  to  British 
Bubjeota? 

Thb  under  SEORETABT  or 
STATE  FOB  THB  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
SK.  WoBUB,  Liverpool,  East  Tozteth)  : 
I  have  not  such  information  aa 
would  enable  me  to  answer  the  first 
question  put  by  the  hon.  Member, 
because,  as  I  have  frequently  ex- 
plained in  the  House,  these  ooaoee- 
eions  are  altogether  beyond  the  oog- 
nizanoeandjurisdiction  of  Her  Majesty^ 
Qovernmen^  which  cannot,  and  does 
not  attempt  to,  control  them.  It  is 
understood,  however,  that  the  gold 
fields  of  the  South  Africa  Oompany  was 
formed  long  before  the  concession  was 
granted  to  Mr.  Rudd  and  hie  associateii, 
who  acted  independently  of  that  Com- 
pany. In  answer  to  the  second  question. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  not  pre- 
pared, under  existing  circumstances,  to 
interfere  in  any  way.  They  could  not 
advise  Lo  Bengtila  to  break  any  concea- 
sion  already  granted,  though  they  might 
advise  him  to  modify  it.  As  stated  in 
my  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
St.  Austell  Division  on  March  I5th, 
Lo  Bengala  has  been  recommended  not 
to  grant  concessions  without  careful 
consideration  and  advice,  and  not  to 
grant  monopolies  to  individuals. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tell  me  what  is  the 
difference  between  breaking  a  oonoea- 
sion  and  modifying  a  concession  f 
•Babon  H.  dz  WOBUS  :  I  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  knows  quite  well  what 
is  the  difference. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  May  I  aak  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  the 
Government  have  changed  their  polioy 
since  May  last,  and  whether  the  reoom- 
mendations  to  Lo  Bengula  ware  made  in 
accordance  witli  the  polity  declared  in 
writing  by  Lord  Enutsford  f 
•BabokH.  dx  worms  :  The  Govem- 
ment  have  not  in  any  way  changed  their 

Mb.'  BBADLAUGH  :  Did  not  Lord 
Knutaford  declare  in  writing  that  no 
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oonoeeaioD  Tould  be  approved  whicli 
had  not  been  mode  known  to  the  High 
Court? 

•Babow  H.  Da  WORMS :  If  the  hon. 
Oentleman  will  put  a  question  on  the 
Paper  I  ahall  be  g^d  to  give  him  an 
answer. 

MAOISTEHIAL  APPOINTMENTS  IN 
INDIA. 

Db.  OAMEBON  (Glasgow,  College 
Div.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  whether  it  is  tnte 
that  in  the  course  of  the  evidenoe  re- 
cently given  before  the  Oravford  Com- 
mission certain  native  magistrateB,  nnder 
promise  of  indemnity  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  Bombay,  gave  evidence  that 
they  had  corruptly  purchased  their 
judicial  appointments  and  promotion; 
and  whether  it  is  true  that  the  Judges 
of  the  Bombay  High  Court  specify 
responsible  for  the  representations  of 
minor  courts  and  officers  sent  the  Bom- 
bay Government  a  protest  pointing  out 
the  illegality  of  maintaining  on  the 
Bench  magistrates  who  had  oorruptly 
purobased  appointments  and  promotion ; 
and,  if  so,  what  steps  have  been  taken 
to  put  an  end  to  the  scandal  against 
which  the  Judges  of  the  Bombay  uigh 
Court  protested? 

Thb  under  SEOBETABT  of 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  fSir  J.  Gowrr, 
Chatham) ;  This  is  substantially  the 
same  qnestiaa  as  that  put  to  me  by 
the  hon.  Member  on  the  1 9th  March.  I 
have  nothing  to  add  to  the  answers 
already  given,  except  that  the  Beoretaty 
of  State  has  been  informed  that  further 
papers  in  referenoe  to  the  incriminated 
magistrates  ore  on  their  way  to  this 
oonntry. 

Db.  CAMEBON  :  But  aU  I  was  told 
previously  was  that  papers  were  on  their 
way  to  tliii  country.  The  really  im- 
portant question  is  whether  these  magis- 
trates are  still  occupied  on  the  Benoh  or 
whether  they  have  been  suspended  F 

*SiB  J.  00B8T  :  I  said  on  the  former 
occasion  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  that  no  public  statement 
ooiud  be  made  without  detriment  to  the 
public  service. 

Db.  CAMEBON:  I  do  not  ask  for 
any  statement ;  all  I  wish  to  know  is 
whether  these  corrupt  magistrates  are 
still  on  the  Benoh?  [On«  of  "An- 
«w«r ! "] 


*SiB  J.  GOBST:  Nothing  is  farther 
from  my  intention  than  to  be  disrespect- 
ful to  either  the  House  or  the  hon. 
Member.  This  matter  is  before  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  a  judicial  capacity ; 
he  has  it  nnder  consiaeration  with  the 
aid  of  his  Council ;  and  he  has  instrmsted 
me  to  say  that  any  official  statement 
would  be  detriments  to  the  interests  of 
justioe.  I  appeal  to  the  House  whether 
they  will  not  sanction  my  preserving  for 
some  short  time  the  silence  which  the 
Secretary  of  State   iias  imposed  upon 


IRELAND— PRISON  TREATMENT  OF 
MR.  E.  HAaaiNGTON. 
Ma.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Seoretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
having,  without  any  application  from 
prisoner,  "  remitted  "  the  hard  laboar 
imposed  upon  Mr.  Edward  Harrington, 
M.F.,  the  so-called  remission,  whilst 
making  no  change  in  his  employment, 
has  had  the  effect  of  aggravating  his 
punishment,  by  depriving  bim  of  four 
ounces  of  meat  and  half  a  pint  of  milk 
per  day  ;  and  whether,  as  utr.  Harring- 
ton is  now  declared  entitled  to  receive 
visits,  and  as  his  wife,  who  resides  at 
Tralee,  has  to  travel  629  miles  to  and 
&om  Tullamore  in  order  to  pay  him  a 
visit,  ho  will  be  sent  back  to  Tralee 
Prison  for  the  residue  of  his  term  of  six 
months,  no  cause  having  been  stated  for 
hia  removal  from  Tralee ;  and  perhaps  I 
may  explain  that  the  abject  of  the  ques- 
tion is  to  show  that  the  supposed 
leniency  of  the  Lord  lieutenant  in 
relieving  Mr.  Harrington  of  hard  labour 
has  the  eSeat  at  the  same  time  of  de- 
priving him  of  four  ounces  of  meat 
daily? 

*Mb.  madden  :  The  Prisfms  Board 
report  that  the  difference  between  the 
employment  of  prisoners  sentenesd 
to  hard  labour  and  those  not  so 
sentenced  is  not  always  in  the  nature 
of  the  labour,  but  in  the  quantity 
exacted  from  the  prisoner.  The  state- 
ment in  the  question  as  to  the 
reduction  of  food  in  Mr.  Harrington's 
cose  by  reason  of  the  remission  of 
hard  labour  is  incorrect.  Prisoners  are 
not  allowed  meat  daily,  and  there  is  no 
difference  whatever  in  the  quantity  of 
meat  per  week  allowed  to  a  prisoner 
whether  sentenced  to  bard  labour  ornot 
in  that  class  in  which  Mr.  Harrington 
S  B  3 
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is;  but  those  not  sentenced  to  hard 
labour  are  allowed  daily  a  quarter  of  a 

Sint  less  milk  than  those  eentenced  to 
ard  labour.  The  distance  by  rail  from 
Tralee  to  TuIIamore  is  not  correotl; 
stated.  It  is  about  1B2  miles.  The 
Prisoua  Board  see  no  sufficient  ground 
to  re-tranafer  }£t.  Harrington  to  Tralee. 
Mr.  sexton  :  I  should  like  to  ask 
vhether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  Mr.  E. 
Harrington  himself,  who  ought  to  know 
best,  has  made  a  statement  to  a  person 
who  interviewed  him  within  the  last 
three  days,  that  he  has  lost  the  four 
ounces  of  meat  daily ;  and  also  whether 
Mr.  Harrington's  wife  travelled  from 
Tralee  to  visit  him,  and  was  prevented 
from  doing  so  by  the  unauthorized  action 
of  the  Frifiona  Board,  and  whether  she  is 
now  to  make  that  journey  again? 
•Mr.  madden  :  The  Chief  Secretary 
has  already  answered  the  latter  part  of 
the  question,  and  stated  that  the  error 
has  been  rectified.  As  to  the  Htatements 
made  by  the  right  hoti.  Gentleman  in 
the  first  part  of  his  question  I  know 
nothing,  but  I  have  given  the  informa- 
tion supplied  to  me  from  the  best 
source  available  to  me — namely,  the  in- 
formation given  me  by  the  Prisons 
Board. 

OHDEH  OF  BQSINES8. 
Mb.  E88LEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  he  would  state  to  the 
House  how  he  intends  to  arrange 
business  so  as  to  fulfil  his  undertaking 
and  the  expectations  of  the  people  of 
Sootland  to  make  this  a  Scotch  Session, 
and  I  should  like  to  explain  that  I  put 
the  question  down  before  I  heard  the 
statement  of  the  Lord  Advocate  yester- 
day. 

*Mk.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  understand 
that  the  hon.  Qentleman  does  not 
expect  any  further  answer. 

Mr.  E88LEMOITO  :  Oh,  yes,  I  do. 

•Mk.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  believe  that 
if  I  were  now  to  enter  into  a  lengthened 
explanation  of  the  manner  in  which  I 


will  be  ample  time  available  for  Scotdi 
business. 

Mn.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.): 
Will  the  Scotoh  Local  Oovemment  BiQ 
be  made  the  first  Qovemment  bunnm 
after  the  Scheme  of  Naval  Defence  ? 

•Me.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  aware  that  there  is  finasdil 
business  vrhicb  it  is  absolutely  essentii) 
should  be  considered ;  but,  subject  to 
that  consideration,  the  Scotch  Bill* 
will  take  a  foremost  plane  in  all  our 
arrangements  In  regard  to  the  basinsti 
of  the  House.  I  was  asked  yesterdsj 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Hid 
Lothian  what  the  business  for  Thursday 
will  be.  We  propose  to  take  Supply 
first  on  Thursday,  and  later  in  the 
evening  to  introduce  the  Bill  relating  to 
the  Sugar  Bounty  Convention. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN  r 
May  I  ask  whether,  considering  the^ 
gress  made  with  the  Naval  BesolotiDDa 
last  night,  the  Scotch  Bills  will  be  atw- 
lutely  the  first  business  on  Monday  J 

'■Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  is  possible 
that  there  may  be  some  more  or  lea 
formal  business  taken  first  thing  on 
Monday,  but  snbatantially  the  Scotch 
Bills  will  be  the  first  business  on  tlutt 
day.  

COMMITTEE  OF  SELECTION  {SPECIAI> 
KEPOET). 

SiE  JOHN  MOWBEAT  reported  from 
the  Committee  of  Selection,  That  thej 
had  selected  the  fallowing  six  Memberalo 
be  the  Chairmen's  Fand,  and  to  serve 
as  Chairmen  of  the  two  Standing  Com- 
mittees to  he  appointed  under  Standing 
Order  47:— Mr.  Campb^-BannermU, 
Sir  Henry  James,  Mr.  Oiiborae  Morgan, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.  Salt,  and  Sir 
Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 

Eeport  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MOTIONS. 

ARMY  (BBEECH-LOADIKG  GUKB). 

Address  for — 

"BetoTD  ot  the   number  of  bTeech-Iaidi>4 
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IJtA8XH0IJ)SBS  (mSLUni)  TUT.T. 

On  Hoticiii  of  Hr.  Hacartney,  Bill  to  amend 
«ItM  Land  Iaw  (Ireland)  Act,  188S,"  with 
cegwd  to  LMwaholdan,  orderad  to  b*  bronght 
is  br  Ut.  Macartney,  Ur.  O'Neill,  Colonel 
'Wanng,  Hr.  T.  W.  BoauU,  Hr.  Lea,  and  Mr. 
William  Knclair. 

Bill  preaantad,  and  read  first  Ijme.  [Bill  1TB.] 

I.AV  OisaKe  (ian:.Ain>)  Bnj_ 

On'Uotion  of  Mr.  OUl,  BUI  to  Moend  the 

Iaw    fw   legnlatiiiK  the    admiwon   of  Law 

Clarki  into  the  ptolsaian  of  Solioitan  in  Irs- 


Fown,    Hr.    William    Radmond,    Ur,    Jolm 
O'Gramor,  and  Ur.  Blano. 
BUI  pnaented,  ud  read  fint  time.  [Bill  ISO.] 

ORDERS  OF  TME  DAT. 


SUPPLY.— COMMrlTKE. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

UotLon  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"Thftt  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leara  the 
Chair." 

THE  VACCINATION  ACra. 
Hb.  FlOrOX  (Leioester):  I  hope 
that  hoD.  Membera — and  the;  are  not  a 
few  in  number — who  have  received  repro- 
•entationa  ttcaa  their  ooiiBtit:uBata  of  the 
amount  of  suffering  inflicted  on  oon- 
acientiotiB  people  by  the  present  opera- 
iioD  of  the  Yaccdnation  Laws,  will  not 
think  that  I  am  ooonpjing;  the  time  of 
the  House  unneceeaaruy  b;  aakingf  them 
to  ooneider  the  terms  of  me  Besolution 
that  I  intend  to  propose.  Last  year  I 
brought  in  a  BQl  intended  to  abolish 
the  compulsory  olaoaea  of  the  Yoooina- 
tioD  Aots.  I  should,  perhaps,  have  done 
«o  this  year  had  I  been  fortunate  in  the 
ballot  on  the  first  da;  of  the  Session. 
Not  being  thus  fortunate,  I  had  to  con- 
sider what  would  be  the  next  best  wa; 
of  dealing  with  the  question.  I  will  not 
pretend  that  the  proposition  I  have  to 
make  to-da;  is  m;  ideal,  but  it  is  pro- 
bably the  best  thing  I  could  possibly 
40  under  the  circumstances.  Something 
like  1 7  years  have  elapsed  einoe  the  last 


mittee  had  settled  the  question  on  any 
reasonable  basis ;  if  it  had  allayed  the 
publio  uneasinese  which  undoubtedly  is 
-excited  more  and  more  by  the  danger 
alleged  to  be  connected  with  vaooina- 
iion ;  if  it  had  su^KSsted  any  plan  for 
Abolishing  the  hara^pa  sa£ferea  by  the 


poor  as  contrasted  with  the  rich ;  if  it 
bad  really  facilitated  the  operation  of 
the  law  and  reduced  the  amount  of 
friction,  I  acknowledge  that  I  should 
hare  had  no  case  to  lay  before  the 
House  at  the  present  moment.  But  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  the  reverse 
of  all  that  is  the  actual  fact.  An  im- 
portant recommendation,  perhaps  the 
most  important  recommendation  of  that 
Oommittee,  though  adopted  b;  the 
Honse,  was  thrown  out  in  another 
place.  In  the  meanwhile  opinion  has 
been  growing  that  the  other  cooolu- 
sions  arrived  at  by  the  Gommilitea  were 
against  the  weight  of  evidence,  aud  not 
only  the  weight  of  evidence  furnished 
to  ^e  Oommittee,  but  still  more  against 
the  weight  of  evidence  furnished  by 
after  events.  For,  immediately  after  the 
Oommittee  reported,  a  violent  and  ter- 
rible epidemic  of  small-pox  swept  over 
the  land,  and  set  at  defiance  the  anti- 
dote which  is  supposed  to  furnish  aa 
adequate  preventive.  Very  recently 
there  have  been  outbreaks  of  small-pox 
at  Sheffield  and  other  places,  the  efEeots 
of  which  have  certainly  rivalled  in  seve- 
rity the  very  worst  plagues  of  previous 
oenturiee.  The  teeistance  to  law  has 
increased  to  such  an  extent  that  in  many 
towns  it  is  impossible  to  conceal  the 
fact  that  the  law  has  become  a  dead 
letter,  and  in  other  towns  the  resistanos 
is  such  that  oompulsion  is  degenerating 
into  persecution,  and  that  often  of  a 
cruel  character.  Enormous  fines  have 
been  accumulated  on  the  heads  of  poor 
people  ill  able  to  bear  them,  and,  more 
than  once  or  twice,  Ei^liahmen  have 
had  to  witness  the  spectacle  of  honest 
and  conscientious  citizens  being  con- 
ducted through  the  streets  in  handonfEs, 
and  sent  to  the  plank- bed  and  other  degra- 
dations, for  no  other  reason  than  that 
ofobedience  to  their  conscience  in  regard 
to  the  duties  they  believe  they  owe  to 
their  children.  Inquiry  is  earnestly 
challenged.  It  is  aUegad  that  a  bettet 
method  of  combating  this  fell  disease 
has  been  tried  in  the  borough  that 
I  have  the  honour  of  representing, 
and  that  this  better  method  has  sue- 
ceeded  where  the  more  ordinary  method 
has  failed.  To  crown  all,  the  proverbial 
differences  between  doctors  have  been 
reoentlyvery  much  aggravated  in  regard 
to  the  subject  of  small-pox  and  vaooi- 
nation,  and  the  greatest  Encjclopoedia 
of  this  or  any  oUier  age  has  admitted 
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to  its  pagea  an  article  hy  a  well- 
known  medical  writer,  which  goes 
very  far  indeed  to  shake  public  coa- 
fidenoe  in  the  preventive  furnished 
b;  vaccination,  8ach,  Sir,  is  the 
case  I  deeire  to  la;  before  the  House. 
The  recommendation  that  the  law  should 
bo  satisfied  with  the  impoaition  of  one 
tall  penalty  and  costs  on  parents  in 
regard  to  each  child  that  they  refused  to 
vaccinate  was  unanimously  Eidopted  by 
the  Committee,  and  it  was  embodied  in 
the  Bill  which  was  afterwards  brought 
forward  and  carried  through  this  House. 
Bat,  Sir,  the  Bill  had  to  ^o  to  another 
place,  and  in  that  place  the  clause 
posing  only  one  penalty  on  parents  for 
each  child  was  struck  out.  I  may  here 
refer  to  the  words  uttered  by  the  late 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  when  the  Bill  same 
back  to  this  House  ia  a  mutilated 
form.  It  was,  I  think,  on  the  19th 
August,  1871,  when  all  the  Members 
were  anxious  to  get  away  from  their 
legislative  labours  to  much  needed 
recreation.  According  to  Hamard,  Mr. 
Forster,  in  complaining  that  the  other 
House  had  struck  out  Clause  10 — an 
important  clause,  that  mitigated  the 
penalties — used  these  words : — 

"That  alauBs  trai  passed  in  that  Home  by  a 
m^oritv  of  AT  to  la,  and  expanded  in  tbe  other 
House  bj  a.  majority  of  8  to  7,  tbo  total  number 
erf  FeoTB  voting  being  jujt  about,  equal  to  the 
number  of  Members  on  the  Select  Committee, 
which,  siter  %  long  snd  careful  ooQiiileration, 
oune  to  a  nnauimous  concluBion  iu  favour  ot 
the  clatue.  He  shoald  have  bad  no  heaitation 
whatever  in  aakin^  the  House  to  disagree  vith 
the  Amendment  if  the  period  of  the  Sesiuon 
would  allow  of  such  disogieemeat  without  the 
low  of  the  Bill." 


Now,  Sir,  I  venture  to  say  that  this  is 
an  instance  much  too  common  in  the 
praceduit)  of  the  ao- called  Upper 
House.  If  the  veto  were  only  exercised 
upon  hasty  and  ill-considered  legislation 
in  times  of  unreasoning  agitation,  we 
should  have  no  complaint  to  make-  If 
the  veto  stayed  our  hands  when  frantic 
and  unreasoning  panic  extorted  from  us 
sanction  for  tremendous  penaltios  upon 
destructive  idiots  suffering  from  tem- 
porary madness,  if  it  stayed  our  hands 
when  we  were  driven  to  sanction  .the 
revival  of  medieeval  torture,  when  bur- 
glary and  robbery  are  unusually  rife,  I 
should  not  complain  of  the  exercise  of 
this  legislative  embargo.  But,  Sir,  it  is 
not  BO ;  it  is  now  exercised  most  fre- 
quently when  the  legislation  of  this 
Mr.  Pieton 
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House  is  most  humane,  and  it  is  alwaya 
nsercised  when  that  legislation  is  most 
responsive  to  theiuat  sympathies  of  tha 
people.     What  has   been   the   conso- 
quence?    If,  Sir,  we  were  dealing  iritft 
crime — that  is  to  say,  with  an  immoral 
act  BO  contrary  to  the  public  interest 
that  it  must  needs  be  put  down  by  lair  ; 
an  act  of  impurity  and  disobedience  to 
the   moral   law ;    why,   then,    resolate 
Qovemment  and  a  constant  impoaiticni 
of  fines  and  imprisonment  might  poan- 
bly  succeed.     But,  Sir,  we  are  dealing 
with  a  faculty  in  man  which  was  nerer 
very  amenable  to  fines  and  impriBonmeot 
or  even  death,  and  that  is,  the  hnman 
conscience.     Let  me  juat  cite  oaeoasein 
illustration.     Most  hon.  Members  hare 
surely  heard  of  poor  Charles  Hayward 
of  Ashford  in  Sent,  who  so  consdeQ- 
tiously  objects  to  the  practice  of  vaoci- 
nation  that  he  feels  nis  duty  to  his 
children  will  not  allow  him  to  have  them 
operated  upon.      But  the  magistrates 
and  guardians  of  the  district  in  which 
he  lives  will  not  allow  the  poor  mao 
the  luxury  of  a  conscience  at  all ;  they 
think  they  ought  to  put  down  his  con- 
science by  fines ;  and  according  to  the 
latest    statistioB    from   the    I9th    May, 
1885,    when     the     persecution    began, 
down  to  the  26th   of  February   in  this 
year,  he  has   been   37   separate  times 
fined,   the   amount  of  the    fines  beiaa^ 
£63    2a.    6d.,    including    coats.     Weir, 
Sir,  it  is  probably  more  than  a  year's 
income    of   this   poor  man,    and   this 
taken  from  him — at  least  it  is  sup- 
posed to  be  taken  from  him — but,  per- 
bapa,  charily  has  interfered  to  prevent 
such  an  excessive  punishment — in  the 
space  ot  little  more  than  four  years — 
because  he  chooses  to  follow  the  dictates 
of   his  own   conscience.     This  is  only 
illustration,  and  I  believe  that  a 
^eat  many  others  could  be  cited  ;  but 
tt  affords  a  reason  for  reconsidering  the 
mode  in  which  the  Yaccination   Laws 
are  earned   out.     But,  Sir,  I  contend 
that  some  of  the  general  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee   of   1871    were 
against  the  weight  of  evidence.    The 
Committee     desired     to     give    greater 
facilities  for  carrying  out  the  law  and  to 
have  more  vaccination  stations.    A  aim- 
plificatioa  was  wanted  of  the  work  of  the 
public  vaccinators,  and  it  was  suggested 
that  the  registers  should  be  sent  to  them 
BO  that  they  could  more  easily  acoouot 
for  the  children  unvaccinated.    I  believe 
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the  objections  raised  to  the  praetioe  of 
vaooinatioQ  scaroely  came  within  the 
province  of  that  Oommitteo ;  at  any 
rate,  the  evidence  they  took  was,  on 
that  part  of  the  case,  exceedingly  short, 
and  it  was  not  presented  at  dl  in  fall. 
Xevertheless,  proved  instances  of  mis- 
chief resulting;  from  vaccination  were 
supplied.  I  need  not  direll  upon  the 
evidence  which  came  before  the  Com- 
mittee, for  a  far  mightier  witness  than 
any  that  could  be  brought  bodily  into 
the  Oommittee  Boom  was  proclaiming 
everywhere  at  that  time  the  impotenoe 
of  the  law.  Hemeinber  that  one  of  the 
faots  proved  by  a  number  of  the  wit- 
nesses before  the  Oommittee  was 
the  almost  perfect  carrying  out  of 
the  Vaccination  Law  over  a  large 
part  of  the  country.  In  the  district 
of  St.  Luke's,  for  instance,  a  vaccina- 
tion officer  testified  that  there  was 
scarcely  a  single  child  unaccounted  for. 
One  of  the  liepresentatives  of  Ireland 
likewise  gave  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  dwelt  with  emphasis  on  the 
faot  that  vaccination  was  so  universal  in 
Ireland  as  to  have  practically  abolished 
Bmall-poz  altogether.  Dr.  Alexander 
Wood,  coming  from  Scotland,  bore 
aimilar  testimony,  and  said — 

"  I  think  that  fbeie  is  no  smsll-poi  in  that 
countrj',  because  the  Scotch  Vaccinatioa  Iav  of 
1S6S  Ms  entirely  stamped  it  out." 
Sir,  at  that  very  time,  when  these  con- 
fident boaats  were  beingmade  before  the 
Committee,  the  plague  was  stalking  from 
house  to  house  and  from  city  to  city. 
In  the  year  1871,  the  deaths  from  small- 
pox in  the  United  Kingdom  amounted 
to  25,233,  notwithstanding  the  boasts 
made  as  to  the  extent  to  which  vac- 
cination had  been  carried  out.  In  the 
following  year,  ao  little  had  the  plague 
diminished,  that  the  number  of  deaths 
amounted  to  24,790.  And  sow  let  me 
refer  to  Scotland  and  Ireland.  I  have 
quoted  the  confident  expressions  of  dis- 
tinguished witnesses  from  these  countries 
as  to  the  practical  suppression  of  small- 
pox by  the  practice  of  vaccination,  but 
in  the  year  1871  there  were  6G6  deaths 
from  the  disease  in  Ireland,  andia  1S72 
the  number  had  risen  to  3,248.  Again, 
in  Scotland  the  deaths  in  1871  amounted 
to  1,442  according  to  one  table,  and  ac- 
cording to  another  offlcial  table  to  1,760. 
In  1872,  the  deaths  in  Scotland  were 
2,448  according  to  the  one  table,  and 
3,073  according  to  the  other.  The  grand 


total  for  the  United  Kingdom  durit^the 
two  years  was  50,023,  although  Tac- 
cination  had  been  in  operation  eineft  the 
beginning  of  the  century,  and  of  course 
with  constantly  increasing  rigour. 
Well,  Sir,  we  have  recently  had  another 
experience,  and  that  is  in  ShefBeld. 
A  portentous  Beport,  on  that  subject, 
came  into  my  hands  only  yesterday 
morning,  and  I  have  scarcely  been  able 
to  digest  its  pages.  Still,  I  think  I 
must  make  a  remark  or  tiro  upon  it.  It 
is  indisputable  that  Sheffield  was  one  of 
the  best- vaccinated  towns  in  the  country. 
There  were  only  about  5  per  cent  of  the 
children  unaccounted  for  in  the  vaccina- 
tion statistics  in  the  worst  districts,  and 
in  the  best  districts  even  less  than  1  per 
cent.  No  doubt  we  shall  be  told  that 
this  residue  of  5  per  cent  was  capable 
of  doing  an  enormous  amount  of  mis- 
chief; but,  Sir,  let  us  take  the  figures 
in  the  beginning  of  the  century.  We 
have  been- told  over  and  over  again  that 
small-pox  was  diminishing  and  almost 
arrested  by  the  practice  of  vaccina- 
tion. Now,  how  many  were  vaccinated 
in  the  beginning  of  the  century  ?  Cer- 
tainly not  more  than  from  15  to  25  per 
cent.  We  have  no  accurate  statistics  to 
go  upon  ;  but  I  fancy  from  15  to  25  per 
cent  would  fairly  represent  the  number 
of  children  vaccinated.  For  a  time  that 
almost  abolished  small-pox,  and  can  it 
now  be  said  that  a  small  residuum  of 
un vaccinated  children,  amounting  to 
only  S  per  cent,  is  enough  to  neutralize 
the  charm  ?  I  think  it  is  an  unreason- 
able view  to  take.  And  now  I  come 
to  this  portentous  volume.  I  find  in 
it  that  comparatively  little  attention  is 
given  to  the  sanitary  condition  of  the 
town.  There  are  ecores  of  pages  filled 
with  plausible  and  striking  statistics  of 
the  individual  effects  of  vaccination ; 
but  there  are  only  a  few  paragraphs 
as  to  the  sanitary  condition  of  the  town.' 
On  page  218  we  are  told  that — 

"  In  the  older  parts  of  the  town  proper  (well 
repreaented  b;  the  ShefGeld  townahip)  houses 
are  frequentlj  damp,  ill'VeotilatMi,  and  dark. 
Also  they  are  crowded  together ;  courts  are 
found  within  courts,  and  streets  are  Darrow, 
windiug,  and  often  precipitous.  Even  in  neigh- 
bourhoods where  villages  once  in  the  country 
have  now  become  surrounded  by  houses,  pre- 
cisely similar  conditions  exist.  Further,  a  vary 
large  proportion  of  the  houses  erected  prior  to 
the  last  ten  or  fifteen  years  have  been  built 
back  to  bauk." 

Now  I   come  to  a   sttll  more  terrible 
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ezperieooe   of   my  own,   thera     is    a 
graat  probability  that  they  were   left 


Saragraph  on  paga  221,  oonoeming  the 
LBpoBal  of  refuse.  I  am  sorry  to 
troable  the  Houae  with  these  offensive 
details ;  but,  Sir,  we  have  to  deal  with 
the  health  of  the  people.  We  are  told 
that^ 

"  Bheffield  ia  sBBentiall;  a  privj  middan 
town:  the  total  number  of  water- oloiets  in 
exiateiuM  up  to  Deoember  Slit,  ISST,  beiug 
ouly  4,137,  ohieflf  found  in  housrs  ia  EcoleaalT, 
NeUier  SalUm,  Uppei  Hallam,  and  Pitamaor. 
In  the  centre  of  Uie  town  ihapi,  offices,  and 
hoteia  alone  are,  as  a  role,  pFovided  with  them. 
If  the  entire  population  of  the  borough  ia,  in 
accordance  with  the  BegiBtrar  Qeneral'a  es- 
timate, taken  at  about  320,000,  and  Buuming 
that  the  4,137  water- cloaets  each  serve  for  the 
UBS  of  the  inmatea  of  two  houses,  say  for  40,000 
people,  we  may  conclude  that  at  least  210,000 
persons  are  provided  with  no  other  closet  ao- 
Gommodatlon  than  that  afforded  by  midden 
privies,  and  it  has  been  estimated  that  the 
actual  area  occupied  by  the  middens  themselves 
in  the  borough  amounts  to  coDMderably  over  1 2 


Later' 


a  the  Bepnrt  we  are  told— 


"  From  the  plan  on  which  the  middena  are 
constructed  the  cootents  are  kept  oontirually 
wet  by  the  percolation  into  tbem  of  subsoil  and 
snrfaoe  water  (rain  water  falling  in  addition 
into  the  nnaewered  ones},  and  aa  a  result  offensive 
deoompoution  of  their  oontents  is  contiaually 
takingplace.  The  middeca  are  habitually  used 
throughout  a  large  part  of  the  town  aa  re- 
cepta^e  for  house  slope  and  refuae  of  every 
description,  Aa  the  midden  pits  are  rarely 
made  water-tight,  the  subsoil  neoestarily 
becomes  chargel  with  the  soakage  of  eicre- 
mental  fUth." 

These  words  are  surely  eignifioant, 
and  I  contend  that  they  a£FonI  ample 
explanation  of  the  origin  of  small-pox 
in  Sheffield.  I  have  said  that  the 
statistioH  ad  to  Tacoination  are  un- 
doubtedly plausible,  and  they  are  also 
striking ;  but  this  obserratioD  occurs  to 
me,  that  they  need  closer  scrutiny  than 
they  appear  to  have  receired.  Let 
me  give  an  illastration  of  what  I 
mean.  There  is  a  table  here  deal- 
ing with  the  case  of  21  vaccinated 
children  over  one  month  and  under 
one  year  of  age,  and  of  eleven 
UQvaccinated  children,  who  were  in 
bouses  invaded  with  amall-poz.  Xow 
the  table  shows  that  of  the  31  Taooinated 
ohildren,  only  two  were  attacked,  while 
of  the  1 1  unvaocinated,  no  fewer  than 
sereo  were  attacked  by  the  disease.  Of 
the  raooinated  one  died,  and  of  the  un- 
vaccinated  four  died.  But  why  were 
not  these  1 1  children  vaocinated  ?  The 
answer  to  the  question  possibly  signifies 
a  good  deal.  If  I  may  judge  from 
Jfr.  AetoN 


uavaooinated  because  they  were  not 
oonaidered  strong  enough  to  undei^^ 
the  operation,  and  of  eourse  it  ia  theae 
poor,  ill-formed,  ill-developed  children 
ofveak  constitution,  who  would  natorally 
be  the  first  to  succumb  to  the  disease. 
Therefore  I  do  not  attach  much  value  to 
the  figures  which  have  been  quoted, andl 
think  any  inquiry  now  held  should  see 
how  far  the  statietics  can  be  verified. 
But,  Sir,  I  have  something  more 
to  say  on  the  subject.  I  contend. 
Sir,  we  have  a  right  to  guard 
not  merely  the  individual  here  and 
there,  but  the  whole  commonwealth,  and 
even  if  the  tables  were  correct,  I  contend 
that  compulsion  would  never  be  justifi- 
able unless  you  could  thereby  inBure 
complete  immunity  from  the  disease  for 
the  whole  country.  That  you  cannot  da, 
for  we  find  these  tremendous  epidemics 
are  continually  recurrent.  You  find 
soma  very  singular  conclusions  in  the 
Report.  We  axe  told  that  if  the  whole 
town  had  been  unvacoinated,  and  the 
deaths  had  been  in  the  same  proportion 
as  they  were  among  the  unvacoinated 
persona  attacked,  instead  of  there  being 
only  five  or  six  hundred,  there  would 
have  bean  at  least  7,000  children  under 
ten  years  attacked  and  3,000  would  have 
died.  Sir,  this  ia  wholly  falladous  and 
unjustifiable,  for  in  the  last  century, 
when  vaooination  was  not  practised 
at  all,  the  percentage  of  deaths 
among  persons  attacked  was  only  IS'S, 
and  even  now,  with  vaccination,  the  per- 
centage ia  18'S  for  the  present  century. 
It  ia,  therefore,  absurd  to  aay  that  so 
many  would  have  died  if  the  whole 
population  had  been  unvacoinated.  I 
contend,  therefore,  that  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Committee  of  1871  were 
againat  the  weight  of  evidence.  Fublio 
uneasiness  has  been  more  and  more 
excited  of  late  by  the  dangera  aaid  to 
be  associated  with  the  practice  of  vaooi- 
nation.  We  all  must  know  of  casea 
in  which  vaccination  has  acted  badly. 
John  Stuart  Mill,  in  his  "  Logic,"  admits 
the  necessity  of  arguing  from  particulars 
to  particulars,  and  although  I  disBOTee 
with  his  logic,  I  think  he  is  juatifi^  to 
a  certain  extent  by  the  actual  practice 
of  uneducated  persona.  If  a  man  baa 
had  a  child  with  a  dreadfully  inflamed 
arm,  and  frightful  sorea  breaking  o  ut 
all  over   his   body,  immediately  after 


.y  Google 


1739 


FOMMoAfHI 


Tacdaation,  can  yon  blame  him,  when 
•nother  child  oomee  into  the  famil;,  if 
he  refuses  to  let  it  run  that  risk  ?  But 
there  is  even  more  than  this  to  be  said. 
"Mi.  Jonathan  HutabtnBon,  the  well- 
Icnown  writer  on  medical  anhjects,  was 
-examined  before  the  Committee,  and  he 
aoknowledged  that  he  had  obeerred 
«ases  in  which  sores  bad  broken  oat, 
apparently  owing  to  vaocination.  In 
Answer  to  another  question,  he  said  the 
general  opinion  of  tlie  profession  was, 
perhaps,  opposed  to  tne  belief  that 
nphilis  was  communicated  by  raocina- 
tion,  but  he  added  that  that  was 
sot  tho  opinion  of  those  who 
had  carefully  examined  tbe  question. 
Even  in  1871  Mr.  Hutchinson  was  of 
opinion  that  syphilis  might  be  com- 
mnnioated  by  Taccination.  But  he 
then  told  the  Committee  that  infec- 
tion Dould  always  be  effeotiTely 
guarded  against  by  the  operator, 
when  taking  the  lymph,  being  care- 
fill  not  to  draw  blood ;  but  after- 
wards in  a  treatise  which  he  published 
he  altered  that  opinion,  and  said  that 
even  where  there  was  no  yisible  blood 
disease  might  be  conveyed  by  the 
lymph.  Since  1871  other  medical 
opinions  have  been  expreased  to  the 
aame  effect,  and  which  ever  theory  may 
be  correct,  it  is  monstrousf  or  the  Legisla- 
ture to  go  on  forcing  vaccination  upon 
poor  people  and  declining  seriously  to  in- 
quireinto  the  matter.  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
■ay  that  the  general  tenour  of  the  evi- 
dence is,  that  there  has  been  an  enor- 
mous increase  of  these  syphilitic  diseases 
and  of  infantine  mortality  since  vaccina- 
tion was  made  compulsory,  I  have 
shown  how  the  Committee  of  1S71  had 
its  most  important  recommendation  re- 
jected in  another  place.  I  have  shown 
how  the  Heport  of  the  Committee  in  other 
respects  is  against  the  weight  of  evi- 
dence, that  they  were  not  sufficiently 
-alive  to  the  repeated  failures  of  vacci- 
nation to  protect  communities  as  distinct 
■bom  individuals.  I  have  shown,  I 
think,  that  public  uneasiness  is  con- 
stantly growing,  and  that  to  a  large  ex- 
t«nt  it  is  juetiGed  by  facts  and  official 
atatietiBs.  I  have  shown  how  in  nine 
towns  the  Vaccination  Laws  have  be- 
-oome  a  dead  letter,  while  in  other  places 
liroseoutions  have  become  a  public 
acandal.  I  have  shown  that  medical 
dissent  from  the  theory  that  vaccination 
ia    necessary     shows     a    tendency     to 
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increase.  I  have  shown  that  in  the 
town  I  have  the  honour  to  represent 
the  experiment  of  relying  upon  the 
precautions  I  have  advocated  have  been 
tried  for  17  years  with  success.  After 
this  my  demand  cannot  be  considered 
unreasonable.  I  do  not  ask  for  a  mere 
formal  inquiry,  sitting  to  adopt  a  foregone 
conclusion.  I  do  ask,  if  the  Government 
see  their  way  clear  to  agree  to  my  pro- 
posal, that  whatever  Commission  or 
Committee  may  be  granted  may  be 
impartially  conatitutea;  that  opposing 
views  shall  be  represented  together  with 
eminent  men  not  previously  committed 
to  an  attitude  of  partizanship  upon  one 
aide  or  the  other,  and  who  will  play  the 
part  of  umpires — perhaps  legal  gentle- 
men would  he  bast  to  sift  and  weigh  the 
evidence  before  them.  The  conatitution 
of  the  tribunal  must  rest  on  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Qovsmment.  I  only  ask 
the  House  to  make  the  demand.  Surely 
an  assembly  that  embodies  to  a  veir 
large  extent  both  the  executive  and 
legislative  functions  of  Government 
ought  to  kesp  its  eyes  open  to  every 
current  of  opinion,  and  its  ears 
open  to  every  cry  of  wronj;.  And 
no  complaint  or  grievaooe,  surely, 
can  be  more  touching  than  the  voice  of 
parental  affection  pleading  for  freedom 
from  medical  persecution  in  the  exercise 
of  their  Heaven-sent  responsibility .  We 
owe  at  least  respect  to  such  appeals  of 
parental  conscience,  and  therefore  I 
move  the  Besolution  that  stands  in  my 
name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  iMve  oat  from  the  word  "  That,"  in  ordsr 
to  add  ths  wonU  ■ '  ua  humble  Addreu  tm  pre- 
sented to  Her  Uajestj  praying  Her  to  appoint 
■  Royal  ComniiBaioii  to  loqaire  into  the  worldnj; 
of  the  TacciDation  Acts ;  also  into  the  con- 
ditioD,  at  legarda  the  prevalence  of  emall-pox 
or  otherviie,  of  any  toimB  or  diatricbl  in 
which  the  gnsrdiang  have  for  two  years  or 
mora  failed  to  prosecute  for  refusal  to  vacci- 
nate, and  likewiae  into  the  ayitem  of  oom- 
pulrcry  notification,  ieolatioo,  and  quaranttoe, 
aa  carried  oat  in  Leicester  ood  eliewhere;  to 
take  evidence  as  to  the  present  itate  of  scientiflo 
and  medical  opiaion  od  the  effecte  of  vaooiiia- 
(ion  ;  to  inquire  into  the  nature  and  oaiuas  of 
popular  objeotionB  to  vaccination,  where  luch 
esist ;  and  to  report  whether  any  change  in 
the  law,  and,  if  so,  what  change,  ii  In  their 
judgment  deaitable,'*— (  Jfr.  Pietaa,) 

instead  whereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  auestion."  uitji  i;cj  oyCjOOglC 
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*Db.  FAECiTJHAHSON  (Abordeen- 
shire,  W.):  I  beg  to  aecoud  the  Motion. 
It  ma;  seem  strange  that  one  like 
myself,  who  has  always  been  a  strong, 
I  might  almaat  say  an  uncompromiBing, 
advocate  of  vaccination,  should  support 
a  proposal  wbioh  many  Members  will 
be  diaposed  to  think  anneoessary,  and 
indeea  calculated  to  unsettle  the  public 
mind  on  this  subject;  but  I  am  not  in- 
olined  to  take  that  view.  I  join  in  the 
proposal  because  I  hold  that  inquiry 
ana  investigation  of  any  sort,  if  open 
and  ecientifio,  must  do  good  and  add  to 
our  knowledge,  and  eventually  promote 
the  cause  of  truth.  II  a  thing  is  good, 
then  inquiry  and  investigation  will  only 
strengthen  it;  and  if  it  is  bad,  the 
sooner  we  find  it  out  the  better,  abolish 
it  if  necessary,  or  remedy  the  defects 
we  may  discover.  I  do  not  hold 
that  any  institution  of  this  country 
is  so  sacred  or  so  settled  as  to  be  beyond 
the  reach  of  investigation  altogether. 
Wo  know  that  my  hon.  Friend,  whom  J 
do  not  see  in  his  place  now  (Sir  Or. 
Campbell],  wishes  to  prescribe  for  the 
British  Constitution.  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  is  going  to  renew  his  Motion 
this  year  or  not.  Although  I  coneider 
myself  that  the  question  of  vaccination 
is  as  settled  as  the  British  Constitutioo, 
yet  I  cannot  forget  that  there  are  other 
people  who  do  not  hold  that  view.  I  do 
not  think  that  knowledge  and  self- con 
fidence  should  lead  ua  to  dogmatize  on 
this  or  any  oUier  subject.  I  do  not 
think  we  can  ignore  the  fact  that  a  con- 
■iderable  mass  of  public  opinion  and 
popular  sentiment  goes  against  vaccina- 
tion, and  more  especially  goes  against 
compulsory  application  of  it,  and  holds 
that  inquiry  should  be  held  before  an 
impartial  judicial  tribunal.  I,  for  one, 
wish  that  opportunity  to  be  given.  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  the  bon.  Member 
for  Leicester  and  I  approach  the  facta 
from  different  standpoints.  No  doubt 
thehon.  Member  hopes  that  in  the  result 
a  heavy  blow  will  be  struck  at  the 
system  of  vaccination,  or,  at  all  events, 
at  Qompulaory  vaccination.  No  doubt 
lie  thinks  that  he  will  be  able  to  prove 
that  the  benefits  attributed  to  vaccination 
are  really  due  to  hygienic  improvements, 
and  that  he  will  be  able  to  show  that 
many  evtla  result  from  vaooination.  I 
advocate  inquiry  from  a  very  different 
standpoint  in  the  interest  of  vac- 
cination itself,  and  in  full  confidence  that 


i  twill  come  out  of  the  inquiry  nnacatbedr 
and,  indeed,  lai^ely  strengthened.  Of 
course,  as  many  of  us  know,  a  great 
mass  of  information  already  exiets  oir 
the  subject.  Sir  3.  Simon,  Dr. 
Buchanan,  the  able  chief  of  the  Medi<;al 
Department  of  the  Local  Q-overnment 
Board,  and  others,  lutre  provided  a  mas9 
of  accurate  information,  though  it  is  of 
a  somewhat  scattered  kind,  and  is  to- 
be  found  in  Blue  Books  and  Annual 
Beports  in  dusty  recesses  of  tbie  House. 
Inquiry  will  have  the  effect  of  collecting 
and  concentrating  a  large  mass  of  ia- 
formation,  and  perhaps  of  adding  very 
coneiderably  to  it.  I  wish  I  oould  think 
it  would  settle  the  public  mind,  and  I 
hope  in  some  degree  it  may.  I  hope — 
though  I  am  not  very  confident  in  the 
hope — that  when  the  Commission  comea 
to  report  we  shall  reach  a  state  of 
finality  if  that  is  attainable  at  all,  that 
if  the  verdict  is  for  vaccination,  if  it  ia 
proved  that  the  allegations  of  its  oppo* 
nents  are  not  supported  by  facts,  then  I 
hope  that  the  agitation  that  has  worried 
us  su  much  with  its  literature  will  cease, 
that  we  shall  no  longer  be  inundated 
with  leaflets,  pamphlets,  and  books, 
and  that  the  numerous  societies  esta- 
blished to  promote  the  An ti -vaccination 
Movement  will  disaotve  into  thin  air. 
I  hope  this  may  be  so,  and  that 
is  a  strung  reason  why  I  advocate 
inquiry,  that  it  may  do  something  to 
settle  the  public  mind,  and  the  only 
people,  I  think,  who  may  look  upon  the 
Beport  with  apprehension  are  Parlia- 
mentary candidates.  Now  they  are  able 
to  shelter  themselves  behind  a  coming 
inquiry.  When  a  candidate  is  hard 
pressed  and  driven  into  a  comer,  be 
says — "  I  am  in  favour  of  inquiry,  and 
until  that  inquiry  is  held  I  must  sus- 
pend my  judgment."  But  I  am  afraid 
when  this  inquiry  comes  off  these  un- 
fortunate gentlemen  must  come  forth 
from  their  refuge  and  give  an  opinion 
one  way  or  the  other.  In  the  composi- 
tion of  the  Oommieeion  I  hope  the  ut- 
most care  will  be  taken  to  insure  an  im- 
partial inquiry,  else  people  will  be  ready 
enough  afterwards  to  say  it  waa  not 
constituted  properly — that  it  was  packed 
one  way  or  the  other.  I  am  talking  a» 
if  it  is  to  be  constituted,  and  it  is  "  in 
the  air"  that  it  is  to  be.  It  should  in- 
clude men  of  widely  varied  opinions  and 
different  modes  of  thought;  and  if  w» 
eould   induce    one   of   Her    Majesty's 
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Judges  to  Msiat,  that  would  materially 
add  to  the  advantage  I  hope  will  resull 
Having  gone  along  so  far  ia  a  Meadlj 
way,  in  double  hamess-  with  my  han. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Leiaeeter,  I 
mnat  now  part  company  with  him  on  a 
few  points  in  hiaspaQoh.  We  have  beard 
s  good  deal  on  the  medical  eido  of 
the  qaestion.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Leioester  has  talked,  I  mnat  say,  in 
a  tolerably  Bcientifio  and  correct  way 
about  Boveral  important  qneBtiona  tbat 
he  hu  evidently  otudied.  He  haa 
read  Dr.  Oreighton's  article,  intereat- 
ing  and  ingenious  as  it  ia.  But 
Dr.  Greighton  himself  tells  us  that  it 
mutt  not  be  accepted  as  the  doctrine  of 
the  profession,,  so  we  must  look  upon  it 
as  but  an  individual  opinion.  Dr. 
Greighton  holds  the  opinion  that  the  two 
forma  of  pox  are  really  the  same  disease. 
If  they  are  the  same,  if  the  leaser  pax 
is  the  same  as  what  is  called  the  great 
pox,  why  is  it  that  there  are  so  few  out- 
breaks of  post- vaccinal  syphilis  observed 
ia  the  country?  Dr.  Greighton,  after 
careful  search  through  medical  litera- 
ture, can  only  find  17,  some  of  which 
are  admitted  to  be  doubtful  in  character. 
It  it  ba  really  the  case  that  the  one 
disease  is  tbe  Hsme  as  the  other,  why 
do  we  not  have  outbreaks  of  this  form 
of  the  disease  P  Dr.  Buchanan — and  I 
am  glad  to  get  back  to  bim  again — tells 
na  that  out  of  7,000,000  children  tbat 
came  under  the  cognizance  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  in  10  years,  there 
waa  not  one  case  of  post- vaccinal 
syphilis,  though  he  was  always  looking 
out  for  it  for  purposes  of  investigation. 
I  am  sorry  to  talk  to  tbe  House 
in  this  medical  way,  but  my  bon. 
Friend  haa  thrown  out  a  oballenge 
on  these  pointa.  I  am  unable  to  back 
him  up  in  what  he  says  about  the  spread 
of  sypbilia  among  children.  He  tells 
OB  that  detection  of  tbe  disease  is  a  very 
diCBcuIt  thing,  but  I  do  not  think  it  is. 
If  I  were  addressing  a  medical  society 
instead  of  tbe  House  of  Commons  I 
think  I  should  be  able  to  nve  very  good 
reason  for  saying  what  I  do,  and  lay 
down  tbe  symptoms  and  indication  a 
beyond  doubt.  The  remoter  stages  of 
the  disease  are  now  much  better  under- 
stood than  they  were  formerly  when 
effects  in  children  and  adults  were  set 
down  to  that  diseaae,  but  really  had 
nothing  to  do  with  tbe  disease  itself. 
The  hon.  Member  has  directed  attention 


to  the  outcome  of  the  Sheffield  inquiry, 
and  without  doubt  tbie  somewhat 
formidable  looking  volume  contains 
some  of  tbe  most  valuable  information. 
It  is  a  pietie  of  patient,  skilled,  and 
scientific  work,  for  which  Dr.  Barry  de- 
serves tbe  highest  commendation — hia 
case  hardly  breaks  down  at  any  point. 
Tbe  hon.  Member  tells  ua  that  the  ques- 
tion of  sanitation  has  not  been  suffi- 
ciently considered;  but  Dr.  Barry  shows 
tbat  be  has  taken  note  of  this,  but  can- 
not find  that  tbe  effect  of  the  so-called 
circumstaoces  of  sanitation  upon  the 
death-rate  of  those  attacked  is  demon- 
strable. I  think  if  my  hon.  Friend  had 
continued  bis  investigation  a  little 
further  he  would  have  found  that 
the  coudition  of  tUngs  in  Sheffield 
had  nothing  to  do  with  sanitation, 
and  tbat  among  those  who  sufTeied  from 
tbe  epidemic,  the  attacks  among  vac- 
cinated children  were  in  the  proportion 
of  five  per  1,000,  and  among  unvaoci- 
nated  children  101  per  1,000,  while  the 
death-rate  in  either  case  was  '09  and  44, 
in  other  words,  tbat  as  the  result  of  the 
Sheffield  outbreak,  for  every  100,000 
vaccinated  children  the  death-rate  from 
small-pox  was  nine,  and  among  tho 
same  number  of  unvaccinated  children 
it  was  4,400.  I  do  not  think  facta 
could  be  carried  further,  and  I  can  only 
rsGommend  the  perusal  of  this  book  ae 
entirely  bearing  out  every  word  of  what 
I  am  Baying.  I  do  not  wish  to  con- 
tinue my  remarks  any  further,  for  it  ia 
a  little  ioconvenient,  perhapB,  at  tbie 
stage,  when  we  are  only  aating  for  a 
Boyal  Commission,  to  launch  into  an 
elaborate  disDuasion,  ranging  over  tho 
whole  field  of  vaccination.  I  am  ai^d 
1  have  erred  a  little  in  tbat  direction, 
but  I  was  led  into  it  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
with  whom,  to  some  extent,  I  am 
acting.  Thia  inquiry,  which  I  am 
assuming  will  be  granted  should  be 
full,  elaborate,  and  comprebenuve  in 
character.  In  a  matter  of  this  kind  I 
can  place  my  faith  in  tbe  judgment  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  who  presides  over 
tbe  Local  Government  Board.  We  have 
found  him  heretofore  true  and  firm 
against  invidious  attacks  upon  tbe  bene- 
ficent institution  of  vaccination.  I 
hope  the  inqniry  will  be  granted,  tbat 
it  will  calm  agitation,  and  add  to  our 
knowledge,  and  I  believe  it  will 
atrengtben  the  hold  od  tbe  public  mind 
of  what  I  consider  a  great  and  benefi- 


173fi 


Faeoination 


{OOHUONS} 


Ack. 


1736 


-cent  inBtitutios.  Henoe  it  U  I  have  i  vaooination  vere  always  u  temperately 
great  pleasure  in  Beoonding  the  Motion,  put  forward  as  lie  has  put  them  for- 
*Tbe  FRESIDESTT  of  tek  LOCAX  ward  to  night  I  shonld  hare  no  reason 
■QOTBENMENTBOARD(Mr.EiTOHiK,  to  complain.  But  we  know  it  is  not  so, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Qeorge's) :  It  is  a    and  that  the  minds  of  the  people  in  ths 


matter  of  some  convenience  to  the  Mi 
ter  who  has  to  reply  on  such  a  subject  as 
this,  to  find  in  the  Seconder  of  the  Motion 
for  an  inquiry  a  man  so  capable  of 
Answering  the  propoaitione  which  have 
ibeen  put  forward  by  the  Mover  aa 
reasons  for  granting  this  inq^uiry.  The 
House  will  see  that  the  hoa.  Member 
for  Aberdeenshire  has  taken  up  one  or 
two  of  the  most  prominent  features  of 
'the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Jjeicester,  and  has  answered  them  in  a 
manner  that  must  have  been  generally 
aatisfaotoi^.  I  believe  that  I  shall  be 
■able  to  add  somewhat  to  what  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeenehire  baa  said,  and 
I  trust  that  the  House  will  not  think  I 
am  doing  anything  unnecessary  if  I  go 
through  the  various  points  raised  by 
the  Hon.  Member  for  Leicester,  and 
endeavour  to  give  him  what  I  think  a 
pretty  complete  answer.  The  Seconder  of 
the  Motion  Las  rather  deprecated  that, 
on  a  Motion  for  Inquiry,  the  whole  field 
in  connection  with  vaccination  and  small- 
pox should  be  gone  over ;  but  it  is 
quite  evident  that,  looking  at  the  width 
of  the  field  covered  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  moved  this  Besolution,  it  would  be 
rather  unfortunate  if  the  Minister  who 
had  to  reply  did  not  endeavour,  as  well 
aa  he  could,  to  meet  the  arguments 
raised.  Whether  or  not  the  Qovem- 
ment  propose  to  grant  thie  inquiry  is 
not  material  to  this  point,  except  that  I 
think  if  we  were  to  leave  the  statements 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leioeeter  un- 
answered, it  would,  perhaps,  have 
the  somewhat  unfortunate  effect  of 
leading  the  public  to  suppose  that  it  was 
because  of  the  strength  of  the  arguments 
used  by  the  Mover,  and  our  inability  to 
answer  him,  that  inquiry  was  conceded. 
Therefore  I  think,  whatever  may  he  the 
conclusion  I  have  to  announce  in  refer- 
ence to  this  inquiry,  it  is  my  duty  to  go 
over  the  field  traversed  with  the  view 
of  showing  that,  in  our  opinion,  the 
allegations  of  the  hon.  Member  are  not 
well  founded,  I  have  nothing  to  com- 
plain of  iu  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
eaid.  I  know  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester  has  always  taken  a  great 
and  an  intelligent  interest  in  this  ques- 
tion ;  and  if  the  arguments  against 
Dr.  Farquhart^n 


country,  and  especially  of  the  working 
classes,  is  excited  by  a  mass  of  literature 
and  an  immense  number  of  statements 
which  contain  false  propositions,  which 
pervert  facts  in  the  most  barefaced 
manner,  and  draw  a  picture  of  the 
effects  of  vaccination  to  the  minda  of 
of  the  people,  which,  in  my 
opinion,  fully  account  for  the  fact 
that  the  Vaccination  Laws  are  perh^s 
regarded  in  many  quarters  with  a  very 
considerable  amount  of  dissadafaction. 
One  of  the  most  important  allegationa 
made  by  tbe  hon.  Member  had  refereDoe 
to  injuries  and  the  communication  of 
disease  in  the  process  of  vaccination. 
He  was  able  to  quote,  in  support  of  the 
view  he  put  forward,  a  written  state- 
ment by  a  high  authority,  Mr.  Jonap 
than  Hutchinson.  I  will  not,  for  a 
moment,  deny  the  accuracy  of  the 
citation,  but  I  may  point  out  that  Mr. 
Hutcbinson  himself  authorized  me  to 
make  a  reply  in  this  House  on  that  par- 
ticular point,  the  communioation  of 
syphilis  oy  vaocination,  and  it  is  to  ths 
effect,  that  though  he  had  been  looking 
out,  and  the  wh^e  medical  faoully  knew 
that  he  had  been  looking  out,  for  ten 
recent  years  for  farther  manifestation 
in  support  of  the  statement  he  had 
made,  he  had  never  come  across  one 
single  case  of  the  communication  of  the 
disease  referred  to  by  vaooination. 
*SiR  J.  :PEASE:  Oan  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  the  date  of  that 
answer  ? 
*Mb.  BITGHIE  :  I  have  not  a  note  of 
the  date ;  but  I  remember  Mr.  Hutchin- 
son did  authorize  me  to  make  that  statd- 
meot  in  my  answer. 
*Sia  J.  PEASE :  Is  it  eince  the  date 
of  the  evidence  he  gave  before  the  Oom- 
mitteein  1871? 

*Mb.  RITOHIE:  Certainly.  I  had 
not  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  this  House 
in  1871.  Mr.  Hutchinson  authorized  me 
to  soy  that  though  he  bad  been  looking 
out  during  that  time  for  a  oommonica- 
tion  of  syphilis,  he  had  not  been  able  to 
find  one- 

*SiB  J.  PEASE  :  Mr.  Hutchinson  gave 
very  striking  evidence  before  the  Oom- 
mittee  of  a  case  which  he  had  investi- 
gated, in  which    a   great  number  of 
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persona  were  infected  with  syphilis  from 
Taooiofttion. 

*Mb.  BITOHIE  :  That  does  not  in 
any  way  affect  my  statement.  Mr. 
Hutchinson  before  the  Oommittee  made 
a  Btatement  as  to  what  he  had  seen ; 
bnt  I  Bay  that  since  that  time  he  has 
not  found  a  single  oaee  of  the  kind. 

•Sm  J.  PBA8E:  I  only  wanted  to. 
have  the  point  made  quite  clear. 

•Ua.  BITCKIB :  As  the  hon.  Member 
for  Aberdeenshire  has  said,  the  officers 
of  the  Ijocal  Qtiremment  Board  hare 
not  found  one  ainfirle  case  of  the  oom- 
mnnication  of  sypnilis  that  could  pro- 
perly be  borne  out.  Further  than  that, 
Dr.  Cory,  one  of  the  officers  of  the 
Local  QoTornment  Board,  some  years 
ago  made  special  inrestigation  into 
tnjB  subject,  and,  with  great  heroiBm, 
endeavoured  to  inoculate  himseif  with 
syphilis  in  vaccination;  and  although 
he  inoculated  himself  three  times,  he 
was  quite  unable  to  produce  the  disease 
in  himself,  and  only  succeeded  after  a 
fourth  inoculation.  I  think  the  House 
will  see  dearly  that,  if  the  communi- 
cation of  syphilis  is  so  enormously 
difficult  as  Dr.  Cory  found  it  to  be, 
communication  is  not  likely  to  take 
place  under  the  precautions  laid  down 
by  the  Local  Goremment  Board,  nor 
ereu  in  the  unlikely  CTent  of  lymph 
heing  actually  taken  ftvm  a  diseased 
person.  I  may  say,  further,  that  Dr. 
CreightoD,  who  has  been  referred 
to,  distinctly  stated,  in  a  letter 
to  the  Lancet,  that  he  had  never 
contended  or  ever  affirmed  that 
infantile  forms  of  the  disease  could  be 
traced  to  vaccination ;  but  in  so  far  as 
he  had  contended  on  the  subject  at  all, 
he  hod  contended  exactly  the  opposite. 
I  think,  therefore,  the  burden  of  evidence 
is  distinctly  against  the  allegation  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester.  Then,  with 
regard  to  erysipelas,  we  hare  made  the 
most  careful  inquiries  since  Norember 
last  into  the  cases  of  death  reported 
to  us  in  connection  with  vaccination; 
and  it  has  heen  found  that  in  some 
instances,  whether  by  carelessness  or 
otherwise,  erysipelas  had  supervened 
upon  vaccination  as  it  might  upon  any 
other  wound.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  then  went  on  to  refer  to  the 
penalties  for  refusal  to  vaocinate,  and  I 
must  say  he  drew  a  picture  calculated 
excite  sympathy — of  persons  marched 
tiiroagh  the  streets  handcuffed  to  prison 
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for  breaking  the  Toooination  Laws.  I 
am  one  of  those  who  would  use  every 
legitimate  means  to  compel  obedience  to 
the  law;  but  it  is  a  questiou  whether 
people  who  disobey  through  oonsoien- 
tious  motives  should  be  subjected  to  the 
treatment  the  hon.  (^ntleman  has  re- 
ferred to.  With  reference  to  cumulative 
penalties,  the  hon.  Member  referred  to 
the  Eeport  of  the  Committee  of  1871. 
Curiously  enough,  the  clause  against 
cumulative  penalties  is  the  only  one  of 
the  Committee's  recommendations  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  justified  by 
the  evidence ;  and  this  one  particular 
recommendation  is  in  accordance  with 
his  own  views.  He  is  ready  to  accept  it, 
but  all  the  recommendations  that  go 
against  his  own  views  be  says  are- 
against  the  evidence.  I  do  not  think, 
in  this  respect,  his  remarks  were  of  the 
strictest  impartiality.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  that  a  Bill  was  brought  in  in 
1871  to  carry  out  the  particular  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee,  and  it 
was  carried  through  the  House  and 
enacted  into  law.  Well,  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  knows,  the  Bill 
though  the  Bill  was  passed,  it  was  in  an 
extremely  small  House.  Bills  hav& 
been  brought  in  again  and  again  with 
very  much  the  same  ohjeote  and  upon 
every  occasion  have  heen  defeated.  I 
think  there  have  been  something  like 
60.  In  1672  a  Bill  was  brought  in  and 
withdrawn  ;  in  1877  the  same  things 
happened.  AEesoIution  moved  in  1877 
with  the  same  object  was  defeated  by 
106  to  86.  The  Bill  of  1878  was 
defeated  by  271  against  82;  the  Bill 
brought  in  in  1880  was  withdrawn,  as 
was  that  of  1882;  and  in  1883  aBesolu- 
tion,  moved  by  Mr.  Taylor,  then  Member 
tor  Leicester,  was  defeated  by  21B  to  16. 
The  bon.  Member  for  Leicester  used  as 
an  illustration  of  the  hardships  imposed 
by  the  Yaooination  Laws  the  case  of 
"poor  Charles  Hayward."  I  am  not 
going  to  argue  or  inquire  whether  or 
not  these  repeated  prosecutions  are 
advisable,  but  what  I  do  say  is  that  the 
case  of  "  poor  Charles  Hayward  "  must 
not  be  t^en  as  an  illustration  of  the 
manner  in  which  Guardians  carry  out 
the  law.  Hayward  is  a  man  set  up  by 
an  Anti-Taccination  Society  to  fight  their 
battle  against  vaccination ;  and  although 
"  poor  Charles  Hayward  "  has  been  fined 
37  times,  he  has  for  a  long  time  never' 
paid  a  copper.  The  Quardums  have  con- 
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ndered  that  this  is  &  straggle  between 
Tacciii&tion  and  an ti- vaccination,  and 
they  are  detenniiied  to  prosecute  the 
lepresentatiTe  of  tha  latter  cause  with 
the  utmost  rigour  of  tike  law.  Po  far, 
howOTSr,  as  "poor  Gharlea  Hayward" 
ia  concerned,  1  da  not  think  he 
is  one  whit  the  poorer  from  the 
fines  which  have  been  levied  upon 
bim.  I  now  pass  on  to  the  question 
of  Sheffield.  I  was  very  glad  to  hear  the 
hou.  Member  for  Aberdeen  refer  to  the 
moet  admirable  Beport  of  Dr.  Barry. 
A  more  able  and  exhauetive  Beport  has 
never  been  laid  before  the  House  since 
the  question  has  been  in  debate.  Dr. 
Barry  takes  account  of  6,088  cases  and 
590  deaths.  He  organized  a  house-to- 
honse  visitation,  and  by  persoual  inquiry 
he  has  come  to  a  knowledge  of  the  cir- 
onmstanceB  of  every  case  that  was  fatal ; 
every  case  alleged  to  have  taken  place 
in  vaccinated  children  under  ten,  and 
every  caae  alleged  to  have  taken  place 
after  previous  small-pox  or  re-vaccina- 
iioD.  Dr.  Barry  alludes  to  some  facts 
demonstrated  by  the  inquiry — namely, 
that  the  attack-rate  of  the  vaccinated 
children  under  ten  vas  five  per  thousand, 
and  that  of  the  unvacoinated  101.  The 
death-rate  of  the  vaccinated  children 
under  ten  was  -09  and  of  the  unvac- 
4inated  44.  For  100,fOO  vaccinated 
children  the  mortality  was  nine,  and  for 
the  same  number  of  un  vaccinated 
children  the  mortality  was  4,400, 
Therefore  the  vaccinated  bad  a  4B0-fold 
protection  against  death  by  smallpox. 
Of  the  children  living  in  the  houses 
aetnally  invaded  by  small-pox,  the  at- 
tack-rate was  78  per  thousand  in  the 
vaccinated,  and  869  per  thousand  in  the 
imvaoiunated.  The  death-rate  of  the 
vaounated  was  one  and  of  the  unvao- 
oinated  381  per  thousand.  Therefore 
the  protection  enjoyed  by  the  vaccinated 
over  the  nnvaooinated  was  11-fold 
Against  attack  and  381-fold  against 
death.  There  was  a  similar  experience 
with  reference  to  persons  over  10  ;  for 
«very  100,000  of  those  twice  vaccinated, 
there  were  eight  deaths;  of  those  once 
vaccinated,  100  deaths ;  and  of  the  un- 
vaocinated,  5,100  deaths.  Then,  as  to 
the  persona  employed  in  the  various 
hospitals;  of  161  persons,  18  had  had 
«mul-pox,  and  none  of  these  fell  ill ; 


nated,  and  not  one  contracted  small-pox. 
Then,  as  to  the  troops;  there  were  8M 
of  all  ranks,  of  whom  1 2  were  attacked 
and  one  died.  The  medical  officer  in 
charge  of  the  troops  informed  Cr.  Banj 
that  re- vaccination  had  been  attempted 
with  the  12  men  attacked,  but  thmt  in 
every  case  it  had  been  unsaoceBafiilfy 
performed.  Then  as  to  the  police;  10 
of  them  took  small-pox,  when  a  re-vaiK 
oination  was  ordered,  and  no  farther 
cases  oocurred.  Again,  of  290  men  em- 
ployed at  the  Post  OfSce,  all  were  re- 
vaccinated,  and  during  the  whole  ooorse 
of  the  epidemic  not  one  took  the  diaease. 
The  net  result  in  Sheffield  was  that  if 
the  vaccinated  children  had  been  at- 
tacked at  the  same  rate  as  the  unvaoei- 
aated,  there  would  have  been  7,000 
attacks  in  place  of  353,  and  8,000 
deaths  in  place  of  six ;  or  np  to  the  otm- 
elusion  of  the  epidemic  there  would 
have  been  4,400  deaths  in  place  of  nine. 
But  to  deal  with  the  nnmbor  of  deaths 
and  attacks  alone  is  not  enough.  With 
this  loathsome  disease  those  who  ars 
not  adequately  protected  by  vaccination 
suffer  much  more  than  those  who  are  ao 

{>rotected,  and,  even  if  they  recover,  in  a 
arge  number  of  oases  the  sufTerers  are 
left  blind  or  disfigured  for  the  re- 
mainder of  their  lives.  Now  the  hon. 
Qentleman  takes  a  great  deal  of  excep- 
tion to  figures.  He  took  a  certain 
small  area  in  which  he  said  there  ware 
a  certain  number  of  children  vaccinated 
and  unvaccinated,  and  the  inference  he 
drew  was  that  in  all  pmbabili^  the 
children  were  too  delicate  to  be  vacci- 
nated. I  have  taken  a  much  wider  area 
than  the  particular  illustration  the  hon. 
Gentleman  gave.  I  have  taken  the 
whole  area  of  Sheffield,  and  I  venture  to 
aaj  that  these  figures  ^om  Sheffield  are 
of  the  most  oondusive  character;  indeed, 
vaccination  as  a  protection  against  small- 
pox was  never  more  completely  vindi- 
cated than  it  is  b;  these  statistios.  The 
hon.  Member  eaya  that  vaccination  ia 
not  an  absolute  protection ;  but  ha 
understands  perfectly  well  that  for  a 
oonsiderable  tmie  past  that  position  has 
not  bean  maintained  on  the  other  nde. 
But  I  go  the  length  of  saying  that  even 
in  those  who  have  been  inadequately 
vaooinated  the  severity  of  the  attaok  ta 
infinitely  less  than  in  those  who  have 
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properly  vaccinated,  and  at  the  right 
time  re-Toeoinated,  are,  to  all  intenta 
and  parpoaea,  exempted  from  the  diieaae. 
The  hoQ.  Gentlemaawenton  to  eay  that 
the  average  percentage  of  deatha  before 
-vaccination  was  made  compulsory  was 
not  larger  than  it  is  now- 

Mk.  PICTON  :  What  I  said  waa  that 
the  proportion  o(  mortality  waa  18-8  per 
<:pat  in  the  last  century,  and  it  ia  IS'5 
now. 

•Mk.  EITOHIE  :  I  did  not  understand 
that ;  but,  to  revert  to  amall-pox,  the 
hon.  Oentlaman  has  not  divided  out  the 
deaths  at  various  ages.  It  he  takes  the 
casea  of  children,  which  is  the  really 
material  age,  he  will  find  that  hia  figures 
are  quite  tallaoioua.  In  1847-52  the 
deatha  from  small-pox  of  oHldren  of  five 
jeats  old  were  327  per  1,000,000,  and  of 
persons  of  all  ages  326  per  1,000,000; 
and  in  ie7S-81  the  numbers  were  re- 
spectively 21  and  84  per  1,000,000:  The 
average  number  of  deaths  from  small- 
pox per  ljOO0,0D0  inhabitants  at  different 
periods  is  as  fallows  : — In  1838-43,  576 
per  1,000,000  ;  in  1847-53,  when  vacci- 
nation WOB  optional,  805  per  1,000,000  ; 
in  1654-71,  when  vaccination,  though 
compulsory,  was  not  rigidly  enforced,  223 
per  1,000,000;  in  1872,  the  epidemic 
year,  821  per  1,000,000;  and  in  1873-88, 
when  vaccination  was  compulsory  and 
rigidly  enforoad,  67  per  1,000,000,  or, 
including  1872,  111  per  1,000,000.  As 
to  Leioester,  I  willingly  acknowledge 
that  the  arrangements  for  isolation  of 
penons  attacked  by  small-pox  and  for  the 
sanitation  of  the  town  are  everything 
that  could  be  desired.  But  the  hon. 
Member  omitted  to  mention  one  pre- 
caution which  is  taken  at  Leicester. 
14'ot  only  is  an  individual  who  is  attacked 
by  the  disease  removed,  but  all  persons 
who  have  been  in  contact  with  that  in- 
dividual are  also  taken  away  and 
isolated.  Moreover,  they  are  re-vaoci- 
nated. 

Mb.  PIOTON  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemaa  has  made  that  statement  before ; 
but  I  beg  to  say  that  be  has  been  mis- 
informed. I  am  aware  that  in  some 
«asea  persons  have  been  re-vaocinated 
where  they  have  oonsented ;  but  if  there 
is  no  oonsent  there  is  no  compulsion. 

*Ub.  BITOHIE:  No;  but  I  had  a 
communication  from  the  Medical  Officer 
of  Health  of  Leioaetar  a  few  days 
ago,  and  he  tells  me  that  though 
there     is     no     absolute     oompulsion 


to  be  re-vaocinated  if  the  people  raise  an 
objection,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
Medical  Officer  preBsea  strongly  on  them 
the  desirability  of  re- vaccination.  Is  it 
not  the  fact  that  evsry  nurse  in  the 
hospital  at  Leicester  has  not  only  been 
vaccinated,  but  re-vaccinated  ?  There- 
fore,  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  contend 
that  there  ia  no  saving  virtue  in  vao- 
oination,  when  such  efforts  are  made  by 
means  of  vaccinatioii  in  Leicester,  is  to 
put  forward  a  proposition  which  he  ia 
hardly,  I  think,  able  to  maintain.  We 
all  know  that  there  are  a  coneiderable 
number  of  un vaccinated  persons  in 
Leicester,  but  yet  the  number  is  not  large 
compared  witn  the  whole  popnlation. 
In  Leicester  they  are  not  more  than  10 
or  15  per  cent  of  the  whole  population. 
Me.  PIOTON :  Yes. 
*Ma.  EITOHIE  :  I  am  told  not,  and 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  while  the  con- 
dition of  Leicester  is  at  present  dan- 
gerous, I  think  that  in  a  few  years  it 
will  have  become  alarmingly  dangerous. 
And  looking  at  the  large  number  of 
unvaccinatea  persons  living  in  that 
town,  while  they  are  able  now  to  seize 
upon  and  strangle  the  disease  when 
it  breaks  out,  it  will  be  infinitely  more 
difficult  to  do  so  when  the  number  of 
unvaccinated  persons  has  increased — as 
they  will  if  Leicester  continues  to  pursue 
the  policy  it  is  now  pursuing.  Whatever 
may  be  the  result,-in  Leicester,  of  the 
extraordintoy  precautions  taken  there, 
I  venture  to  say  that  if  it  were  to  be 
assumed,  from  the  successful  stand  they 
have  been  able  to  make  there  against 
the  disease,  that  vaccination'  may  be 
safely  dispensed  with  throughout  the 
whole  of  the  oountry,  the  result  bsfore 
long  would  be  little  short  of  disaster. 
I  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  will 
contend  that  good  sanitation  is  really  a 
safe  alternative  for  vacoinatioii  in  every 
part  of  the  oountry  ?  Although  sanitation 
IS  undoubtedly  oared  for  in  Leioester, 
and  though  the  precautions  against 
small-pox  are  extremely  good,  I  want  to 
know  how  it  is  that  one  of  the  diseases 
depending  on  good  sanitation  for  its 
eradioation  is  so  closely  allied  with 
Leicester  ?  I  want  to  know  how  it  is 
that  Leicester  has  a  higher  death-rate 
from  diarrhoea  than  any  other  town  but 
one  in  the  United  Kingdom  7  I  know 
this  causes  serious  anxiety  to  the  people  of 
Leioester,  and  I  have  no  doubt  tnat  they 
would  be  very  glad  to  remedy  Thatsver 
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defects  maj  flziat ;  but  all  I  wkj  is  that 
I  do  not  think  too  much  should  be  made 
of  the  sanitary  condition  of  Leiceater.  I 
think  I  hare  gone  thronf^h  most  ol  the 
Bpeoial  points  dealt  with  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  could,  if  time  permitted, 
quote  many  more  atatiHtica  to  shov  the 
e&onnons  beoefita  this  country  has  de- 
tired  from  vaccination.  I  could  ahow 
that  those  oountries  which  have  applied 
Yaooination  Laws  most  atringently  are 
the  countries  that  are  the  most  tree  from 
small-pox.  I  do  not  wish,  howsTer,  to 
detain  the  House  for  an  unduly  long 
time.  The  demand  of  the  hon.  Oentle- 
mon  is  for  an  inquiry.  Well,  no  doubt 
thers  are  some  points  of  objection  which 
might  be  urged  to  the  granting  of  an 
inquiry.  To  grant  an  inquiry  would  no 
doubt  seem  to  imply,  to  some  extent,  that 
there  is  a  doubt  as  to  the  effloacy  of  rao- 
cination.  Aa  far  as  tha  authorities  at  the 
Local  OoTernment  Board  are  concerned 
no  such  doubt  exists.  Erery  iuquiry  has 
demonstrated  that  raccinatioa  is  one  of 
the  greateat  bleaaings  aver  Touohaafud 
to  mankind.  Still,  I  cannot  ahut  my 
eyes  to  the  fact  that,  in  conaequenoe  of 
the  strenuous  efforts  of  the  anti-Tao- 
cinatora  to  dinton  and  misrapresent  facts 
and  the  undoubted  impressioa  they  are 
making  on  the  public  mind,  it  may,  per- 
haps, be  desirable  to  grant  an  inquiry. 
Oartain  questions  connected  with  the 
operation  of  vaccination  may  be  usefully 
inquired  into  by  a  body  of  Qentlemen 
who  cannot  be  suapected  of  being  tainted 
with  the  prej  udices  of  the  Local  Oorem- 
ment  Board.  Other  queetions  connected 
with  the  auppty  of  lymph  may  be  use- 
fully inquired  into.  The  hon.  Oentleman 
has  alluded  to  certain  medical  theories 
in  connection  with  lymph  which  I  will 
say  nothing  of,  and  undoubtedly  this  is 
a  very  large  question.      There  is  the 

f[uestion  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
ymph  ia  obtained,  the  question  of  its 
purity,  and  as  to  whether  it  would  not 
be  desirable  to  extend  the  system  of  vac- 
cination from  the  calf.  All  these  Bubjects 
are  important  and  might  be  legitimately 
inquired  into.  Then  there  is  another 
important  question  as  to  the  majiner  in 
which  public  vaccination  should  be 
carried  out.  I  admit  as  strongly  aa  any- 
one that  if  Parliament  imposes  an  obu- 
gation  on  parents  to  have  their  children 
racdnated,  they  ought  to  take  every  pos- 
aible  precaution  to  eee  not  only  that  the 
lymph  used  ia  ripe  and  pure,  but 
Jfr.  RittAit 


also  that  the  operation  ia  properly  and 
reapeotfully  performed.  Every  care 
should  be  taken  in  public  vaccination  as 
is  taken  in  private  vaccination,  and  in 
private  vaooination  as  ia  taken  in 
public  vaccination,  therefore  the  matter 
IS  one  on  which  there  might  well  be 
inquiry.  Then  there  ia  the  question 
of  the  method  to  be  adopted  ia 
enforcing  compliance  with  the  law.  It 
is  well  known  that  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  has  never  ardently  sup- 
ported incessant  proaecutionB  where 
there  is  a  supposed  conscientious  objec- 
tion to  vaooination  on  the  part  of 
parenta.  I  do  not  believe  that  in  the 
and  these  prosecutions  do  any  good. 
They  create  sympathy  and  tend  to  the 
disadvantage  rather  than  the  advantage 
of  vaccination.  Then,  again,  it  ia  a 
matter  that  might  be  properly  inquired 
into,  how  far  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
statement  can  be  borne  out  that  sani- 
tary precautions  may  be  made  to  take 
the  plaoe  of  vaooination.  There  are 
other  points  which  may  ultim'ately  be 
made  the  subject  of  inquiry.  The 
Government  have,  therefore,  determined 
to  appoint  a  Boyal  Oommission.  The 
Government,  however,  cannot  accept 
the  terms  of  the  Resolution,  but  they 
hope  that  the  terms  of  reference  to  the 
Bojal  Oommisaion  will  be  sufficiently 
comprehensive  to  satisfy  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. The  CommiesioQ  will  be  oom- 
poaed  of  Gentlemen  whose  opinions  will 
carry  the  greatest  possible  weight  in  all 
quirters.  The  Government  have  come 
to  this  decision,  not  because  they  have 
the  slightest  doubt  of  the  efficacy  of 
vaccination,  but  because  the  state  of 
public  opinion  requires  that  a  thorough 
investigation  should  he  made  into  uie 
whole  question.  I  trust  that  the  con- 
clusion at  which  the  Government  have 
arrived  will  be  satisfactory,  not  only  to 
the  hon.  Kember  for  Leicester,  but  also 
to  those  who,  not  agreeing  with  that 
hon.  Member,  still  think  that  there  is 
ground  for  inquiry. 
*8iE  L.  PLATFAIK  (Leeds,  8.} :  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Leicester 
has  attacked  the  Oommittee  of  1871, 
agreeing  with  only  one  of  the  con- 
clusiona  at  which  that  Oommittee 
arrived,  and  disagreeing  with  all  the 
others.  He  eaya  that  tiie  Committee 
did  not  report  in  accordance  with  the 
evidence  before  them.  Now  I  have  s^ 
on  many  Oommittees,  and  have  been  ^ 
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Member  of  many  Bojal  CommiBBionB, 
probably  more  than  any  other  Member 
of  this  House,  but  I  never  recollect  eo 
thorough  and  impartial  an  inquiiy  as 
that  Committee  oonduoted.  But  18 
years  have  elapsed  Binoe  that  inquiry, 
and  that  is  a  long  time  with  respect  to  a 
queation  on  which  there  is  any  dispnte. 
New  facts  arise  and  new  eridence  is 
brought  forward.  Undoubtedly  there 
has  been  a  strong  propaganda  against 
vaooination  among  the  working  popula- 
tion of  many  of  our  large  towns.  I 
therefore  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Aberdeenshire  (Dr.  Far- 
qubaraon)  that,  in  the  interests  of 
Taooination  itself,  it  is  desirable  to 
appoint  a  Hoyal  Oommisaion,  and  there 
should  be  a  full  and  impartial  inquiry. 
As  to  the  altematlTQ  to  vaccination 
which  is  practised  at  Leicester,  the 
strength  and  weakness  of  that  proposal 
has  been  well  analyzed  by  the  right 
hon.  Q-entleman  who  preceded  me. 
Leicester  relies  on  isolation  and 
quarantiue.  Quarantine  succeeds  only 
when  there  is  a  small  area  of  inf  ectinty. 
But  in  this  country  we  hare  given 
up  quarantine  altogether,  as  it  has 
been  found  impossible  to  carry  it  out 
and  keep  out  cholera  and  outer  di- 
seases. And  it  will  be  so  at  Leicester. 
Leicester  has  tried  the  experiment  for 
17  years,  and  the  hon.  Member  boosts 
that  for  n  years  they  have  kept  small- 
pox at  bay.  There  is  a  Oontinental 
town  the  experienoe  of  which  is  more 
instructive  than  that  of  Leicester.  In 
Leipsic  during  IS  years  methods  similar 
to  those  of  Leicester  —  possibly  less 
thorough  in  their  character — were  em- 
ployed, aud  from  18S1  to  1870  there 
were  only  29  deaths  from  small-pox. 
In  1871  there  was  the  great  epi- 
demic of  small-pox  which  went  all  over 
the  world,  and  desolated  not  only 
Europe,  but  America  and  even  the 
South  Sea  Islands.  That  epidemic 
struck  Leipsic.  Wliat  happened?  At 
Leipsio  9,600  per  million  of  the  general 
population  died  of  the  disease,  and  no 
fewer  than  30,000  per  million  of  the  in- 
fantile population  under  the  age  of  15. 
Here  there  is  a  warning,  but  I  do  not 
think  Leicester  will  take  the  least  notice 
of  it.  It  shows,  however,  that  a  time 
came  when  every  precaution  and  all  the 
powers  of  isolation  were  overcome. 
My  hon.  Friend  began  by  objecting  to 
compulsion  only,  but  he  has  now  nd- 
Tanced  a  step  and  decries  vaccination. 
VOL.  OOOXXXIV.  [THiED  autou.] 


Ha  has  very  much  mixed  the  two 
things  up  together.  My  hon.  Friend 
says  that  vaooination  has  failed  because 
it  has  not  prevented  epidemics  of  small- 
pox. But  nobody  ever  supposed  it 
would.  It  is,  however,  a  serviceable 
embankment,  an  it  were,  which  is  eSeo- 
tnal  save  in  the  rare  case  of  a  deluge, 
when  all  embankments  are  overflowed, 
and  no  one  can  help  the  water  spread- 
ing all  over  the  country.  It  is  not  fair 
to  pick  out  a  year  of  epidemic;  we 
ougnt  to  consider  what  vaccination  has 
done  over  a  long  series  of  years.  The 
mortality  from  small-pox  in  the  last  cen- 
tury was  3,000  per  million  for  the  whole 
country  and  4,000  for  London.  From 
the  beginning  of  the  century  np  to  1841 
vaccination  was  spread  by  charitable 
^^ndes.  This  gratuitous  optional  vac- 
cination reduced  the  mortality  from 
small-pox  from  3,000  per  million  to  600 
per  million.  Parliament  then  interfered, 
and  gave  money  to  promote  optional  vac- 
cination. Optional  vaccination  began  in 
IS41,  and  went  on  until  1S53,  and  the 
mortality  fell  to  305  per  million.  Between 
1853  and  1871  the  operation  was  made 
obligatory,  but  no  efficient  method  of 
enforcing  it  was  created.  In  that  period 
the  mortality  further  fell  to  223  per 
million.  Since  that  time,  under  the 
stricter  system  which  is  now  enforced, 
the  proportion  is  only  156  per  million. 
Mv  right  hon.  Friend  has  been  c[nite 
fair  in  comparing  six  yeara  of  optional 
with  six  years  of  compulsory  vaooina- 
tion, ending  in  1881,  and  showing  that 
in  the  former  period  the  mortality  was 
356  and  in  the  latter  84  per  million. 
Now,  why  has  not  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  given  us  the  figures  of  infantile 
mortalit;^  r  The  law  does  not  apply  to 
adults  at  all.  To  see  its  full  effect 
you  must  eliminate  adults,  and  it  will 
be  found  that  in  the  optional  period 
the  infantile  mortality  was  227  per 
million,  but  in  1881  the  proportion 
fell  to  21.  Parents  have  many  rights, 
but  they  have  not  the  ri^ht  of  commit- 
ting omissional  infanticide  upon  their 
children.  At  present  all  that  I  am  con- 
tending for  is  that  compulsory  vaccina- 
tion has  not  failed.  In  the  case  of 
children  it  has  gloriously  succeeded ;  and 
if  it  were  not  lot  popular  prejudices  it 
would  not  be  necessary  to  have  any 
inquiry  at  all.  My  hou.  Friend  says  it 
is  true  that  the  mortalitv  of  children  is 
less  from  small-pox,  bat  that  adults 
die  in  larger  numbers  than  before. 
3« 
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That  is  quite  true,  but  does  not  mj  hon. 
Friend  peraeive  that  this  faot  completely 
upsets  nis  idea  that  sanitation  pro- 
tebta  tho  people  and  not  Taocination  F 
Of  sanitation  adults  and  infants  partioi- 
pate  alike,  and,  therefore,  it  is  not 
the  oanse  of  the  decrease  of  infant 
mortality.  The  differendation  of  infan- 
tile and  adult  mortality  is  onlj  due  to 
compulsory  vaooination.  And  now  I 
oome  to  the  terrible  accusation  of  my 
hon.  Friend  tbat  public  Toocinators  are 
distributing  ByphiliB  over  the  land,  in 
proof  of  whioh  he  said  that  the  deaths 
of  babies  from  that  disease  in  1847 
were  473  per  1,000,000  births,  and 
by  1886  uiey  had  risen  to  1,822 
per  1,000,000  births.  In  1647  the 
registered  causes  of  death  were 
extremely  defeotire.  There  has  been  a 
lai^  improremsnt  since,  and  I  thinic 
the  fact  mentioned  by  my  hon.  Friend  ia 
capable  of  an  easy  explanation.  Up  to 
1847,  the  registration  of  the  causes  of 
death  was  extremely  defective.  Out  of 
1,000,000  births,  10,969  deaths  had  no 
specified  cause  wbaterer  oBsigned.  In 
1B86  there  were  no  more  than  1,432 
unspecified.  My  hon.  Friend,  in  a  very 
able  article  in  the  Cenlemporary,  says 
substantially,  thoi^h  I  have  not  his 
words  with  me,  "Xon  talk  about  fewer 
deaths  among  the  vaooiuated  than  among 
the  unvaocinated,  but  there  is  always  a 
rmiduum ;  you  do  not  know  whether  they 
are  vaccinated  or  unroccinated  and  that 
ruiditum  alters  the  ratio  very  much." 
Well,  here  we  have  two  known  things 
and  a  tertium  quid  unknown,  whioh 
is  so  large  that  the  ratio  is  not  to 
be  relied  on,  because  it  does  vitiate  the 
comparison  between  the  two  things 
known.  The  10,969  deaths  from 
unspecified  causes  per  1,000,000  births 
is  the  ttrtium  ignotum,  and  it  is  a 
large  reserve  from  whioh  to  take  out 
the  unascertained  causes  of  death.  In 
1666  there  were  only  1,438  unspeciGed 
deaths,  and,  therefore,  the  deaths  of 
9,S37  babies  passed  from  unspecified  to 
specified  causes.  Thirty  years  ago, 
aootors  began  to  distinguish  infantile 
nphilis  and  were  able  to  reoogniES  it. 
They  had  not  done  so  before,  and  it  will 
be  found  that  in  consequence  death  from 
syphilis  jumped  up  in  a  most  wonderful 
way.  It  was  found  out  what  children 
were  dying  from,  and  the  cause  of  death 
wasgiven.  This  explains  why  the  deaths 
from  syphilis  inoreaae  so  much  in  the 
earlier  years  of  the  period  of  oomparison 
Sir£.r- 


and  remain  stadonaiy  in  the  later  years. 
There  was  in  reality  no  increase  in  the 
disease,  though  tiiere  waa  a  mnch 
better  nomendatn^e  and  clossifioatioD. 
Ohildren  are  not  vaccinated,  as  a  rale, 
until  they  are  three  months  old.  It 
is  three  months,  in  England  and  six 
months  in  Scotland ;  and  we  can 
compare  but  ws  know  the  percen- 
tage of  deaths  of  children  from 
syphilis  at  different  ages.  The  great 
proportion  takes  place  before  the  year 
vaccinated.  Under  three  months  it  is 
42  per  cent;  from  three  to  six  months 
22  per  cent ;  and  from  six  to  twelve 
months  only  U  per  cent.  In  Scotland 
65  per  cent  of  the  deaths  from  this 
disease  occur  before  the  vaoci nation 
period.  The  statistics,  if  closely  ex- 
amined, do  not  support  the  hurrible 
theory  that  vaccination  is  the  cause  of 
promulgation  of  syphilis.  It  is  very 
sad  to  reflect  that  it  is  possible  to 
innoculate  a  child  with  this  horrible 
disease,  but  the  Local  Ooremment 
Board  and  its  medical  officers  have  been 
looking  out  for  the  last  ten  years,  and 
during  that  time  7,000,000  children  have 
been  vaccinated,  and  they  have  never 
been  able  to  satisfy  themselves  of  one 
particular  case.  In  1883  Germany  vac- 
cinated 2,600,000  ohildren,  the  doctors 
were  colled  upon  to  report  whether  any 
disease  had  been  produced,  and  there 
had  not  been  one  case.  In  England  and 
in  Oermany  large  numbers  of  soldiers 
are  annually  re- vaccinated,  and  no 
case  of  syphilis  has  ever  occurred  in 
oonseqnence.  Let  me  now  say  a  word 
in    regard    to    other    countries,    and 

five  a  few  statistics  which  my  hon. 
iiend  did  not  give.  They  are  ez- 
oeedingly  instructive.  Germany  enacted 
a  compulsory  law  of  vaccination  for 
civilians  in  1874,  under  which  children 
were  to  be  vaccinated  under  six  months 
andtobere-vaocinatedat  12.  Previously 
vaccination  was  enforced  in  the  Army, 
but  the  civil  population  were  not  vac- 
cinated oompulsorily.  What  was  the 
result?  Tn  Berlin  in  1670  the  deaths 
per  1,000,000  &om  smoll-pox  were  223, 
in  1886  they  were  only  one  per 
1,000,000.  In  the  whole  of  Germaoy 
last  year  there  were  only  four  deatlu 
per  1 ,000,000  from  small-pox,  and  three- 
fourths  of  these  occurred  on  the  border 
line,  near  countries  which  had  no  com- 
pulsory laws.  In  Belgium  the  number 
of  deaths  was  194  per  1,000,000;  in 
"""*'  "  '     '    when  ToodnatlDnlB  oom- 
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puliory  onlj  in  somfl  oBntoiis,  it  was 
218  ;  Id  Auatiia,  whers  vaooinatioii  ia 
badly  done,  it  waa  325 ;  and  in 
England,  77.  I  think  I  liave  said 
enough  to  show  that  vaodnatioa  with 
UB  has  had  a  splendid  influsnoe  over  this 
oruel  and  mutilating  dieease.  It  is  as 
horrible  a  disease  as  it  was  la  the  last 
oentury,  when  it  is  allowed  to  get  ahead 
among  the  UDraooinated,  and  it  is  as 
fatal  as  ever  it  was.  Nor  is  the  disease 
itself  one  whit  mitigated  in  its 
virulence.  But  while  I  contend  that 
there  is  no  justification  tot  Inqairy  aris- 
ing from  anj  failore  of  Taooination,  I 
agree  that  it  ia  better  to  have  an  inquiry 
in  order  that  the  truth  may  oome  out. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  constitute  the  Commis- 
sion with  perfect  fairness.  I  believe  the 
result  will  be  to  prove  that  vaccination 
has  been  full  of  great  blessings  to  the 
population  of  the  country,  and  that  if 
ve  are  to  give  up  oompukioa  we  must 
find  a  better  method  than  the  Leicester 
method  of  isolation, 

Bta  Q.  HUNTBE  (Hackney):  After 
what  has  been  so  well  said  on  this  sub- 
ject I  do  not  intend  to  detain  the  Hoase 
more  than  a  minute  or  two.  I  may, 
however,  say  that  I  have  had  an  exten- 
sive experience  of  this  disease  in  India, 
and  am  speaking  with  some  authority 
when  I  say  that  I  regard  an  nnvao- 
cinated  person  aa  a  great  sonroe  of 
danger  to  the  health  of  the  people. 
Prom  time  to  time  there  used  to  oome 
down  the  Persian  Oulf  vessels  laden 
with  persons  suffering  from  small-pox, 
and  I  cannot  find  words  adequately  to 
describe  the  horrible  state  in  which 
those  persons  were  landed  at  Bombay. 
Gentlemen  who  maintain  the  views  held 
by  the  bon.  Gentleman  the  Uember  for 
Leicester  (Hr.  Fioton)  are  oontinually 
quoting  certain  medical  men  in  support 
of  those  opinions  and  views;  bat  just 
as  we  see,  on  taking  up  almost  any  daily 

£aper,  that  Judges  differ  on  points  of 
iw,  so  we  need  not  be  surprised  to  find 
a  class  of  medical  men  who  uphold  the 
views  enunciated  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
These  are  so  few,  however,  that  they 
can  almost  be  counted  on  the  fingers  of 
one  hand,  and  may  be  described  as  mere 
"faddists,"  who  entertain  peeuliar 
views,  and  who  manage  to  keep 
up,  in  oonjunotion  with  other  gentle- 
men like  themselves,  the  oppo- 
sition which  is  oEfered  to  oompulsory 
vanination.    If   the   boo.    Gactlemaji 
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feel  the  extettng  atato  of  things 
mnoh  more  aontel;  than  taj 
otiier  class;  for  it  ehould  be  boroe 
in  mind  that  the;  hare  no  voice  in  the 
Taooination  of  their  children  and  hare  to 
aooept  an;  medical  officer  the  paro- 
chial aathorit;  may  impose  upon 
them  ;  they  mast  go  to  the  place  he 
chooses  to  appoiot  as  that  where  Taooi- 
nation is  to  be  performed,  aad  attend 
there  at  the  bme  he  may  name ; 
while  ia  addition  to  all  this  there  is  an 
idea  abroad  among  these  people — I 
express  no  opinion  as  to  whether  it  is 
well  foanded  or  not — that  there  is  not 
that  amount  of  oare  diapl»ed  in  the 
examinatian  of  the  children  brought  up 
for  raocinatioa  which  ought  to  be  exer- 
oieed.  They  do  not  think  that  their 
stato  of  health  is  sufficiently  inquired 
into,  and  they  are  of  opinion  that  opera- 
tions are  frequently  performed  more  on 
the  principle  of  so  much  per  dosen  than 
from  due  consideration  as  to  the  health 
of  the  people.  Those  who  are  well-to- 
do  can,  of  course,  have  their  children 
Tacoinated  by  their  own  medical  attend- 
ants, who  fully  understand  the  condition 
as  to  health  and  oonstitation  prevailiug 
among  the  members  of  the  different 
families  they  visit,  and  these  persons 
can  have  vaooination  operations  per- 
formed at  their  own  houses  and  at  their 
own  time,  so  that  they  do  not  feel  the 
pinch  of  the  lav.  Uoreover,  the 
wealthier  olasses  do  not  regard  a  fine 
for  non-eompliance  with  the  law  as  any 
pauishment  at  all,  whereas  a  fine  of  even 
Ifis.  or  £1  is  a  serious  punishment  to  a 
working  man,  and  means  oftentimes  a 
good  deal  of  destitution  in  the  case  of 
the  poor  wife  and  family,  who  arc 
thereby  deprived  of  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  the  workman's  earnings.  Al- 
thoueh  a  very  large  number  of 
people  object  to  this  compulsory  law, 
the;^  are,  for  the  most  part,  open  to  oon- 
vioQOn ;  and  if  you  can  convince  them 
of  the  necessity  of  compulsory  enact- 
mests  there  is  no  doubt  they  will  be 
more  willing  to  obey  them.  They  know 
that  medioid  man  throughout  the  country 
take  different  views  of  this  question. 
They  see  that  the  operation  of  vaccina- 
tion, when  performed  on  a  sickly  or  un- 
healthy Dhild,often  results  either  in  death 
or  in  some  permanent  disease,  and  they 
believe  there  has  been  a  considerable 
addition  to  the  different  ekin  diseases 
in  this  country  since  the  vaccination 
system  has  been  oarried  out.  Besides 
Mr.  T.  Roimum 


{OOIOIONS} 


AtU. 


1752 


this,  the  people  dispute  the  statistics 
that  are  pat  forward  m  regard  to  deaths 
from  vaccination,  and  also  of  the  un- 
vaocinated  persons  from  small-pox.  On 
the  whole  it  seems  tome  that  the  Gkivem- 
ment  are  right  in  granting  an  inquiry, 
I  feel  sure  that  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  there  is  only  one  desire^ 
namely,  that  what  is  found  to  be  right 
and  proper  should  be  dons.  The  result 
of  an  inquiry  by  a  Boyal  Oommission 
will  no  doubt  succeed  in  settling  many 
differences  which  now  exist  upon  this 
matter,  and  alss  prepare  the  public 
mind  for  any  new  legislation  that  may 
be  found  to  be  necessary. 
*Mn.  8TAN8PELD  (Halifax)  :  Per- 
haps I  may  be  allowed,  as  an  ex-Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Govemment  Board, 
very  briefly  to  state  the  views  T  enter- 
tain with  regard  to  this  qnestion  that 
do  not  entirely  coiaoide  with  thoae  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Leeds  or  of  the  President  of  the 
Local  Govemment  Board.  I  begin  with 
this  proposition — that  the  prinoiple  of 
compulsion  is  one  that  always  requires, 
when  introduced  into  a  leg^lative  enact- 
ment, thestrongestjustifioation.  I  have 
always  refused  to  vote  for  the  repeal  of 
compulsory  vaccination,  but  at  the  same 
time  I  have  always  deolared  my  opinion 
in  favour  of  further  inquiry.  One  of 
the  grounds  for  inquiry  is  the  objection 
which  is  felt  by  a  large  number  of 
people  to  the  applioation  of  the  principle 
of  compulsion  in  a  case  of  this  kind.  I 
think  tois  is  the  strongest  eridenoe  not 
only  of  the  desirability  but  of  the  neces- 
sity for  this  inquiry,  inasmuch,  aa  the 
public  ought  to  be  satisfied  that  there  are 
sufficient  grounds  to  justify  such  a  law 
as  this.  The  strongest  thing  that  could 
be  said  in  favour  of  compulsion  is  that 
if  you  give  a  fair  scope  to  the  action  of 
compulsory  vaccination  it  will  absolutely 
stamp  out  the  disease  of  small-pox ;  but 
that  ground  has  now  been  abandoned. 
The  Uember  for  South  Leeds  says 
that  you  cannot  stamp  out  epidemics 
of  small-pox.  If  that  be  so,  then 
you  must  put  the  justification  of 
compulsory  vaccination  on  a  lower 
ground  than  that  of  stamping  out  dis- 
ease. But  I  go  further,  without  passing 
any  opinion  upon  expert  medical  know- 
ledge of  that  kind,  and  I  say  it  is  evi- 
dent that  no  oompulsory  Vaccination 
Act  which  you  aro  likely  to  pass  can  by 
possibility  stamp  out  the  disease  of 
small-pox ;  bat  I  ventara  to  tbii^  be 
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ironld  be  Tei?  bold  wbo  ehonld  say 
tbat  the  sanitary  measures  will  never 
have  effect.  If  I  know  anything  about 
dieeaaea,  they  have  their  rise  and 
fait.  And  to  my  mind  it  is  perfectly 
oonceivable,  even  probable,  that  the 
time  will  oome  whan  this  disease  of 
small-pox,  like  many  still  more  fearful 
diseases  before  it,  will  have  died  oat 
under  the  sanitary  influences  and  the 
improved  methods  of  life.  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Oovemment  Board 
has  given  us  materials  upon  which  ve 
may  oome  to  a  conclusion  upon  this 
matter.  He  and  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  L.  Playfair)  have  spoken  about  the 
seoesntyof  re-vacoination.  Itisadmitted 
that  vaccination  does  not  protect  the  in- 
fant when  the  infant  becomes  a  man,  and 
in  order  to  leave  no  imperfection  in  your 
armour  you  must  re-vaccinate.  Will 
anybody  to-night  propose  to  make  re- 
vaccination  compufsoty  ?  My  right  hon. 
Friend  would  leave  the  adults  to  take 
care  of  themselves.  He  wants  to  pro- 
tect the  infants.  If  that  be  the  case, 
then  my  right  hon.  Friend  abandons 
the  plea  that  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the 
community  at  large.    He  says  himself — 

"  I  do  not  do  it  in  the  interests  ot  the  com- 
monity  at  large ;  I  do  it  In  the  iDteroBts  of  tho 
infanta  oolr,  and  I  leave  the  adults  to  get 
imaU-pox  it  Ibe;  ate  foolish  enoagh  to  do  bo, 
and  lo  oomnmnical*  amall-poz  to  the  reit  of  the 
commQDitj." 

TJij  right  hon.  Friend  abandons  that 
which  in  my  mind  is,  if  correct,  the  best 
jnstification  of  the  compulsory  law.  I 
do  not  say  this  is  the  full  argument, 
or  all  the  proi  and  eont ;  I  do  not  say 
that  this  is  oonolnsive  as  to  the  advisa- 
bility of  a  compulsory  law ;  but  I  say 
it  is  a  very  strong  argument  in  favour 
of  an  inquiry ;  it  is  a  very  great  justifi- 
cation of  the  desire  which  exists  tor  an 
inquiry ;   and  it  is  a  reason  why  that  in- 

Juiry  should  be  full  and  free  and  satis- 
nctory  to  the  public  who  are  most  con- 
cerned. Now,  I  wish  to  refer  to  two 
difficulties  which  came  to  my  knowledge 
when  I  was  in  office  some  years  ago — 
first  at  the  Poor  Law  Board,  and  later 
in  the  podtion  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  occupies  at  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board.  There  is  a  strong 
objection  in  the  minds  of  a  great  many 
persons  that  there  is  a  certain  danger  to 
life  and  health  attendant  upon  vaccina- 
tion. I  do  not  want  the  House  to  be 
led  astray  by  the  argument  which  has 
gone  entirely  upon  whether  syphilis  can 
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will  be  full  of  care  andreapaot  for  every 
child  brought  before  him  ?  I  am  Bare  the 
mind  ofthe  right  hon.Qeatlem&nwillnot 
be  imperriouB  to  that  oon  side  ration,  and 
I  Tentnre  to  hope  that  the  CommiBaion 
will  take  it  into  new.  The  natural  pro- 
oeaa,  to  my  mind,  is  thie :  th&t  the 
vaccination  of  the  child  should  be  by  the 
medical  attendant  of  the  family.  I  am 
very  strongly  of  opinion  that  to  devolve 
this  duty  on  a  few  men  doing  nothing 
elae  from,  morning  to  night,  and  from 
one  end  of  the  year  to  the  other,  is 
a  proceeding  whioh  begets  that  care- 
leasnees  of  whioh  I  had  nvidencs  when 
I  was  in  the  office  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  Undoubt«dly,  there  have^bcen 
oases  of  oareleBsneas.  There  is  the 
qaestion,  of  course,  whether  the  child 
ought  not  to  be  examined  by  the  opera- 
tor; whether  constitntlyvaooinating  does 
not  induoe  oareleseoose ;  whether  the 
instruments  with  which  the  operation  is 
performed  are  always  kept  clean ; 
whether  the  operation  is  always  per- 
formed with  delicacy  and  respeot ;  and 
whether,  if  it  is  not,  injury  is  the  conse- 
quence to  the  health  or  life  of  the  child 
operated  upon.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's programme  seemed  to  me  a  very 
satisfactory  one,  and,  therefore,  I  do  not 
see  why  he  objected  to  the  Besolution. 

*Uk.  BITOHIE  :  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  Besolution  enters  into  too  many 
minute  details,  and  I  think  it  would  be 
undesirable  to  fetter  an  inquiry  whioh 
ought  to  be  free. 

*Ub.  STANSFELD  :  I  accept  that  as 
meaning  that  nothing  in  the  Besolution 
will  be  exolnded,  but  that  the  right  hon. 
Qentlemao  wiahsB  to  give  the  reference 
in  general  terms,  ao  that  the  inquiry 
may  not  be  oonfined  by  the  terms  of  the 
reference. 

*Hb.  BITOHIE :  I  will  take  oare  that 
every  branch  of  the  subject  and  eveiy 
matter  which  I  stated  to-night  shall 
come  within  the  terms  of  the  reference 
to  the  Oommiasion. 

•Ma.  STANSFELD :  I  think"  that  is 
a  very  satiBfaotorj  assuranoe,  and,  under 
the  ciroumstanoeB,  I  am  quite  sure  that 
my  hon.  Friend  will  aocept  that  explana- 
tion as  satisfactory. 

Mh.  PIOTON:  Might  I  have  the 
permission  of  the  House  to  withdraw 
the  ^Resolution  I  have  moved,  and  may 
I  be  indulged  with  just  a  word  of  ex- 
planation f  The  reply  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentlemaa  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  ^pearad  to  me  to 
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be  as  satisbctory  at  I  oonld  expect  bom 
him  in  l^is  poutioa  in  matters  of  thia 
kind.  Of  nourse,  we  most  have  some 
oonfidenoa  in  official  Gentleman  of  great 
respouBibility,  and  I  venture  to  say  that 
I  understand  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  lie  would,  under  the  general 
terms  of  the  reference  to  the  Oommia- 
Bion,  include  everything  that  is  men- 
tioned in  the  terms  of  wis  Beaolutaon. 
He  objects  to  being  tied  to  tfaeae  terma, 
and  I  do  not  wish  to  tie  the  Oommisuon 
to  those  terms.  I  am  quite  satisfied  with 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sold,  if 
I  understood  him  oorrectly,  and  with 
that  explanation  I  desire,  with  the  per- 
mission  of  the  House,  to  withdraw  my 
Uotion. 

*Bia  J.  W.  PEASK  (Barnard  Castle) ; 
I  desire  to  occupy  the  House  a  very  few 
momenta.  Hon.  Uembers  around  me 
know  how  for  many  years  I  laboured  in 
this  cause,  not  aa  an  an ti- vaccinator,  but 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  on  inquiry 
which  has  been  refused  by  Prasidentt  <u 
the  Local  Government  Board  year  after 
year.  Now  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  granted  it,  1  feel  grateful  to 
him  for  thus  leoogoixing  what  I  beliere 
to  be  a  widespread  and  popular  demand. 
The  great  question  I  have  always  con- 
sidered was  the  compulsory  clauaes  and 
the  manner  of  carrying  out  the  law. 
With  regard  to  the  compulaory  clauses, 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  I  understand,  ia 
fully  ready  to  include  them  in  the 
inquiry  by  the  Oommission,  and  also 
the  question  of  the  manner  in  whioh 
the  Vaooinatlon  Law  is  carried  out. 
There  is  a  great  deal  of  feeling  agoinat 
vaccination  on  account  of  the  imposition 
of  accumulative  penalties,  and  no  man 
can  doubt  that  these  repeated  proeeoa- 
tions  have  avery  prejudicial  eSeot.  I 
have  always  thought  that  the  conscien- 
tious views  of  parents  should  be  re- 
speoted,  and  I  am  glad  that  the  whole 
subject  will  be  inquired  into. 

Da.  OAMEEON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
There  ia  one  reason  for  granting  a  Com- 
mission which  has  not  been  adverted  to, 
and  whioh  constitutes  a  most  important 
justification  of  the  course  adapted  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  congratulate 
him  on  having  had  the  courage  of  hia 
opinions,  and  on  having  looked  into  the 
matter  for  himself,  for  I  feol  certain  he 
is  likely  to  have  met  with  very  little 
encouragement  from  the  offltuals  of  his 
Department.  I  am  firmly  eonvineed  of 
the  efficacy  of  voodnatton,   but   it  hoa 
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been  administered  in  Loudon  in  a  moat 
perfunotoiy  manner.  I  wish,  however, 
to  point  out  particularly  what  enormous 
strides  have  been  taken  by  eoienoe  since 
Tscoination  was  introduced.  Floods  of 
light  have  been  thrown  on  the  subject, 
and  the  scientific  aspects  of  the  question 
hare  been  altered  and  turned  upside 
down.  It  was  at  one  time  believed  that 
vaccination  would  give  complete  im- 
munity &om  small-pox  for  a  lifetime, 
but  we  now  know  that  that  Immunity 
gradually  decreases  and  diminishes  as 
time  elapses.  I  believe,  if  the  inquiry  is 
gone  into  in  an  unprdudioed  spirit,  and 
il  the  eridenoe  is  taken,  not  only  of 
English  practitioners,  bat  also  of  soien* 
tifio  men  &om  France  and  Oetinany, 
tiie  result  of  the  investigation  will  be 
not  only  very  beneficial  to  this  country 
in  dealing  with  a  disease  like  small-pox, 
but  it  will  have  great  agricultural  value, 
inasmuch  as  it  may  throw  light  on  the 
best  methods  of  protecting  our  flocks 
and  herds. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOH  (Donegal,  E.): 
Year  after  year,  ae  the  occasion  arose, 
have  I  endeavoured  to  oppose  the 
system  which  at  present  obtains  both 
with  regard  to  compulsory  vaccination, 
andwith  regard  to  the  pecuniary  penalties 
infiioted  on  those  who  coiiBcientiously  re- 
fuse to  comply  with  the  law.  At  last  I 
had  ^ven  up  my  attempt  as  hopeless. 
I  desire  on  this  occasion  to  record  my 
feeling  of  gratitude  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester  for  the  service  he  has  done 
in  this  regard,  not  only  to  his  cou- 
stitnenta,  but  to  the  general  community 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  to  the 
cause  of  humanity.  I  feel  satisfied  that, 
when  an  authoritative  and  exhaustive 
inquiry  is  made  into  the  whole  question 
of  vaccination,  its  alleged  value,  and  its 
alleged  injurious  effects,  there  will  be  a 
great  modification  of  the  existing  public 
opinion  on  the  subject ;  and  though  the 
QoTomment  are  not  willing  that  the 
Motion  of  my  hon  Friend  should  be 
withdrawn,  I  think  he  may  well  he 
satisfied  with  having  obtained  the  assent 
of  the  Oovemment  to  the  appointment 
of  the  Oommission  which  has  oeen  pro- 
mised. Whatever  the  fate  of  his 
Motion,  the  fact  remains  that  the 
courageous  and  peraiatent  efforts  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester  have  at  last 
been  crowned  wi&  success,  and  he  has 
thereby  earned  the  gratitude  of  enor- 
mous numbers  of  people  in  this  coun- 
try. 


*Ma.  OREMEB  (Shoreditoh,  Hagger- 
ston) :  I  should  not  have  risen  to  take 
part  in  this  debat«  but  for  an  observa- 
tion made  by  the  right  hon.  Gontleman 
opposite  in  regard  to  the  exaggerated 
statements  repeatedly  made  by  the  op- 
ponents of  vaccination.  Xow,  Sir,  I  had 
a  letter  addressed  to  me  a  few  days  ago 
by  a  constituent  on  this  very  subject. 
And,  in  passing,  I  may  observe  that 
there  is  a  very  strong  feeling  on  this 
question  in  Metropolitan  districts.  I  am 
not  able  to  aay  whether  the  statements 
made  in  regard  to  vaccination  are 
founded  on  fact  or  exist  only  in  ima- 
gination ;  but.  Sir,  I  am  rejoiced  that 
the  Government  have  agreed  to  accede 
to  the  request  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester,  because  an  inquiry  by  a  Com- 
mission will  enable  us  to  ascertain  what 
foundation  there  is  for  these  statements. 
Now,  Sir,  my  letter  refers  to  a  case  of 
real  hardship,  and  as  I  have  been  un- 
able to  raise  it  by  a  question  in  this 
House,  aa  I  wished  to  do,  perhaps  I 
may  be  allowed  first  to  explain  the  con- 
tents of  the  letter.  The  writer,  an  in- 
telligent working  man,  aaya — 

"Onthellth  inst.  I  was  arreBted  fornon- 
complianca  with  the  Yaccination  Act,  aud  taken 
to  PentocTilte  Prison  to  serve  seven  daya.  Uy 
own  drera  vaa  takea  from  me :  I  Iia.d  to  aubmit 
to  the  prison  diet,  and  whea  I  went  before  the 
prison  doctor  he,  as  I  think  uogenerously, 
attacked  me  in  regard  to  1117  views  on  vaccina- 
tion. I  told  him  I  should  be  prepared  (o  defend 
them  if  I  had  an  opportunitf.  T  asked  for 
books  and  writing  materials,  but  these  were 
denied  me.  Oakum  only  was  supplied  to  me. 
Seeing  that  the  Bubiisteiice  of  n^  family 
depended  apon  onr  mutual  labour,  I  dears  to 
know  if  Ihe  Oovemmeot  consider  it  right 
to  treat  one  as  a  criminal,  to  deny  him  books 
and  writing  material,  to  dress  him  in  felon's 
clothes,  to  treat  him  altogether  as  a  oriminal 
offender,  and  to  allow  the  medical  officer  to  at- 
tack him  as  to  his  views." 
Now,  Sir,  that  statement  has  been  pub- 
lished throughout  the  East  End  of  Lon- 
don and  widely  circulated  amongst  the 
poorer  classes,  and  it  is  calculated  to 
stTMkgthen  their  belief  in  the  infamous 
character  of  the  vaccination  laws.  I  am 
very  glad  that  the  Qovernment  have  coa- 
sented  to  the  appointment  of  thia  Oom- 
mission. It  la  quite  as  much  as  we 
could  have  expected  from  them. 
At  present  eo  conflicting  are  the  state- 
ments which  are  made  that  one  is 
unable  to  come  to  a  decision  on  the 
merits  of  the  case,  but  the  Boyal  Oom- 
missiou  will  enable  us  to  see  on  which 
aide  tiie  balanoe  of  trustworthy  evidence 
is  to  be  found,  and  I  hope  in  due  timo 
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we  shall  g«t  to  tha  root  of  this  agita- 
tion. I  ahonld  be  boitj  to  stand  between 
tbe  House  and  aDiriaion,  bataa  so  manj 
people  entertain  conscientious  objeotioni 
to  Tacoination,  it  ia  neoeasary  to  have  an 
investigation,  and  I  am  therefore  re- 
joiced that  tbe  ChiTemment  have  ao- 
ceded  to  the  rational  and  reasonable 
proposal  of  mj  ban.  Friend,  and  bare 
andertaken  to  siTe  us  an  opportanit;  of 
seeing  if  a  real  grievanoe  exists  in  this 
matter. 
♦Ma.  V.  A.  OHANNING  (Northamp- 
ton, E.) :  As  representing  a  oonetitu- 
enoT  deeply  interoBted  in  this  qaeetion, 
and  espeoialiy  in  that  part  of  it  which 
r^ates  to  the  oompulsorf  clauses  of  the 
Vaooination  Acts,  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  if  we  are  to  distinctly 
understand  that  the  inquiry  of  the  Com- 
mission will  extend  to  the  question  of 
the  oontinuanOB  or  abandonment  of  com- 
pulsion. Another  qneation  is  as  to  the 
treatment  of  persons  sent  to  prison  for 
non-compliance  with  the  Act.  I  was 
gratified  by  tbe  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man's reference  to  the  hardships  and 
ignominy  inflicted  on  people  who  in 
many  cases  are  oonsdentious  offenders, 
and  irtio  have  shown  no  diarespeot  for 
the  law  except  that  arising  from  a 
consoientioua  refusal  to  have  their  obil- 
dten  vaccinated.  He  expressed  sym- 
pathy with  tbem  in  being  clothed  and 
treated  as  criminals,  and  I  should  like 
to  teke  this  opportunity  of  asking  him 
whether  he  will  give  us  bis  cordial  sup- 
port in  pressing  upon  the  Kinistry  the 
importance  of  mitigating  the  sufferings 
of  these  poor  people,  who  ore  treated  as 
ordinary  criminals,  and  whose  treatment 
in  that  manner  mast  tend  to  render  tbe 
law  leas  popular  with  the  people. 

Ma.  T.  FRT  (Darlington):  Although 
it  seems  almost  needless  to  continue  the 
debate,  I  wish  to  assure  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman,  tbe  President  of  Uie  Local 
Government  Board,  of  the  pleasure 
which  tbe  decision  of  the  Gtovemmsnt 
will  give  to  a  large  number  of  persona 
in  my  own  town.  Only  last  week  a 
gentleman  was  fined  in  our  town  for  an 
offence  in  respect  of  which  several  fines 
had  been  previously  in&icted,  and,  how- 
ever much  we  ourselves  may  be  satisfied 
on  tbe  subject  of  vaccination,  there  is 
certainly  room  for  an  exhaustive  in- 
quiry, and  I,  for  one,  am  exceedingly 
rejoiced  the  Qovemment  have  come  to 
the  oonclusion  to  grant  one.  I  myself 
have  seen  ehildren  in  a  terrible  state, 
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admittedly  through  vaccination.  There 
is  nothing  more  difficult  to  understand 
in  oonneotion  with  this  question  than  the 
great  difference  in  the  statistioe,  and  it 
is  certainly  a  strong  point  that  those 
children  who  die  unvaooinated,  are  pro- 
bably weak  waifs  and  strays,  probably 
altogether  lost  sight  of  and  neglected,  or 
admittedly  unfit  for  vaccination,  and 
consequently  among  tbe  first  to  oatoh 
and  suocumt)  to  disease. 
*Ua.  BITOHIE ;  The  hon.  Uamber 
for  East  Northampton  a^s  me  if  I  wiU 
assist  bim  in  pressing  upon  the  Govern- 
ment a  relaxation  of  the  existing  priaon 
rules  with  regard  to  persons  seat  to  gaol 
for  disobeying  the  law  with  respect  tovoo- 
oination.  Now,  the  House  will  probably 
remember  that  it  has  been  stated  bymj 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Ohief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  that  it  was  proposed  to  con- 
sider the  qaeetion  of  the  relaxation  of 
the  prison  rules  not  only  in  Ireland  bat 
also  in  England.  In  the  statement  to 
which  I  refer,  allusion  waa  made  to  per- 
sons who  were  sent  to  prison  for  offences 
against  the  Vaccination  Laws.  I  do  not 
know  what  stops  have  been  taken.  At 
any  rato,  it  was  distinctly  laid  down  that 
if  the  rnles  were  altered  in  respect  of 
Ireland  they  woald  be  altered  in  refer- 
ence to  England.  As  to  the  other  point 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Uember  f or  £ast 
Northamptonshire,  although  I  did  not 
propose  to  lay  it  down  specifically  that 
tbe  question  of  compulsion  should  be 
referred  to  the  Oommiseion,  I  imagine 
that  the  terms  of  the  reference  would 
not  be  such  as  to  prevent  the  Commis- 
sioners from  reporting  any  opinion  they 
might  have  upon  thatparticular  subject. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

HOURS  OP  LABOnB  IN  QOTEHmiENT 
D0CKTABD8. 
•Me.  OtTNINGHAME  OEAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.):  Sir,  I  desire  to  call 
attention  to  the  long  hours  worked  in 
many  trades,  and  to  the  desirability  of 
limiting  the  hours  of  labour  to  eight  in 
all  Government  workshops,  and  of  in* 
serting  an  eight  hours'  clause  in  all 
future  Government  contracts. 

Notice  taken  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  oounted,  and  40 
Mentbers  not  being  present, 
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INDEOBNT    ADVEBTISEMENTS 
BILL.— (No.  34.) 

8B00in>  BEADZHQ. 

Order  of  tlie  Day  for  the  Beoond 
Beading,  read. 

The  Eaul  ob  MEATH:  My  Lords, 
in  asking  jour  Lordahips  to  read  this 
Bill  a  eeoond  time,  I  may  state  that  its 
object  ie  to  embody  in  a  general  law 
the  enactmentfl  for  the  stippreasion  of 
indecent  advertisements  and  the  legis- 
lation in  the  form  of  local  Acta.  It 
may  he  said  that  there  ia  already  legis- 
lation sufficient  to  deal  with  this  ques- 
tion, but  I  think  I  can  show  your 
Lordships  that  that  is  not  the  ca^s. 
Neither  the  Metropolitan  Police  Act  of 
1839  nor  the  Act  of  1847  touches  thia 

auestion  in  the  least.  The  result  ia 
lat  it  is  almost  impossible  to  pass 
down  certain  streets  of  this  large  city 
without  having  thrust  into  one's  hands 
indecent  and  filthy  publications  which 
ought  not  to  come  before  the  eyes  of 
any  decent  man  or  woman.  The  cause 
of  this  is  the  present  impunity  for  die- 
aeminating  such  indecent  literature,  and 
I  think  your  Lordshipa  will  agree  with 
me  that  it  is  very  desirable  that  general 
powers  ahoold  be  given  to  the  magis- 
terial body  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
in  force  the  enactments  and  dealing 
with  thia  evil.  At  present,  my  Lords, 
we  have  no  law  whica  enables  any  one 
to  take  action  against  peraons  who  ad- 
vertise their  speoifioa  against  a  certain 
olaas  of  diseases  of  a  namelesscharacter. 
In  introducing  this  matter  to  your  Lord- 
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ships,  I  have  to  do  so  nnder  great 
disadvantages.  I  have,  I  may  say,  one 
hand  tied  behind  my  back,  for  it  is 
quite  imposaible  that  I  can  bring  before 
your  Lonlships'  House  all  the  evidence 
I  have  to  show  the  need  of  such  legis- 
lation. Yarious  pamphlets  and  papers 
which  have  been  published  and  circu- 
lated might  be  read,  and  if  in  intro- 
ducing this  subject  I  do  ao  in  somewhat 
weak  terms,  your  Lordshipa  will  not 
suppose  that  it  is  because  I  have  not  a 
very  good  case  and  a  mass  of  evidence 
behind  me,  but  simply  becauae  it  would 
be  quite  impossible  forme  to  refer  to  all 
the  evidence  which  might  be  read  to 
your  Lordships  for  the  purpose  of 
making  an  impreaaion  on  your  Lord- 
shipa' minds.  But  whatever  the  ditfi- 
culty  may  be,  itought  to  be  encountered, 
and  some  steps  taken  to  prevent  such 
inducements  to  promiscuous  sexual  inter- 
courae,  for  at  present  there  are  no  meana 
of  preveutiug  the  dissemination  of  auch 
filthy  literature.  The  only  thing  that 
can  be  done  ia  to  charge  a  peraon  who 
ia  circulating  it  with  causing  annoyance. 
My  Lorda,  it  may  appear  very  strange, 
but  such  is  the  fact,  that  a  person 
tendering  auch  a  publication  con 
only-  he  given  into  custody  for  caus- 
ing annoyance  in  offering  such  a 
paper  or  pamphlet,  and  as  there 
IS  no  law  to  properly  punish  him  he 
will  only  be  fined  a  amalf  sum,  which  his 
employer  will  pay.  Literature  of  that 
kind  is  a  great  evil,  and  its  circulation,  I 
think  your  Lordships  will  say,  should  be 
prevented.  My  Lords,  what  I  propose  to 
do  by  his  Bill  is  to  embody  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  general  law  in  force  under 
local  Acts  in  particular  distriota.  In 
doing  so,  your  Lordships  will  be  follow- 
ing the  principle  of  a  measure  which 
has  already  obtained  the  approval  of 
this  House,  and  I  hope  your  Lordahipa 
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Till  not  stuldfy  jonnelvM  \*j  rsfoslngf 
the  Second  Beading  of  thU  BilL  The 
Bill  farther  propoMB  to  pot  a  stop  to 
ciTonLLrs  of  s  olau  by  which  thoniiaiidB 
of  young  men  have  their  proapeola  in 
life  deetroyed-  It  may  be  poanble  that 
flome  of  yonr  Lordshipe  may  think  I 
have  exaggerated  this  matter ;  bat  yon 
irill  hardly  aay  so  when  I  tell  yom  tiiat 
within  a  few  years  a  peraon  who  ia  con- 
nected with  one  of  the  eodetiea  intereeted 
in  this  aubject  haa  reoeiTed  20,000 
papers  of  different  aorte  bearing  upon 
it.  They  have  been  thmat  into  his 
handa  whether  he  wished  it  or  not. 
Those  papers  are  thrust  not  only  into  the 
hands  of  men,  but  into  the  handa  of 
women.  They  are  often  sent  by  poet, 
and  the  persons  who  reoeire  them, 
especially  young  women,  are,  of  oonrse, 
too  much  ashamed  of  baring  received 
them  to  complain,  and  the  public,  in 
couaequence,  doea  not  hear  of  those 
cases.  Uy  Lords,  I  do  not  desire  to 
detain  yon  at  any  greater  length  on  this 
Qnpleasant  subject.  All  I  can  aay  is, 
I  hope  you  will  not  consider  it  unworthy 
of  serious  thouffht  and  consideration, 
and  that  you  will  do  your  best  to  free 
the  oountry  from  this  stream  of  pollution, 
which  is  contaminating  the  minds  of  the 
younp,  and  which  it  is,  I  beliere,  your 
firm  intention  to  put  a  stop  to  if  you 
can.  My  Lords,  I  have  only  now  to  ask 
yvax  Lordships  to  read  this  Bill  a  second 
time. 

Uoved  "That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2*." 
—{n*  Kn-l  of  MMtk). 

The  LOED  OHANCELLOH:  My 
Lords,  I  suppose  we  all  most  heartily 
eympathize  with  the  object  of  this  Bill. 
X  do  not  rise  with  the  purpose  of 
advising  your  Lordships  to  reject  the 
Bill  altogether,  bat  I  certainly  should 
be  very  sorry  to  affirm  that  the  Bill, 
without  very  considerable  amendment, 
ehould  pass  into  law.  Most  of  your 
Lordships  are  aware  of  the  olasa  of 
advertise ments  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
refers,  aod  I  entirely  agree  with  him 
that  many  of  them  are  obscene  and 
indecent.  They  are  not  included  in 
other  parts  of  the  Bill,  which  applies  to 
advertiBements  of  any  sort  or  kind 
of  an  indecent  or  obscene  character, 
though  those  advertisements  are  of 
themselves  condemned  by  the  first  part 
of  the  Bill.  With  regard  to  the  pro- 
visions as  to  advertisements  for  treating 
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diseases  of  a  porticuUr  kind,  althourii 
your  Lordships  will  see  what  the  nobla 
Lord  meant,  I  think  there  is  great  diffi- 
culty in  enaoting  what  shonld  be  held 
obnoxioaa  to  anoh  a  proiiaon.  Hy 
Lorda,  jnst  let  na  see  what  it  oomes  to, 
patting  all  theee  provisions  together. 
Advertisements  which  are  neither  ob- 
aoene  nor  indecent,  treating  of  a  pain- 
ful or  secret  diaease— and  many  dieeasea 
will  occur  to  your  Lordships  which  oome 
within  that  deacriptioa  wUch  are  not  in 
the  least  referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord 
— might  be  sent  as  a  sealed  docamoDt. 
and  yet  the  postman  who  oarried  it 
would  he  liable  to  the  penalty  created 
by  the  aection.  It  would  be  no  defenoa 
to  him  that  he  did  not  know  what  waa 
in  it ;  but  if  he  conveyed  it  when  sent 
by  poat,  he  would  be  Uable  to  prosecu- 
tion. There  are,  I  think,  serious  objec- 
tions, my  Lords,  to  the  oomprehensive 
nature  of  the  proposed  legislation, 
though  I  entirely  sympathiae  with  the 
object  aimed  at  by  the  noble  Lord  in 
the  earlier  port  of  the  section,  beoaase, 
bom  what  I  have  seen  in  the  public 
newspapers  of  the  class  of  advertise- 
ments to  which  the  noble  Lord  refers 
there  is  not  one  of  them  which  would 
not  oome  within  the  designation  of 
obscene  or  indecent  literature,  and  they 
would,  therefore,  be  liable  to  prosecu- 
tion. The  value  of  legislation  of  this 
kind  is  that  it  is  prompt  in  its 
operation,  not  merely  making  subject 
to  a  pecuniary  penalty  those  who  engage 
in  suoh  transactions.  I  think,  my  Lords, 
subject  to  what  I  have  said  as  to  the 
Amendments  whioh  might  be  suggested 
when  we  reach  the  Oouimittee  stage,  the 
Bill  which  the  noble  Lord  haa  intrMnced 
might  ha  made  a  very  useful  addition  to 
the  legislation  in  the  Btatutea. 

The  £ul  of  ABERDEEN:  My 
Lords,  I  agreethat  the  subject  is  a  most 
important  one.  The  point  is,  that  the 
evO  against  whioh  this  legislation  is 
directed  ia  as  increasing  one.  It  is 
impossible  to  approach  the  vicinify  of 
certain  neighbournoods  in  London  with- 
out seeing  gates  and  posta  placarded 
with  advertiBements  of  the  description 
mentioned  in  this  Bill.  Things  of  that 
kind  do  an  immensity  of  harm  to  young 
people.  The  broadcast  distribution  of 
this  pemicioaB  literature  has  a  very  bad 
e£Feot  in  counteracting  the  education  of 
the  school  children.  Some  80,000  chil- 
dren go  through   our   Board   Schools 
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«Ter7  year.  They  go  to  work  in  faetoriea 
Uld  vorkahopa,  «id  in  th«  eTeninn 
iheir  onlj  resort  ia  the  streeta.  No 
-flfforts  of  Oitj  mission  aries,  howarei 
iaduBtrious,  oui  oonnteraot  th«  svil  done 
hy  Uteratore  of  this  sort.  Br  such 
moans  public  attention  has  aliead;  been 
drawn  to  tbie  eabject  £u  more  effectively 
than  ooald  be  done  by  any  discussion 
now  upon  this  Bill  or  any  Act  of  Parlia- 
Qtent.  I  do  not  wish  to  trouble  your 
Iiordehips  further  on  this  subject.  I 
will  only  Bay  that  I  shall  be  glad,  with 
th«  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolaaok,  to  asnst  the  measure ;  and, 
■abject  to  certain  Tariations  wluch  I 
think  would  make  it  workable,  I  am 
entirely  in  favonr  of  its  object,  that 
object  being  the  auppreeaion  of  miaohief 
-of  a  most  insidious  Kind. 
*Thb  Akohbibhop  or  OANTEEBURT : 
My  LordB,  I  am  glad  that  this  Bill  has 
been  introduced,  and  I  thank  the  noble 
«nd  learned  Lord  for  pointing  to  Tery 
Deceasary  amendments.  It  is,  of  course, 
«xoeedingly  important  that  in  pressing 
forward  measures  of  thiB  kind  no  in- 
joBtioe  should  be  perpetrated.  At  the 
same  time,  few  people  are  aware  of  the 
underground  preruence  of  this  eril, 
which  may  in  large  measure  counteract 
the  good  done  by  education.  The 
ohild  leaving  school  ia  aupplied  with 
literature  of  this  kind  to  an  astoniahing 
extent.  Indecent  papers,  professing  to 
be  of  a  medical  character,  are  acattered 
broadcast,  and  the  noble  Lord  himself 
must  have  found  that  even  the  recrea- 
tion gronnda  with  which  he  had  supplied 
the  poor  of  London  were  defiled 
by  literature  of  this  character,  and 
thuB  turned  into  a  propaganda  of 
«Til.  The  country  is  strewn  with 
these  abominable  papers.  There  is 
no  religioua  Society  which  operatea, 
by  the  dietribution  of  leafleta  and  pam- 
j^eta  with  the  vigour  of  those  who 
drculate  these  paolioationa.  I  may 
jpve  yoar  Lordships  an  instance 
which  happened  tne  other  day: 
While  some  girla  were  taking  their  re- 
-oreation  in  a  meadow  attached  to  their 
Achool,  two  men  drove  rapidly  by  in  a 
gig  and  flung  over  the  wall  two  packages 
of  literature  of  the  moat  horrible  de- 
scription. Fortunately  one  of  tbem 
happened  to  fall  at  the  feet  of  one  of 
the  mistresses,  and  the  mischief  intended 
was  not  done.  But  it  is  impossible  to 
imagine  the  mischief  that  is  done  by 
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the  distribution  of  this  stuff.  It  is 
difficult,  my  Lords,  as  mattera  stand, 
for  the  greatest  efforts  on  the  part 
of  head  masters  of  public  achoola 
wholly  to  check  the  flood  of  aril,  and 
summary  legislation  of  this  kind  would 
help  in  the  most  beneficial  manner. 

Tbx  Eakl  ot  KIUBEBLEY:  My 
Lords,  I  am  quite  sure  that  everybody 
who  k^ows  what  these  publications  are 
most  share  in  the  desire  that  atepB 
ahould  be  taken  to  counteract  the  evil 
that  ia  done  in  this  way.  At  the  same 
time,  I  would  point  out  that  under  the 
second  clause  as  it  stands  it  would  be 


Extreme  care,  therefore,  will  have  to 
be  exercised  to  preveat  abuse  of  the 
Act  if  it  passes.  That,  of  course,  cannot 
be  the  intention  of  the  author  of  the 
BilL  It  oannot  be  intended  that  that 
should  be  made  a  penal  offence.  I 
simply  mention  that  for  the  purpose  of 
pointing  out  the  core  which  will  have 
to  be  taken  in  carrying  out  the  mea- 
sure. 

Bin  read  2*  according  to  Order,  and 
committed  to  a  Standing  Oommittee. 

LABCENT  ACT  (IS61)  AUENDMENI 
(USE    OF    FIREARMS]    BIIX    (No.  30.) 

Tbk  £akl  of  MILLTOWN:  My 
Lorda,  I  beg  to  move  "  That  the  BiU  be 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  to-morrow." 

Earl  QRANVILLE  ;  I  desire,  my 
Lords,  to  make  a  personal  explanation 
of  a  matter  of  fact  oefore  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Earl  is  agreed  to.  Tour 
Lordships  will  remember  that  the  noble 
Earl,  in  moving  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill,  gave  as  the  principal  argument 
for  it  the  aucceaa  of  the  Oarotting  Act, 
passed  some  years  ago.  In  the  coarae 
of  the  Debate  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Herschell)  questioned  the 
aocurapr  of  this  statement.  I  have 
referred  to  the  returns  for  which 
he  had  moved,  and  I  would  state 
that  it  was  the  arreat  of  the 
garottera,  and  the  severe  sentanoea 
passed  upon  them  by  Lord  Bromwell, 
which  had  put  an  end  to  the  practice 
before  the  introduction  of  the  Bill. 
The  noble  Marquess  gave  a  flat  contra- 
diction. He  states  that  he  was  in  the 
House  of  Commons  at  the  time,  and  his 
perfect  reooUection  was  that  he  then 
3  T  2 
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stated    that   the   Gorottinff   Aot    had 
Torked  like  a  ohana. 

The  Mabquebb  of  SALTSBITBT: 
What  I  said  was  that  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill  and  the  knowledge  that  it 
wonld  pass  into  law  acted  like  a  ohann. 

EiBi,  GRANVILLE :  No  doubt  that 
was  so.  But  I  Tentured  to  suggesl  laat 
week  that,  oousidering  the  great  dis- 
agreement as  to  a  moet  important  fact, 
it  might  ho  judicious  to  inquire  first 
and  to  act  afterwards.  But  Lord  Uill- 
town  blamed  me  for  not  having  profited 
b;  the  notioe  which  he  bad  giren  in 
order  to  stud;  the  Bill.  No  amount  of 
study  of  the  Bill,  however,  oould  have 
made  the  House  auticipate  that  hie 
Lordship  would  state  his  facts  under  a 
complete  misapprehenBi  on,  and  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  the  old-fashioned  and 
oonservative  doctrine  to  inquire  first  and 
then  to  actmighthavebeen  adopted  with 
advantage.  I  am  afraid  of  adding  fuel 
to  the  fire  bj  reminding  the  House  of  a 
oonolusive  speech  of  Lard  Aberdore, 
which  showed  that  it  was  b;  police  pre- 
cautions and  severe  sentences  that  the 
practice  had  been  destroved  before  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill.  I  said  that 
Lord  Aberdare  spoke  with  authority  as 
the  then  Home  Secretary.  The  noble 
ICarquess  corrected  me,  saying  that  iir. 
Bruce  was  not  then  Secretary  of  the 
Home  Office.  The  correction  was  right, 
but  it  did  not  affect  ths  authority  of  Lord 
Aberdare  on  a  matter  of  fact,  as  he  was 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment at  the  time.  Lord  Aberdare 
regretted  hia  absence  last  week,  and  also 
that  public  business  prevents  his  being 
here  to-day.  He  has,  however,  aeot  me 
the  following  statement ; — 

"I  tutre  taken  several  opportanitiM  ot  ex- 
posing  the  banleggnesa  of  the  popnlar  belief 
that  G:aiTottJng  was  Buppresaed  bj  Lord  Norton's 
Act  of  1S63.  The  facta  are  theia.  There  had 
been  leverol  ^irotUng  outtagei  between  Joua- 
(U7  and  July,  1862,  bub  !□  July  there  was  in 
London  an  eitetuive  outbreak  of  that  crime, 
wtiich  continued  for  gome  monthi.  Succesatnl 
effoTta  were,  howeTer,  mads  by  the  police  to 
apprehend  the  Mrpetratore,  who  were  apeedilj 
lovught  to  trial  and  aenteaced  sererely  by  Lord 
Bnunwell.  When,  about  the  middle  of  Norem- 
her,  IB62,  I  was  appointed  Under  Secretary  of 
the  Home  Department,  the  crime  had  entirely 
diaappeared.  Soi  did  a  liugle  cue  of  garrott- 
ing, diatingut«hablB  from  the  ordinary  offence 
of  'robbery  with  violence,'  occur  between  that 
time  and  eiz  month*  after,  when  Lord  Nortoa'e 
Act  waa  paued." 

I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  inquiry 
as  to  the  facts  which  I  have  suggested 
JSarl  GrtMvillt 


'  would  not  have  been  anwiae,  althoogh 
the  noble  Earl,  the  noble  Harquee^  and 
their  friends  decided  by  a  large  majority 
otherwise. 

Visoouirr  ORANBBOOK::  Will  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  move  fbr  th» 
returns  which  he  mentioned  on  thft 
previous  occasion  P 

LoBD  HERSOHELL:  I  propose  tO' 
do  BO,  and  that  these  Returns  should  be 
supplemented  by  those  of  a  later  date. 
Since  the  Bill  was  read  a  second  time,  I 
have  looked  into  the  statistics.  I  finci 
that  the  Bill  of  1863  was  opposed  by 
Sir  George  Grey,  on  the  ground  that 
only  two  years  before  our  criminal  law 
had  been  revised,  and  the  nuniehment 
of  flogging  largely  abolisaed.  The 
Home  Secretary  then  deprecated  » 
return  to  an  abandoned  syitem,  and 
pointed  out  that  there  were  other  offencea 
to  which  flogging  was  equally  appli- 
cable, and  that  it  was  the  activity  of  the 
polif^e,  long  before  the  Bill  waa  intro- 
duced,  and  not  the  promiee  of  the  Bill, 
which  had  put  an  end  to  garrotting.  The 
garrotters  were  punished  in  November, 
1862,  and  from  tnat  time  to  the  24th  of 
February,  1863,  when  the  Bill  was 
brought  in,  there  was  no  abnormal  num- 
ber of  robberies  with  violence.  I  have 
myself  looked  into  the  statistics,  and 
find  that  they  entirely  bear  out 
Sir  George  Grey 'a  statement.  There 
were  209  cases  in  the  laat  three  months 
of  18^3,  while  in  the  next  three  months 
there  were  only  1 64  cases.  The  statistics 
subsequent  to  that  year  show  that  from 
time  to  time  there  arose  an  increase  in 
cases  of  that  class  which  seemed  to  oome 
like  a  sort  of  wave,  and  then  there  came 
a  sudden  diminution,  which  seemed 
to  follow  whether  the  punishment 
of  flogging  was  inflicted  or  not. 
That,  my  Lords,  is  exemplified 
by  what  occurred  at  Oheeter,  where,  on 
one  occasion,  the  number  of  those  cases 
rose  to  19,  but  no  punishment  of  flog- 
ging was  inflicted,  and  the  number  of 
such  cases  at  the  next  Assize  was  two. 
On  another  occasion  the  cases  again  rose 
to  1 9.  One  punishment  of  flog^ng  was 
inSictod,  and  at  the  next  Assize  there 
was  only  one  such  case.  If  the  know- 
ledge that  he  miKht  be  sent  to  penal  ser- 
vitude for  life  will  not  deter  a  burglar, 
the  knowledge  that  he  might  be  flogged 
would  not  have  much  eoect.  In  1862 
there  were  497  cases  of  robbery  with 
violence,  while  in  lt)B7  there  were  bat 
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326.  But  Dues  of  simple  larceny  had 
dimiuialied  in  a.  Gtill  greater  degree,  the 
number  being — ltf62,  7,104  oaaea;  and 
1S67,  8,0OS  cases.  U;  Lords,  my  view 
ia  that  the  statistics  do  not  at  all  support 
the  view  that  that  punishment  has  the 
deterrent  effect  which  has  been  sug- 
gested, while  the  punishment  is  in  itself 
obj  actionable.  Then  there  are  so  many 
other  crimes  to  which  it  might  logically 
be  applied  —for  iustaace,  violent  attacks 
upon  women — that  if  your  Lordships 
once  start  on  that  road  it  is  difBcult  to 
flee  where  you  will  stop.  If  carrying 
firearms  by  a  burglar  were  made  a  dis- 
tinct offeQce  for  vhicha  distinct  punish- 
ment would  in  all  oases  be  added  to 
whatever  sentence  he  might  get  for  the 
burglary,  I  think  that  would  have  a 
much  more  deterrent  effect  than  the 
punishment  of  dogging.  X  think  the 
Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Standing 
Committee,  and  not  to  a  Oommittee  of 
the  whole  House. 

Amendment  mored  to  leave  out  "a 
Oommittee  of  the  whole  House  to-mor- 
row" and  insert  "a  Standing  Com- 
mittee."— (Z%«  Lord  fftrtehtU.) 

Tee  Mabuuess  of  SALISBURT: 
Hy  Lords,  I  do  not  propose  to  go  into 
the  historical  part  of  the  question. 
During  the  winter  of  1862-3  there  was 
a  very  considerable  prevalence  of  this 
sort  of  crime,  and  a  very  considerable 
fear  of  it  in  London  and  elsewhere  in 
the  country.  That  ia  my  recollection  of 
it,  and  I  am  not  entirely  convinced  that 
that  is  not  correct  by  the  contradiction 
of  the  noble  Earl  opposite.  He  took 
refuge  behind  a  statement  that  there 
-was  not  more  than  a  normal  amount  of 
thatcrime.  In  fact,  theword  "uormal" 
lias  just  been  shown  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  to  be  a  word  of  very  various 
interpretation.  In  truth,  mere  figures 
will  not  give  an  accurate  representation 
of  facts.  If  it  be  necessary  to  look 
back,  the  newspapers  of  that  day  will 
show  which  recollection  is  correct.  The 
oriue  of  robbery  with  violence -varies  so 
much  in  intensity  that  while  the  figures 
seem  to  give  one  result,  the  actual  prac- 
tical effect  on  the  population  at  that 
time  would  in  reality  give  a  different 
result.  I  am  glad  the  noble  Lord  in- 
tends to  move  again  for  these  ligures, 
beoauael  do  not  think  it  could  be  safely 
dealt  with  merely  on  the  certificate  of 
Ihe  Secretary  of  State.     What  I  rose 


for  was  rather  to  point  out  that  we  are 
at  one  as  to  the  kind  of  remedy  which 
should  be  applied  to  the  carrying  of 
firearms  by  burglars.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  said  that  your  Lordships 
ought  to  add  a  special  and  certain  pun- 
ishment in  every  case  in  which  the 
robber  was  detected  with  them.  So 
far  I  agree)  but  that  special  and  certain 
punishment,  if  it  is  to  be  of  ai^ 
use,  must  be  inflicted  at  once.  If 
it  ie  to  be  delayed  10, 12,  or  14  years,  do 
your  Lordships  imagine  it  would  have 
any  deterrent  effect?  Can  you  imagine 
a  burglar  starting  on  a  burgling  expedi- 
tion saying  to  himself,  "If  I  go  with- 
out firearms  I  shall  get  20  years,  and  if 
I  go  with  firearms  I  shall  get  22  years  ?  " 
and  do  your  Lordships  think  it  would 
niake  him  leave  his  firearms  at  home  ? 
It  is  ridiculous  to  suppose  that  m?u  who 
run  such  risks  as  these  men  do  make 
narrow  calculations  of  that  kind.  But 
if  those  men  could  be  made  to  feel  that 
if  they  were  found  with  firearms  they 
would  get  a  good  fioggiug  immediately 
after  they  were  sentenced,  in  spite  of  aU 
the  statistics  and  arguments  of  the  noble 
Lord  I  am  convinced  it  would  have  a 
very  considerable  deterrent  eSect.  The 
truth  is,  the  noble  Lord's  ordinarily 
dear  reasoning  is  turned  aside  by  the 
prejudice  he  entertains  against  this  par- 
ticular mode  of  punishment.  For  my 
part  I  have  no  prejudice  against  it.  I 
want  a  punishment  which  will  do  the 
work,  whatever  punishment  is  neces- 
sary to  stop  the  crimes,  let  that  punish* 
ment  be  applied.  But  this  House 
should  not  be  stopped  by  any  merely 
fanciful  theory,  developed  in  these  later 
times,  that  one  particular  kind  of  punish- 
ment is  lawful  and  another  is  not.  The 
noble  Lord  oonstantly  used  the  words 
that  ''  we  must  go  logically  forward." 
But  nothing  is  more  Ulogical  than  the 
Eoglieh  criminal  law,  and  no  system  of 
law  in  any  country  was  ever  successful 
which  paid  undue  regard  to  logic.  Logio 
is  the  most  dangerous  snare  of  the 
Legislator,  and  the  fact  that  the  only 
criticism  brought  against  the  propos^ 
is  that  it  is  illogical,  is,  to  my  mind,  a 
proof  that  no  real  objection  could  be 
urged. 

The  Eaul  opKIUBERLEY:  Tour 
Lordships  must  not  look  merely  at  the 
number  of  coses  of  robbery  with  violence, 
but  at  the  particular  kind  of  rob- 
bery with  violence.    After  punishment 
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had  been  inflioted  on  those  gairottera  in 
NoTember  1S62,  the  particular  kind  of 
Tobbety  with  vialence  did  not  reoar,  or 
did  BO  only  in  a  very  small  degree. 
With  regud  to  the  general  question  of 
humanity  I  o&nnot  help  thinking  that 
some  of  the  expressions  ;our  Loi^ships 
have  heard  would  QOrreapond  rery  much 
with  the  arguments  which  were  used  in 
favour  of  capital  punishment  against  Sir 
Samuel  Bomilly's  reforms.  Looking  at 
the  sentences  inflicted,  Judges  vary  ex- 
ceedingly in  their  views,  and  the  present 
condition  of  the  law  is  therefore  not  very 

satisfactory.  

•Earl  F0RTE80UE  :  I  tUnk,  my 
Lords,  that  too  much  importance  should 
not   be  attached    to  the  statistics  just 

auoted  against  or  in  favour  of  the  view 
lat  the  undoubted  rapid  diminution  in 
garrotting  was  caused  by  the  Act  newly 
imposing  the  liability  to  be  flogged  upon 
that  crime.  For  I  well  remember  the 
wide-spread  alarm  at  the  time,  and  how 
people  did  avoid  risks  to  a  greater  ex- 
tent, and  the  number  of  cases  of  that 
particular  offence  become  smaller,  not 
merely  because  there  were  no  persons 
ready  to  garrott,  but  because  those  who 
would  hare  been  their  victims  were 
more  prudent,  took  more  precautions, 
did  not  walk  so  much  alone,  and  wanted 
more  moans  of  defence  than-  they  had 
previously. 
*LobdE8HEH:  Ify  Lords,  speaking 
from  my  own  expericnoe  as  a  Judge  for 
20  jears,  I  venture  to  doubt  very  much 
whether  an  enactment  of  flogging  is  the 
most  efficacious  measure  for  the  pre- 
vention of  crime.  Flogging  has  been 
often  tried  in  this  country  and  has  been 
almoet  always  given  up.  It  is  apunish- 
ment  very  difficult  to  adminster ;  of  its 
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most  humane  Jud^  on  the  Bench,  bat 
when  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  inflict  oa 

!;arrotters  a  sentence  of  penal  servitude 
or  life  he  did  not  shrink  from  doing  so. 
Iremember,  when  stabbing  was  verypre- 
valent,  the  late  Mr.  Justice  'WiUes  said 
at  the  Assizes  at  Uanohester  that  h& 
would  send  every  man  convicted  of  tho- 
offence  to  penal  servitude  for  life.  The 
result  was  that  the  orime  disappeared  for 
a  very  long  period.  I  recollect  myselT 
going  to  Leeds,  where  it  was  the  habif 
of  some  young  men  not  only  to  rob  but 
to  stamp  the  features  of  the  victim 
almost  out  of  form  with  their  clogs,  and, 
following  the  example  of  Mr.  Jnatioe- 
Willes,  I  said  that  whenever  a  man  was 
oonvicted  before  me  of  such  a  thing  T 
would  send  him  to  penal  servitude  for 
life.  The  result  was  that  the  orime  die- 
appeared.  Ithink  the  better  way  would 
be  to  insist  upon  the  certainty  of  a  sever» 
punishment  rather  than  die  amount- 
Whenever  a  man  commits  burglary  withr 
arms  the  Judge's  discretion  should  be 
taken  away,  and  the  offender  should  be- 
sentenced,  say,  to  penal  servitude  for  20 
years  at  least.  I  believe  that  such  an 
enactment  would  have  a  greater  effect 
than  the  punishment  now  proposed. 
*LoRi}  BBAMWELL :  Uy  Lords,  I  dO' 
not  think  this  is  a  question  peculiarly 
for  lawyers  or  Judges ;  it  is  a  question 
of  good  sense.  Judges  inform,  them- 
selves, of  course,  of  the  punishmente 
they  can  administer,  as  to  which  the  law 
leaves  them  a  great  diecretion.  For 
most  offences  where  penal  servitude- 
might  be  inflicted  the  pumahment  varieS' 
from  penal  servitude  for  life  to  a  day's 
imprisonment.  For  my  own  part  I  have- 
a  very  strong  opinion  in  favour  of 
certain  cases.     With  respect 


severity  a  great  deal  depends  not  only  on  >  to  tbe  logic  of  it  we  have  flogging  ad- 


the  constitution  of  the  victim,  but  on  that 
of  the  executioner.  If  a  man  has  a 
peculiar  mode  of  flogging,  if  he  brinm 
down  the  lash  not  on^  upon  the  back, 
but  round  the  stomach,  the  effect  may  be 
very  serious.  Flogging  as  a  punish- 
ment has  been  given  up  because  publio 
feeling  has  been  wounded  on  seeingthat 
the  victims  have  died  or  have  been  very 
much  injured.  It  is  said  thnt  the  doctor 
would  be  present,  but  the  mischief  is 
often  done  before  the  doctor  can  interfere. 
There  are  other  more  effectual  means  of 
dealing  with  such  crimes  which  have  bad 
a  ver;  deterrent  effect.  The  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  BramwellJ  is  one  of  the 
U>«Eorlo/  Kimbtrhy 


ministered  in  particular  cases,  and  tfaere- 
fure  the  question  is  whether  we  might 
not  apply  it  in  the  case  before  your 
Lordships.  These  burglaries  with  fire- 
arms, I  think,  require  some  deterrent 
punishment.  There  is  eoaraely  a  orims 
which  excites  more  alarm,  because  iheae- 
offences  are  committed  at  night,  when 
people'are  asleep.  I  believe  that  flogging 
IS  deterrent.  Imprisonment  for  a  long- 
period  does  not  Bu-ike  the  offender  in 
tbe  same  way.  He  has  a  chance  of 
getting  off  and  of  a  limitation  of  the- 
term.  When  hq  is  sentenoed  it  is  not 
exactly  pain  that  he  experiences ;  it  is- 
not  something  which  imprcBses  itself  on 
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him;  Rod  when  the  itnpriBODment  is 
over  he  onlj  rememben  that  it  wai  a 
wearisome  life.  Bat  if  then  were 
aomething  which  happened  in  the  eonrse 
of  the  punishment  wnioh  the  man  con- 
sidered u  sain  that  would  be  more 
deterrent.  I  oonfeea  I  would  not  oonsnlt 
the  culprit  aa  to  what  panishment  he 
would  like.     He  has  offended,  and  the 

Jaestion  ii  vhat  sooiet;  is  to  do  with 
im,  not  for  hie  sake,  bat  fbr  its  own. 
H7 noble  and  learned  Friend  said,  "In* 
fliot  a  panishment  of  penal  servitude  for 
SO  jean."  That  cannot  be  done.  The 
law  gives  an  enormoos  latitude  in  the 
Bflnt«noe,  anditisnecesear^thatitshonld. 
Some  bni^larios  are  of  the  most  tririal 
ehuaoter.  A  man  going  along  seea  a 
window  that  he  can  open ;  he  puts  his 
hand  in  and  steals  a  ooat  or  pieoe  of  meat. 
That  is  a  burglar;  if  oommitted  after 
nine  o'dook  at  night  Yon  cx>nld  not 
sentence  such  a  man  to  20  years'  penal 
eerritude;  he  must  be  sentenced  to  a 
lees  punishment.  And  what  a  ahoeking 
thing  it  is  to  aentenoe  30  men  to  penal 
semtude  for  life.  Uoreorer,  when  a 
man  is  sentenced  to  20  years'  penal 
servitude,  he  is  kept  at  the  expense  of 
society  for  20  years,  instead  of  having 
a  smart,  sharp  punishment,  which  would 
more  impress  his  mind  than  along  term 
of  imprisonment.  Of  the  story  of  the 
garrotters  I  ought  to  know  something 
if  anybody  does.  There  was  a  positive 
epidemio  of  garrotting.  Two  Judges, 
of  whom  I  was  one,  went  to  the  Old 
Bailey  Sessions.  On  my  suggestion  it 
was  arranged  that  one  Judge  sboatd  try 
them  all.  I  agreed  to  do  so.  I  would 
not  sentence  any  of  the  prisoners  till  I 
had  heard  all  the  oases,  and  then — and 
it  was   the  only  thing  fbr  which  any 

Sratitude  might  be  dne  to  me  if  any  was 
DC  at  all— I  added  about  60  per  cent  to 
their  ordinaiy  punishment.  The  effect 
of  sentencing  all  the  prisonws  in  a  Lump 
-~some  to  10  years',  some  to  12,  some  to 
16,  and  soon-~I  was  told  that  the  terms 
represented  in  the  abrogate  a  century 
and  a  half — was  such  as  to  put  a  stop  to 
the  epidemic  for  a  time.  There  wasnot 
one  sentenoed  to  penal  servitude  for 
life.  I  remembef  disdnotly  tiie  origin 
of  the  Act  of  Parliament  that  was 
MBsed  afterwards  —  it  was  when  a 
Member  of  Par]iament  was  robbed 
with  violauon  near  the  Guards'  Uonn- 
ment  in  Waterloo  Place.  Hy  noble  and 
learned  Friend  objected  that  flogging  is 


Buoh  a  different  thing  to  different  people 
But  so  is  every  punishment,  and  it  it 
also  true  to  say  of  every  punishment 
administered  to  an  innocent  man  that 
it  cannot  be  undone.  Of  oonise,  he 
might  be  oompenHated,  but  that  U 
seldom  or  never  heard  of.  The  worst 
thing  about  fledging  is  that  it  has  a 
tendency  to  brutalize  the  man  who  ad- 
ministers it,  and  that  it  aocostoms  the 
public  at  large  to  the  infliction  of  some- 
thing  in  the  nature  of  torture  or  vio- 
lence, which  one  would  rather  should 
be  absent  from  their  minds.  Bnt 
although  I  do  not  mean  to  saj 
that  flogging  is  a  perfect  punishment, 
and  althongh  I  see  disadvantages  in 
it,  I  nevertheless  think  it  is  a  proper 
punishment  to  apply  in  snoh  cases  as 
are  aimed  at  in  the  Bill.  I  do  not  say, 
my  Lords,  that  flogging  is  a  good  punish- 
ment, but  I  do  think  it  is  one  which 
would  be  attended  with  good  reenlts  in 
this  class  of  offences. 
*LoRD  NORTON :  Uy  Lords,  I  sgree 
in  the  opinions  which  have  been  ex- 
pressed by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Bramwell).  According  to  theobservation 
and  experience  of  highest  authorities, 
flogging  is  the  only  punishment  for 
whiut  a  man  never  comes  up  a  second 
time  if  he  can  help  it ;  and,  with  regard 
to  the  objection  that  it  is  brutal,  the 
offender  is  a  person  of  brutal  instioote 
which  can  only  be  met  by  kindred 
appeal.  Whatever  may  be  said  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Hersohell), 
there  is  no  doubt  the  "  wave  "  of  gar- 
rotting, however  fluctuating  before,  oas 
very  much  subsided  since  the  Qarrottinr 
Act.  I  rather  think  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord's  feelings  with  regard  to 
this  particular  punishment  arise  simply 
from  recollections  of  the  excessive  de- 
gree in  which  it  was  administered  in 
former  times ;  but  the  abuse  of  a  any- 
thing is  no  argument  aeaiost  the  mode- 
rate use  of  it,  eepeoiEuly  whea  it  has 
proved  to  be  in  peonliar  oases  deterrent. 
Lord  Esher  says  it  is  unequal ;  but  so 
are  all  punishments,  according  to  the 
recipients.  It  is  more  oertain^an  any 
other.  There  is  no  sentence  of  penal 
servitude  that  is  ever  carried  out  in  the 
terms  in  which  it  is  given,  and  every 
criminal  knows  that.  It  is,  therefore, 
sentence  of  less  form  and  example 
than  flogging,  from  a  character  of  un- 
oertaintr,  and  there  can  be  nothing 
worse  than  uncertainty  fox  a  deterrent 
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puniBbmeuL  The  noble  Lord  has 
referred  to  ststistioB,  but  atatiadca  are 
not  always  a  safe  guide.  Let  me  ask 
whether  this  pnniahmeDt  has  not  been 
■QooeBsful  for  other  olaasee  of  orime? 
Take  the  case  of  ahooting  at  the  Queen. 
That  wae  a  crime  practised  by  half-mad 
persona  desirouB  of  obtaining  notoriety, 
and  the  infiiotion  of  a  disgraceful  pan- 
ishment  for  it  acted  as  a  deterrent. 
The  same  ma;  be  said  of  voaton  in- 
juriea  to  works  of  art.  Inflicting  pain 
as  retaliation  is  not  the  object  of 
this  puoishment,  and  the  question 
has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
humanity  either  towards  the  criminal 
or  his  victim.  The  sole  question  is — 
"Is  it  a  deterrent  punishment  for  the 
particular  orime  or  not ;  are  there  cases 
of  brutal  orime  which  are  mec  best  by 
it,  and  from  which  euoh  criminals  are 
deterred  more  than  by  any  other?" 
The  noble  and  learned  Lard  says  that 
popular  feeling  revolts  from  this  form  of 
punishment.  But  why?  Simply  be- 
oause  of  the  brutality  of  flofrgings 
formerly ;  but  to  say  that  because  there 
were  brutal  floggings  at  one  time,  we 
are  not  to  use  flogging  at  all,  would 
bennworthy  of  this  House.  When  tha 
Oarrotting  Act  was  passed,  Sir  George 
Qrey,  in  Committee,  having  despaired 
of  stopping  the  Bill,  introduced  a 
clause  proTiding  that  the  punishment 
was  only  to  be  administered  to  garrotters 
by  a  "oat,"  of  vbioh  a  model  was  to 
be  kept  at  the  Home  Office.  It  turned 
out  to  be  severer  than  the  Army  or 
Navy  cat,  and  this  may  caution  us 
from  attempts  to  modify  a  very  plain 
proposal. 

Lord  LAMINGTON  :  My  Lords,  I 
only  rise  to  make  a  remark  on  one 
point.  All  who  have  to  do  with  crimi- 
sala  agree  that  the  one  deterrent  for 
these  classes  of  crime  with  violence  is 
floggiog.  What  has  been  the  opinioa 
expressed  by  governing  authorities  an 
the  subject?  I  remember  one  of  our 
governors  saying  that,  if  instead  of 
hanging  they  were  to  administer  a  flog- 
ging three  or  four  times,  it  would  do 
more  than  any  other  form  of  punish- 
ment. 1  am  qnite  certain  it  is  the  one 
thing  which  that  class  of  men  fear 
most. 

*TiM  Eakl  or  MILLTOWN :  My 
Lords,  after  the  admirable  speeches  of 
the  Prime  Minister  and  Lord  Bramwell, 
I  feel  that  I  ahould  be  only  wearying  your 
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Lordships  by  further  continning  the  de- 
bate. There  are,  however,  two  obserwa- 
tiona  which  I  should  wish  to  make.  As  to 
the  Garrotting  Act  having  had  a  bene- 
ficial effect,  I  confess  that  until  I  heard 
the  argument  put  forward  in  this  Honse 
I  never  heard  it  doubted  that  the  Act 
was  a  great  and  complete  suocesa. 
Snrely  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
has  had  plenty  of  time  to  prepare  Iiia 
statisiicB,  but  he  has  not  given  us  anv". 
My  Lorils,  it  is  admitted  on  all  hands 
that  this  growing  practice  of  burglera 
carrying  firearms  requires  further  le^ps- 
lation.  No  other  remedy  than  that  I 
have  brought  forward  that  can  at  all  be 
called  a  praotical  one  has  been  enggested. 
My  noble  and  learned  friends  oppoaita 
have  given  practically  none,  and  I  oonfesa 
I  was  surprised  to  hear  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  going  backtotheextraordU 
nary  suggestion  of  inflicting  an  oddi- 
tional  term  of  imprisonment  to  penal 
servitude  for  life. 

LoBO  HEBBOHELL :  The  noble  Lord 
is  mistaken ;  my  suggestion  was  that  in 
nine  oases  out  of  ten  I  should  not  give 
penal  servitude  for  life. 
*Ths  Karl  of  MILLTOWN :  I  was 
going  to  ask  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  hovr  ha  would  frame  and  act 
that  a  person  committing  this  ofi'eaoe 
shall  be  liable  to  penal  servitude 
for  life,  and  then  that,  in  addition, 
it  he  be  found  armed  with  a 
pistol  or  a  weapon  of  any  kind,  he  shall 
be  liable  to  a  further  term !  How, 
I  would  ask,  with  all  his  ingenuity, 
can  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  oany 
that  out  by  inflicting  any  further  termof 
imprisonment?  Then  the  other  sugges- 
tion by  Lord  Eshar  was  that  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Judges  should  be  fettered  and 
that  the;  should  be  compelled  in  tbose 
oases  to  pass  a  sentence  of  a  tang  term 
of  penal  servitude.  The  absurdity  cf 
this  proposal  has  been  exposed  by  Lord 
Bramwell,  but  the  noble  Lord  further 
said  that  some  damage  of  a  fatal  character 
might  be  done  by  the  infliotioD 
of  this  punishment.  Well,  my  answer 
to  that  IS  that  this  punishment  has  besn 
in  operation  now  for  26  years  and  no- 
thing of  the  kind  haff  happened,  and  I 
cannot  understand  why  we  should  expeot 
greater  injury  to  ooourin  the  future  tban 
bos  happened  in  the  past.  One  vord 
more  as  regards  the  suggestion  of 
my  noble  and  learned  Frisod 
that    this    Bill    ahould    be    seat   to 
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one  of  the  new  Committees  instead 
of  going  before  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House.  I  do  not  knoir  whether 
he  wished  to  peneTere  in  that  suggestion ; 
bat,  if  he  does  so,  I  should  not 
oppose  any  objection'.  I  may  say  that 
in  framing  this  Bill  I  have  had  the 
aaaistance  of  Mr.  Poland,  who,  it  will  be 
admitted,  has  had  a  greater  amount  of 
^perienoe  in  the  Oriminal  Law 
than  any  man  at  the  English  Bar, 
The  critioisme  directed  to  the  purport 
•nd  object-  of  the  Bill  seem  to  ma  to 
be  more  apt  in  reference  to  the  legislation 
now  in  existence  than  to  the  BiH  at  pre- 
sent before  your  Lordships'  House. 
The  queetion  is  not  now  whether  flogging 
ehall  be  inflicted  for  certain  offenoes 
— that  is  now  the  law  of  the  land  ;  it  is 
whether  a  punishment  still,  as  I  main- 
tain, has  already  proved  afl'ectual,  shall 
be  extended  to  other  and  cognate 
offence  which  the  country  demands 
shall  be  put  a  stop  to.  Havi^  had  the 
TSluable  aseiBtanee  of  Mr.  Poland  in 
drafting  the  Bill,  I  do  aot  think  fault 
can  be  found  with  the  machinery  of 
the  clauses.  However,  if  my  noble 
Friend  and  others  with  him  are  desirous 
that  this  Bill  should  go  before  a 
Standing  Committee  instead  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House,  I,  for  my 
part,  shall  not  appose  it. 
Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  committed  to  a  Standing  Com- 
mittee aooordingly. 

THF  OFFICE  OF  HIGH  SHERIFF. 

QDxsnoK. 
Thb  Eahi,  of  OAMPERDOWN,  in 
rising  to  ask  when  it  was  proposed  to 
intn^ace  the  Bill  relating  to  the  office 
of  High  Sheriff,  said:  At  the  end  of 
last  Session,  the  noble  and  learned 
Iiord  on  the  Woolsack  informed  ua  that 
A  Bill  was  being  drawn  to  carry  out  the 
recommendations  of  the  Oommittee 
which  was  appointed  by  your  Lordships 
to  consider  this  question,  and  which 
Committee  reported  in  due  course.  I 
have  waited  to  see  whether  any  measure 
would  be  brought  forward,  but  nothing 
has  been  done,  and  I  think  it  is  hi^ 
time  that  a  queetion  should  be  asked 
about  the  matter.  If  the  Bill  is  to 
have  any  ehaooe  of  passing  into  law 
during  the  preeent  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment,  it  ongnt  to  b«  introduced  without 


further  dslay.  It  is  quite  true  that  the 
hardship  of  being  compelled  to  serve  as 
High  Sheriff  applies  to  only  a  few 
persons,  but  the  grievance  in  itself  is  a 
very  real  and  serious  one,  as  I  know  from 
a  great  many  letters  that  I  have 
received,  and  the  Committee  were 
unanimous  in  making  the  reoommenda- 
tion  that  a  change  in  the  law  waa 
necessary. 

The  lord  OHANCELLOB:  The 
noble  Lord  mnst  be  aware  that  some  of 
the  reoommendations  of  the  Committee 
which  sat  upon  this  subject  are 
recommendationt  which  may  give  rise 
to  a  certain  difference  of  opinion.  How- 
ever, after  having  giTsn  consideration  to 
the  matter,  I  hope  to  introduce  the  Bill 
immediately  afW  Easter,  and  the  noble 
Lord  will  then  see  to  what  extent  the 
reoommendations  of  the  Oommittee  are 
carried  out. 

BBFOBMATOKT  AND  nmUBTBIAL  SCHOOLS 
BILL.  (no.  15.) 
A  Bill  to  cxiiuolidkte  snd  amend  the  Eosot- 
tnenta  ralating  to  Baionattoty  Kod  IndtubisI 
9<jiool«  in  Enrl&Dd  and  Wales—Was  prMented 
by  The  Lord  Nortoa ;  read  I* ;  to  be  printed  t 
snd  to  be  read  2'  on  Thonday  next. 

BAIST  OILBS  aSSTOBATIOH  (sCOTLASB) 
AOI  AKERDUBNT  BILL.  (HO.  40.) 
A  Bill  to  amend  an  Act  to  make  ^rcviaioa  ia 
reganl  to  tbe  teatoTation  of  tbe  ancient  church 
of  Saint  Oilee,  in  the  City  of  Edinburgb— Waa 
presented  bvThe  Loid  Balfour;  read  1' ;  and 
tabe  printed. 

DBAINAOE    AND    IMPROVEMENT    OF 
LAN'DS  (IRELAND)  PROVISIONAL 

ORDER  BILL.— (No.  32.} 
House  in  Committee   (according   to 
order);    Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  to  be  read  3'  To-morrow. 

C0UUISSI0NER8  FOR  OATHS  BILL.— 
(No.  6.) 
Moved,  That  the  BUI  be  committed  to 
a  Committee  of  the  whole  House  To- 
morrow ;  agreed  to ;  and  Bill  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  To-morrow  aooordingly. 

AEUY  (ANNUAL)  BILL.— (No.  8S.) 
Bead    3*  (according  to  order),   and 
paaeed. 
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STAinjINQ  OHDEES  OP  THE  HOITSE— 
A  POINT  OP  OHDEa 
LoKD  DENHAN,  in  rising  to  ask  the 
Lord  ChBncellor  if  the  Bills  for  seoer- 
tBioing  and  limiting  the  duration  of 
■peeohes  in  Farliameot  and  for  women's 
suffrage  ma;  not  be  inserted  in  the  list 
of  BiUs  in  Progress,  and  re-appointed 
for  an  earlier  daj  than  the  2nd  of  Sep- 
tember, already  appointed  for  their 
Seoond  Beading,  said :  The  noble 
Lord  referred  to  what  had  passed 
in  1887  and  1888  —  as  to  lunar 
months  and  the  oontinuanoe  of  a  Bill 
if  Parliament  were  sitting,  until  a 
Motion  for  rejeotion  was  made.  The 
Bill  for  Women'sSuffragebasnever  been 
debated,  though  farourable  opinions 
have  been  given  on  it. 

Thb  lord  OHANOELLOE:  The 
Boble  Lord  has  asked  me  a  question.  I 
can  only  say  that  there  is  a  Standing 
Order  of  the  House  which  at  present 
prevents  this  BUI  coming  on  until  the 
2nd  aeptembor.  I  presume  that  Order, 
like  any  other  Order  of  the  House,  is 
capable  of  being  rescinded  by  a.  Besolu- 
tioo  of  the  House;  but  until  that  Order 
is  rescinded  it  must  be  our  guide.  With 
reference  to  putting  the  Bills  upon  the 
Paper  in  the  list  of  Bills  in  Progress, 
that  depends  upon  no  Order  of  the 
House  at  all,  but  upon  praotioe.  As  a 
matter  of  conTenienco  of  Members  of 
the  Souse,  Bills  which  are  in  progress 
are  printed  for  the  purpose  of  informa- 
tion. Whether  it  {would  add  to  the 
information  ot  noble  Lords  to  tell  them 
that  there  is  a  Bill  ia  progress  for  the 
2nd  September,  I  leave  to  the  judgment 
of  the  House. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  REDEMPTION  BILL. 
(No.  as.) 
Bead  2"  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  To-morrow ;  and  Standing  Order 
No.  XXXIX.  to  be  considered  in  order 
to  its  being  dispensed  with. 

Hoiua  adjoamed  at  a  qoarter  psst  Six 

□'dock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  T«D  o'clook 


HOUSE    OF    OOMMOKS,. 
Moniay,  iiii  April,   1889. 


7IS8  AHD  HARBOUR  PBOTIBIOITAI,  OKDERS 
(no.  1)  BILL. 

On  Mation  of  Sir  Michael  Hieka-Besoh, 
KIl  to  oonflrm  certain  PrOTinonal  Ordea 
made  by  tho  Board  of  Trade  under  "  Tha 
Qsnenl  Pier  and  Harboar  Act.  1B41,  relating 
to  Boaoombfl,  Olaoton-on-Sea,  Keppel,  Port 
Ness,  Woodda,  and  Weiford,  otdeied  to  be 
brought  in  by  &x  Michael  Hicks-Beash  and 
Hr.  Jackson. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  181.] 

LOCAL  OOTEBITHKNT  rUOTlBIOITAL  OHDEHS- 
(NO.    1)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Hr.  Long,  BiU  to  oonflim 
certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  QoTem- 
mont  Board  relating  to  the  City  of  Oxford  and 
to  the  Coimtiei  of  Oxford  and  Berks,  ordered 

be  broaght  in  by  Mr.  Long  and  Mr.  Bitohie. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU  182.] 

LOOAIi  OOTSRNUKHT  PKOTIStOSAL  QBDKK 
(no.   2)   BILL. 

Od  Motion  of  Ur.  Long,  BiU  to  oonflrm  > 
PrOTisioDal  Order  of  the  Local  QoremmeiLt 
Board  relating  to  the  Isle  ot  Wight,  ordered  to- 
be  bioogbt  in  by  Mr.  Long  and  Hr.  Ritchie. 

BiU  presented,  andread  flnt  time.  [Bill  18S.} 

LOOAL  OOVEaHKBNT  PB0TI8I0MAL  OBSXBa 
(no.  3.)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Long,  Bill  to  conSrm 
certain  Frovimanal  Orders  of  the  Local  Oo. 
rarameDt  Board  relating  to  the  Local  Gorem- 
ment  Districts  of  Bamsn]  Castle  and  Malton 
and  to  the  Counties  of  York  and  Durham, 
ordered  to  brought  in  by  Mr.  Long  and  Mr, 
Ritchie. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU  184.] 

LOCAL  OOTBBHMBHT  FKOTiSIOITAI.  ORDRB 
(ITO.   4)   BOX. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Look,  BiU  to  confirm  a 
Provisional  Order  of  the  Local  Oovommeat 
Board  relating  to  the  Borough  of  Wenlock, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Long  and  Mr. 
tUtohie. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  fint  time.  [BiU  lU.) 


CRIMINAL     LAW    AND 
(IRELAND)    ACT,     1887     (IMPRISON- 
MENT OF  MEMBERS.} 
Mb.     speaker     acquainted     the 
House   that  he  had  received  the  follow- 
ing Letters  relating  to   the  Impriaon- 
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meet    of    certain     Members    of    this 
1      Home : — 

Uohsoh'b  Hotel,  Boyle,  co.  RoacommoD, 

April  5th,  1889. 

Sir, 

I  have  the  hononr  to  inform  70U  that,  0 

heuing  of  an  appeal  at  theae  Quaiter  Seuioiu 

from   the   deciwon    of   a    Court  of  Snmmarjr 

Jtttudlction  conBtitoted  under  "The  Ctiminal 

Law  and   Procedure    (Ireland)   Act,    1SS7,' 

Joaeph  iticbard  Coz,  Eaquire,  a  JUember  of  the 

Honourable    the    Hotue    ot   Conuaoai,    waa 

I      Mntcnced  by  me  to  impiiaonmetit  for  a  period 

of  six  weeka  from  thia  date,  to  be  treated  aa  a 

miademeaniuit  of  the  flnt  claaa. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be.  Sir, 

Your  most  obedient  servant, 

Wk.  O'CoHNoa  Udhbis, 

County  Court  Judge  and  Chairman  of 

Quarter   Seeaions  for   the  United 

Constiea  of  Roscommon  and  Sligo. 

Court  House,  Eildare, 

4tb  April,  1889. 
Sir, 
I  have  the  houoor  to  inform  you  that  I  have 
this  day  confirmed  on  appeal  the  sentence  of 
three  months'  imprisoninent  withont  liard 
labour,  whioh  was  inOicted  upon  Mr.  Peonia 
£ilbnde,  M.P.,  on  Sth  February,  1889,  at  Eil- 
dare, by  a  court  duly  conatituted  ander'-The 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act, 
18ST,"forthathe  onthe  Ilth  dayof  NoTCmber, 
1388,  at  Numey,  io  laid  county  of  Kildare, 
beiog  a  district  proclaimed  uuder  the  piovieioos 
of  "  The  Criminal  Lav  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  1887,"  did  with  J.  L.  Carew,  U.P.,  and 
with  other  person  and  persons  whose  namea  are 
nnlmowD,  unlawfully  take  part  in  a  criminal 
conapiracy  punishable  by  Law  at  the  time  of 
the  passing  of  said  Act,  to  wit,  to  induce 
oartun  persons  whosenames  are  unknown,  who 
were  or  might  be  desirona  to  use  or  occupy 
farma  of  land  in  Ireland,  from  which 
tenants  had  been  or  might  be  evicted  In 
dne  coone  of  Law,  not  to  use  or  occupy 
anoh  farms,  and  that  I  have  committed 
him  to  Kilkenny  Prison,  which  is  the 
prison  for  this  portion  ot  the  county  of  Kildare, 
for  that  period.  - 

I  have  the  hoaoitr  to  he.  Sir, 
Tour  obedient  Servant, 

Wk.  F.  Dabut, 
County  Court  Judge  and  Chairman 
of  Quarter  BeMiona,  Connty 
Kildare,  Ireland. 


METEOPOLITAN  CEMETERIES. 
Address  for — 

"Return  of,— (1)  The  names  and  situation  of 
the  Sletropolitan  Cemeteries  to  which  the  Act 
16  and  16  Tic.  c.  8fi,  applies;  (2)  the  number 
of  bodies  buried  in  each ;  (3)  Uie  extent  of  each 
ground  ;  (4)  how  much  has  been  appropriated 
for  burial  purposes;  (G)  the  date  of  the  first 
interment  in  each ;  (6)  how  much  surface  space^ 
is  allowed  for  a  grave:  (7]  if  burials  still  take 
place  in  what  is  known  as  the  common  inter- 
ment system,  and,  if  so,  how  many  bodies  are 
buried  in  each  grave?"— (Jfr.  Bi/rtn  Beid.i 

NEW  WRIT. 

For  the  Borougli   of   Boobeater,  «. 

Oolooel     Francis     Charles     Hughes-  - 

Hallett,     Ohittenl    Hundreds.  —  {Mr. 

Aitrs- Douglat.) 

NAVY  GUNS. 
Be  turn  ordered — 

"  Of  (1)  Number  of  new  Breech-loading  Guns 
issued  for  Sea  Service  between  the  1st  day  of 
JaniMry  and  the  24th  day  of  Ueoembsr,  1888;. 
'2)  Number  and  Names  ot  Ships  waiting  for 
inaa ;  (3)  Weight  aad  Calibre  of  such  Oune ; 
[4)  Name  of  Manufacturer  ;  (S)  Dates  by  which. 


BREECH-LOADING  RIFLED  GUNS. 
Address  for — 

"Return  of  all  Breech- Loading  Iron  and 
teel  GuQB  manufactured  either  at  Woolwich 
.  r  by  PriTate  Firms  (British)  whiuh  have  been 
damaged  after  delivery  for  Service  since  1875, 
giving  classes,  and  in  separate  detail:  (I)Those 
that  have  burst ;  (2)  Those  that  have  "  blown  - 
out"  or  tendered  breech-piece  useless;  (3> 
Those  cases  where  erosion  has  occurred  to  such 
an  extent  as  to  render  the  Guns  useless ; 
(4)  Those  cases  where  erosion  has  occurred  and 
rendered  re-lining  necesaary;  and  the  number 
of  rounds  fired  in  each  case  prior  to  such  _ 
damage  :  (5)  Who  was  responsible  in  each  case 
tor  the  design  of  Guns  menlioned  [in  contiaua- 
tion  ot  Parliamentary  Paper,  No  52,  of  Session 
1887)."— (ton*  C'AflriM  Hem/ord.} 

GUNS  AND  RESERVES  OP  GUNS. 

RETtTRH  OBDERED. 

"  Of  the  number  of  Steel  Breech- Loading 
RiBed  Guns  required  for  the  Naval  Service,  . 
giving  in  detail :  (I)  Different  ctaases  of  Guns 
proposed  for  New  Naval  Programme,  with. 
nnmberr  required  to  April  1891:  (2]  Proposed 
Beservea   of   Guns,  giving    their  classes;   (3. 


'OoDB  Dectwary  for  re-airning  Ships  whose 
aniKDeDtt  >re  at  prasent  obsolete."— (£Drtf 
■Charltt  Btra/ord.) 

UESSAOB  FBOU  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 

"  An  Aot  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to 

Lunatics."    fLunaoj  Acts  Amendment 

Bill,  Lords.] 

Q17BSTI0N8. 

THE  BISHOP  OP  MALTA. 

Mb.  BYRON  EEED  (Bradford  E.) 

asked    the    Under    Secretary   for   the 

Ooloniee  whether  he  had  seen  the  ao- 

-  count  published  in  a  Ualta  newspaper, 
to  the  effect  that  on  a  recent  occasion 
the  Soman  Archbishop  of  Shodes  and 
Bishop  of  Malta  arrived  at  that  place  on 
board  H.U.S.  Landrail,  and  was  received 
with  a  salute  of  nine  guns  from  the 
flagship  Bibemia,  and  also  from  the 
saluting  battery,  and  upon  landing  was 
escorted  to  the  episcopal  palace  by  the 
Governor;  and  upon  what  principle 
•  or  precedent  were  these  distinctions 
accorded  to  him  by  the  tepresentatives 
of  the  Sovereign  and  paop^  of  the  Vto- 
testant  Nation  ? 
*Thb    under     8E0BETART     op 

-STATE  Poa  the  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.    da  WoBMs,    Liverpool,    Toxtelh) 

■  Since  the  establishment  of  British  rul 
in  Malta  it  has  been  the  practice  to  con 
tinue  to  pay  to  the  Bishop  on  his 
assumption  of  the  office  those  marks 
of  honour  which  the  people  desire  that 
he  should  receive,  and  to  withhold  which 
at  the  present  time  would  give  much 
unnecessary  pain  to  a  loyal  community. 
Mb.  BYRON  REED :  May  I  ask 
another  question  arising  out  of  the 
reply  of  the  hon.  Gentle  man— namely, 
whether  the  same  distinction  would  be 
accorded  to  the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury 1 

•BiKos  B.  DE  WORMS  :  I  am  not  in 
a  position  to  answer  the  question 
authoritatively,  but  speaking  from 
'  memory,  I  think  the  custom  uf  saluting 
the  Bishop  is  in  pursuance  of  an  arrange- 
dating  from  1802. 

THE  VANDELEDR  EaTATE. 
Mb.   SEXTON   (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  how  long  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  had  been  in  operation  on  the 


dispute  had  now  been  terminated  byia 
agreement  between  Captain  Vanddear 
and  hie  tenants,  some  AOO  in  numbst; 
and  what  were  the  terms  of  the  anX^ 
ment  agreed  n^n  in  regard  to  jndieiil 
tenants,  non-judicial  tenants,  ud 
tenants  evicted? 

The  CHIEF  SEOEETAEY  pm 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bai.fouk,  Hsa- 
cbester,  E.) :  I  am  informed  th^  the 
Flan  of  Campaign  has  been  in  operatiDD 
on  the  Vandelear  estate  since  Deoembcr, 
1886.  So  far  as  the  Irish  GoTemmMl 
is  aware,  no  agreement  has  been  comata 
between  the  landlord  and  the  tenants. 

BMIOBATION  TO  THE  ASGmrriSE 
REPOBLIO. 
Mr.  BBADLAUQH  (Nortfaamptsi) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Forags 
Affairs  whether  22,749  emigrants  landed 
at  Bueno  Ayree  in  November  last,  and 
if  it  is  true  that  employment  was  onl; 
found  for  9,536  of  these;  whether  is 
December  29,235  emigrants  landed, sod 
in  January  upwards  of  35,000  ;  whetha 
he  could  give  figures  to  any  later  data; 
and  whether  the  Foreign  Office  had  aaj 
information  as  to  the  total  number  d 
such  emigrants  without  employment, 
and  as  to  the  number  of  such  emigranti 
unemployed  now  in  the  Argentine  Re- 
public who  are  British  subjects  ? 

*Thb  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOE  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  [Kr 
James  Feroussox.  Manchester,  N.E.^: 
We  do  not  know  how  many  immigranti 
landed  in  November,  or  if  any  coosidei- 
able  number  are  unemployed.  An  in- 
teresting Report  from  Her  Majesty't 
Charg^  d' Affaires  on  the  subject  of  tki 
immigration  into  the  Argentine  Re- 
public is  in  the  Press,  and  will  h« 
shortly  presented.  Mr.  Jenner  haa  beM 
directed  to  report  upon  the  qaeetioe 
asked  by  the  hon.  Member.  I  may  m^ 
that  in  the  last  30  years,  up  to  the  dost 
of  18S8,  nearly  1,375,000  persona  bav* 
entered  the  Republic  from  abroad,  ol 
whom  only  23,000  were  ot  British 
origin. 

GWALIOR 
Mb,  BRADLAUOH  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whetha  he 
was  aware  that  Mr.  Henvay,  the  Agent 
of  the  Governor  General,  on  5tfa  If  aich 
met  the  Maharajah  of  Qwalior,  and,  is 
deference  to  the  wishes  of  Hia  Higbnea 
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that  a  number  of  the  higrhlj-paid 
Foreign  oEBciak  should  leave  Owalior ; 
and  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  tbia  House  any  Correspondence,  Be- 
port,  or  Memorandum  relating  to  the 
mterriew  between  Mr.  Henvay  and  the 
Maharajah? 

The  under  8ECHETAHT  or 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Goest, 
Qiatbam) :  The  Seoretarf  of  State  has 
reoeired  no  information  from  tbeOorern- 
ment  of  India  on  this  subject. 

THE  EAILWAT  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC 
ACT. 
Mr.  BARTLET  {Islington,  N.) 
aaked  tbe  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  representations  have 
-reached  him  that,  under  the  proposed 
scale  of  charges  of  the  Great  Western 
Bailway,  under  the  Railway  and  Canal 
TrafBo  Act  of  1868,  the  maximum 
ohaTges.as  compared  with  existing  rates, 
for  Class  A,  cannel,  cinders,  ooal,  ooke, 
and  culm,  will  be  increased.on  a  distance 
of  10  miles,  from  lid.  to  Ss.,  and  on  all 
distancesup  to  150  miles,  though  on  a 
decreasing  ratio,  but  making  an  average 
increase  of  77'S  per  cent;  and  whether 
he  wiU  submit  the  proposed  charges  of 
Railway  Companies  to  a  Committee  of 
Experts  before  any  Provincial  Order  for 
sanctioning  such  rates  is  made  7 

*Thk  president  of  thb  BOARD  of 
TRADE:  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Bkach,  Bristol, 
W.):  I  have  made  inquiries  of  the 
Great  Western  Railway  Company,  and 
they  inform  me  that  the  comparison 
made  by  tbe  hon.  Member  must  be 
made  between  existing  charges  and  the 
proposed  new  maximum  rates.  They 
also  iDform  me  that  the  proposed  maxi- 
mum rates  show  a  reduction  on  their 
present  powers.  I  have  already  made 
arrangements  for  securing  skilled  advice, 
and,  if  it  should  prove  necessary,  I  will 
obtain  further  assistance  of  this  nature. 
Ma.  BARTLEY:  Am  I  to  under- 
stand  that  nothing  is  to  be  settled  until 
the  report  of  an  expert  Committee  shall 
have  been  made. 

*8iK  M.  H.  BEACH:  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  appoint  a  Special  Committee 
upon  the  matter,  but  to  avail  myself  of 
assistance  in  considering  oases  as  they 


TROUT  PISHING  IN  SCOTLAND. 

Ma.  FRA8EE- MACKINTOSH  (Iq- 

Temesa-shire)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate, 


whether,  when  the  exercise  of  trout 
fishing  in  an  inland  loch  in  Scotland 
(such  as  Loch  Ruthven,  in  Invemess-- 
shire),  to  which  there  are  public  ao- 
cesses,  has  been  enjoyed  by  the  public 
without  molestation  long  beyond  the 
period  of  the  long  negative  prescription, 
it  is  oompetent  to  the  littoral  propnetors 
suddenly  to  close  the  loch  and  exclude 
the  public  unless  a  large  payment  is 
made ;  and  whether  the  police  can  bft 
called  upon  to  carry  out  the  intentions 
of  the  proprietors  F 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  RoBKRTSOlf ,  Buteshire) :  As  regards 
the  first  question,  I  cannot  undertake  to 
give  any  answer  which  might  tend  in 
any  way  to  prejudge  a  question  of  pri< 
vate  right ;  and  as  regards  tbe  second 
part  of  the  question,  the  polioe  have- 
undoubted  authority  to  prevent  any- 
undue  interference  with  private  rights, 
but  the  extent  to  which  such  inter- 
ference may  be  exercised  must  depend 
on  the  oircumstanoes  of  each  individual 


POS'rCAKD  STAMPS. 
Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  VT.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
his  attention  had  been  directed  to  the 
Inland  Revenue  regulations  under  which 
the  halfpenny  postcard  stamp  is  affixed 
to  sheets  of  cardboard  for  private  per- 
sons ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  thd- 
provisions  that  these  cards  shall  b& 
stamped  in  London  only,  and  that  with 
a  few  specified  exceptions  a  London 
agent  for  persons  in  the  country  must 
attend  at  Somerset  House,  deter  tradera 
and  others  elsewhere  thsn  in  London 
from  having  their  postcards  privately 
printed  ;  and  whether  he  will  endeavour 
to  arrange  that  the  stamping  and  offi.- 
cial  printing  shall  be  done  at  Edin- 
burgh, Dublin,  and  other  large  towne, 
and  that  from  the  country  districts  it 
shall  be  in  all  oases  allowed  to  send  the 
sheets  direct  to  the  stamping  office, 
payment  being  made  to  the  local  autho^ 
rities  of  the  Post  Office  or  Inland  Re- 
venue? 
•The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr, 
Raikbs,  Cambridge  University) :  My 
attention  has  not  been  directed  to  th» 
subject  of  the  hon.  Member's  questioii, 
and  no  complaint  has  reached  me.  I 
have  made  inquiry  of  the  Commissioners 
of  Inland  Revenue,  and  am  informed  by 
,  them  that  the  expense  of  setting  up  the 
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mKohinery  requisite  to  osrr;  out  tlie 
BO^wtioii  of  the  hon.  Uenuier  in  tbe 
Tarious  localities  he  refers  to  would  be 
out  of  all  propoTtion  to  the  results  to  be 
obtained,  ana  I  fear  I  should  not  be 
justified  in  adopting  my  hon.  Friend's 


SCHOOL  EXAMINATIONS. 
Ma.  COBB  {Warwick,  8.E.,  Rugby) 
asked  the  Vioe-President  of  die  Com- 
mittee  of  Counoil  on  Education  whether 
be  is  aware  that  tbe  annual  examination 
in  religious  knowledge  of  the  children 
in  the  Board  School  at  Snitterfield,  in 
Warwickshire,  took  place  on  the  22nd 
of  Uarch  last,  and  was  oonducted  by  the 
Bev.  F.  H.  Weston,  an  Assistant  Dio- 
cesan Inspector  of  Schools ;  whether 
Mr.  Weston  examined  the  ohildren  in 
tbe  creed  of  the  Ohurch  of  England, 
and  reported  that  they  acquitted  them- 
'Selves  in  a  highly  aatisfactoty  manner, 
and  that  the  writing  out  of  the  Greed 
was  almost  perfect,  but  that  the  mean- 
ing of  some  words  in  it  was  not  quite 
known;  and  whether  such  examination 
in  the  creed  of  the  Church  and  the 
teaching  which  preceded  it,  were  illegal 
under  the  provisions  of  "TheElemen- 
tory  Education  Act,  1870;"  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  Education  Department  will 
take  such  steps  and  make  such  repre- 
sentations to  the  Saitterfield  Sohool 
Board  as  may  be  necessary  to  prevent 
Buch  practices  in  future  f 
*Thb  vice  president  of  thb 
<X)MMXTTEE  of  COUNCIL  (Sir  W. 
Hast  Dysb,  Kent,  Dartford) :  The  facts 
as  given  are  correct,  with  thisexoeptii 
that  the  Creed  in  question  waerather  the 
Oreed  of  Christendom  than  one  distinc- 
tive of  the  Church  of  England.  I  am 
farther  informed  that  no  denominational 
-teaching  is  given  with  the  sanotion  or 
knowledge  of  tbe  Board. 

LIEUTENANT  GEOQHEGAN. 
Mb.  sexton  aaked  tbe  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  any  communica- 
tion has  been  made  on  the  subject  of 
Lieutenant  Qeoghegan's  order  to  the 
troops  to  withdraw  from  a  Catholic 
ohurch  in  Clonmel  during  religious  ser- 
vice, either  to  Lieutenant  Geoghegan 
bimself,  to  tbe  soldiers  who  obeyed  the 
order  in  question,  or  to  tbe  soldiers  who 
remained  in  the  <d)UTcb  until  Divine  ser- 
vice was  over  F 
Mr.  Raiket 


*Thi  SEORETART   of  STATE  pos 

WAR  [Mr.  E.  Stanhote,  Lincolnshire, 
Homoastle) :  No,  Sir. 

EDUCATION  AT  HAUOHLET. 
Me.  FRANCIS  STEVENSON  tSnf- 
folk,  Eye)  asked  the  Vice-President  of 
the  Committee  of  the  Council  on  Eduea- 
tion  whether  he  is  aware  that  on  Fridaj, 
the  29th  of  March,  the  children  had  to 
be  turned  out  of  Haughley  aohoolroon 
in  consequence  of  a  Vestry  meeting  hav- 
ing adjourned  &om  the  Vestry  to  the 
Bohoolroom  in  the  morning,  althonghtJie 
room  would  have  been  at  tbe  dispMsl  of 
the  meeting  in  the  evening;  and 
whether  the  attendances  of  the  ohildren 
on  that  day  were  cancelled  owing  to 
their  being  sent  home. 

Mfi.  HERBERT  GARDNER  (Essex. 
Saffron  Walden)  also  asked  whether  the 
Sohool  at  Haughley  was  in  the  receipt 
of  a  Parliamentary  grant,  and  by  whose 
authority  the  schoolroom  was  used  for 
the  purposes  of  a  Vestiy  meeting  during 
sohool  hours  ?  __^ 

*Sia  W.  HART  DYKE :  I  am  in- 
formed that  on  the  occasion  in  qneelioa 
the  children  were  merely  moved  into  an 
adjoining  room  and  that  their  attend- 
ances were  not  cancelled.  The  school 
at  Haughley  is  in  receipt  of  a  Parlia- 
mentary giant,  and  I  think  it  would 
have  been  better  if  the  trustees  had  not 
Hanotioned  the  use  of  the  room  in  the 
way  described  during  school  hours. 

Ma.  F.  8.  STEVENSON:  la  it  the 
fact  that  64  children  were  huddled  to- 
gether in  a  small  room  in  consequence 
of  the  adjournment  f  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  make  an  inquiry  into 
the  whole  circumstances  of  the  case  ? 
*8ia  W.  HART  DYKE  :  I  have  not 
heard  that  the  children  were  huddled 
together  in  a  small  room,  but  I  believe 
they  were  put  into  an  adjoining  tochd, 
where  they  were  properly  taught. 

IRBLAND-THE    BBLPA8T    RATE 
C0LLECT0B8. 

Mb.  SEXTON  aaked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  the  attention  of  the  Irish  Local 
Government  Board  had  been  applied  to 
the  fiict  that  in  pursuance  of  a  oesoln- 
tion  adopted  by  a  majority  of  the  Bel- 
fkst  Board  of  Guardians,  the  rate  col- 
lectors in  Belfast  are  to  be  provided  with 
forms  relating  to  the  Parliamentary 
franchise,   which  are  not  specified  io 
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"The  Bepresentation  of  the  People 
Act,  1B84/'  or  anthorixed  bj  "The 
lEegiatimtion  (Ireland)  Act,  IS85;"  and 
-the  eolleotoTS  are  directed  to  fill  up  oer- 
tain  oolnmns  of  these  forms,  and  to  serve 
Uiem  npoD  the  landlords  or  agents  of 
all  dwelling  houMB  in  theoitjof  Belfiut 
-ezoeeding  the  net  annnal  nine  of  £4 
and  not  exceeding  the  net  annnal  tbIdo 
of  £9 ;  and  that,  b;  an  order  printed 
npon  the  farms  in  qnestion  the  Ghiardians 
oall  npon, the  landlords  and  agents,  by 
snthoritf  of  the  Statutes  above  cited,  to 
fill  up  the  forma  and  return  them  to  the 
clerk  of  the  Union  within  31  days  after 
service ;  whether  be  is  sware  that  the 
clerk  of  the  Union  last  year  informed 
tbu  Board  that  the  issue  of  such  forms 
would  be  illegal,  and  declined  to  be  eon- 
-oemed  in  it,  and  that  the  solicitor  to 
the  Board  last  rear  advised  against  the 
issue  of  these  forms ;  whether  the  clerk 
is  now  absent  irom  duty  through  ill' 
health ;  whether  the  issue  of  formiS  not 
provided  tor  by  the  Statutes  is  legal 
-whether  the  Quardians  who  cause  the 
^sbnrsementa  of  the  funds  of  the  Union 
for  this  expenditure  will  be  liable  to 
■surcharge ;  and  whether  any  person  is 
under  a  legal  obligation  to  fill  up  and 
return  sach  forms? 

Uh.  H&OABTNKY  asked  whether 
forms  of  the  natnre  in  qnestion  were 
not  in  ordinary  use  in  la^e  boroughs  in 
England? 

fix.  A..  J.  BALFOUB :  I  answer  the 
question  of  my  hoc.  Friend  in  the 
affirmative.  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin,  which 
appears  on  the  Paper,  I  have  to  say 
that,  dealing  with  the  first  paragraph,  I 
am  informed  that  the  attention  of  the 
Ijooal  Oovemment  Bosrd  has  been  called 
by  Ute  qnestion  to  oircumstancee  which, 
I  am  told,  are  noted  with  sabstaotial 
-accuracy.  In  reply  to  the  second  para- 
graph, the  Olerk  of  the  Union  last  jrear 
informed  the  Board  that,  in  hisopinion, 
there  was  no  provision  for  the  expense 
of  these  forms,  and  I  am  also  informed 
that  the  solicitor  for  the  Board  has  sinee 
taken  the  opinion  of  Oonnsel,  who  have 
advised  him  that  tbeee  forms  can  be 
l^^y  served.  With  regard  to  the  third 
paragraph,  the  Olerk  of  the  Union  is 
now  abeent  from  duty,  having  bean 
'  granted  a  month's  leave  on  the  ground 
of  ill-health.  With  regard  to  paragraph 
fonr,  I  am  infbrmed  that  the  form  in 
question  is  legal.    As  to  paragraph  five, 
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that  relates  to  a  matter  of  oooounts, 
which  will  come  before  the  Local  Oovem- 
ment Board  auditor  in  the  usual  way, 
and  I  cannot  make  any  statement  in 
anticipation  of  what  he  will  do.  In 
reply  to  the  sixth  paragraph,  I  am  ad- 
vised that  no  person  is  under  the  legal 
obligation  suggested  in  the  paragraph, 
unless  he,  or  the  person  for  whom  he  is 
agent,  is  rated,  or  liable  to  be  rated,  in 
respect  of  the  hereditament  in  question, 
or,  unless  he  has,  by  payment  of  the 
rates,  even  if  not  so  ratM,  brought  him- 
self under  the  section  of  the  Poor  Law 
Amendment  Act  1869,  which  is  extended 
to  Ireland  by  the  Bepresentation  of  the 
People  Act  1884. 

OBIQINATING  NOTICES. 

Ub.  BIOGAB  (Oavan,  K.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  was  aware  that 
many  tenants  in  oonnty  Oavan  served 
originating  notices  before  Ist  Novem- 
ber, 1887,  and  have  not  hod  their  coses 
heard ;  and,  if  bo,  could  he  state  when 
such  cases  were  likely  to  be  heard  F 

Kb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Land 
CommissionerB  state  that  some  fair-rent 
applications,  which  were  lodged  with 
them  before  the  1st  of  November,  1887, 
remained  unheard  in  the  county  Oavan. 
A  Sub-Oommission  bos  been  sitting  con- 
tinuously in  that  county  for  the  lott  six 
mouths.  In  the  Unions  of  Bawnboy, 
Oootehill,  and  Bulieborough  oases  have 
been  listed  up  to  the  24th  and  2fith  of 
October,  1B87.  The  next  Ust  fur  Kells 
and  Oldcastle  will  include  cases  up  to 
the  Slst  of  December,  1887. 

PROTESTANT  MEETINOS  XT 
RANDAL8T0WN. 
Mb.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  was 
aware  that  a  public  meeting  of  the 
Protestant  inhabitants  of  Bandalstown, 

E resided  over  by  Lord  O'Neill,  was 
eld  on  Saturday,  30th  March;  whe- 
ther his  attention  had  been  called  to 
the  Besolution  proposed  by  the  Bev. 
B.  Trimble,  Presbyterian  minister, 
seconded  by  the  Bev.  W.  7.  Oarstin, 
Vicar  of  Randalstown,  supported  by 
the  Rev.  J.  J.  M'Clure,  Presbyterian 
minister,  and  unanimously  passed,  pro- 
testing against  a  demonstration  which 
took  place  on  Sunday,  the  17th  instant ; 
whether  he  had  received  any  Beporta 
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from  the  OoDStabnlarj  authorities  as  to ' 
the  disorderly  ooaduot  alleged  to  hare 
taken  plaoa ;  and  vhethei  steps  would 
be  taken  in  future  to  ensure  the  pre- 
serratioa  of  order  and  the  protection  of 
the  Protestant  population  from  annoy- 
ance on  Sunday? 

•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUH  :  I  am  informed 
thait  it  1b  the  case  that  a  public  meeting 
of  the  Protestant  inhabitants  of 
Bandalstown,  presided  over  by  Lord 
O'Neill,  was  held  on  the  date  named, 
and  that  by  the  Besolution  referred  to 
in  the  second  paragraph  as  well  as  in 
the  addresses  dehvered  at  the  meeting, 
attention  was  called  to  the  disturbances 
created  on  the  1 7th  of  March  and  to  the 
interruptions  cansed  thereby  to  Divine 
servioe.  The  police  report  that  it  is  the 
ease  the  band  played  through  the  town 
while  Divine  service  was  proceeding. 
The  police  will  do  all  in  their  power  to 
secure  the  objects  referred  to  in  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  question. 

MR.  W.  O'BEIEaf. 
Ms.  WILLIAM  ABRAHAM 
(Limerick,  W.)  ashed  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether,  when  the  train  conveying  Mr. 
O'Brieii,  M.F.,  was  paasingthrough the 
railway  station,  Newcastle  West,  county 
Limerick,  on  the  23rd  ultimo,  a  number 
of  the  inhabitants  of  Newcastle  West, 
with  a  band,  had  assembled  in  a  field 
near  the  station  for  the  purpose  of  ahow- 
ng  sympathy  with  the  honourable  Mem- 
ber ;  whether  on  the  arriyal  of  the  train 
some  20  policemen  left  the  station,  and, 
entering  into  the  field  where  the  people 
were,  without  any  provocation  being 
offered,  proceeded  to  baton  them  indis- 
criminately, having  first  attempted  to 
deprive  the  bandsmen  of  their  instru- 
ments; and  whoiatheoffioerresponaible 
for  giving  the  order  ? 
*Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUK :  The  Con- 
stabulary authorities  report  that  on  the 
oocasion  in  question  a  large  and  die- 
orderly  crowd  had  assembled.  Some  18 
OT  20  police  were  told  off  to  guard 
the  train  at  the  approach  to  it  from  the 
field ;  the  crowd  became  very  violent, 
and  atoned  the  police,  whereupon  the 
officer  in  charge.  District  Inspector 
Wright,  ordered  the  crowd  to  be  dis- 
peieed.  The  Head  Constable  and  two 
Constables  were  struck  with  atones,  one 
Oanstable  being  severely  iajured,  and 
unable  to  do  duty  for  a  week  after- 
Mr.  Maearinty 


wards.  No  one  in  the  orovd  appears 
to  have  received  any  injury.  No  attempt 
was  made  to  deprive  the  bandsmen  of 
their  instruments. 

Ma.  FLTNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  Was  there 
any  disorderly  conduct  indulged,  in 
beyond  cheering  Mr.  O'Brian? 

A.  J.  BALFOUH:  I  gather, 
from  the  information  supplied  to  me, 
that  the  crowd  did  not  disperse  untii 
after  violence  hod  been  displayed  by 
the  police. 

Ms.  FLYNN :  That  was  not  ao. 

THE  POLICE  AT  CLONGOBET. 
Ma.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lieutenant  of  Irelend  whether  it  was  a 
fact  that  the  day  before  the  recent  bux-n- 
ing  of  tenants'  houses  nt  Clongorey,  in 
the  county  of  Eildare,  District  Inapaotor 
Loch  went  round  to  all  the  housea  re- 
ferred to  in  company  with  the  agent  of 
the  landlord  and  told  him  which  housea 
might  be  left  standing  as  fit  to  be 
occupied  by  policemen,  and  which 
might  be  burned  and  levelled  to  the 
ground  as  unfit  for  occupatlDn  by  the 
police ;  wether  it  is  a  fact  tnat  in  one  of 
the  houses  oil  had  been  kept  for  several 
weeks  to  the  knowledge  and  under  the 
protection  of  the  police  on  guard  there, 
for  the  purpose  of  setting  fire  to  the 
houses  when  all  the  evictions  were  com- 
pleted; and  whether  there  were  any 
police  at  Clongorey  on  the  night  of  27th 
March,  in  addition  to  those  set  to  guard 
the  emergency  men  stationed  in  the 
evicted  houses;  and,  if  ao,  for  what 
purpose? 
*Ms.  A.  J.  BALFOUE :  Oonnty  -  in- 
spector Loch  reports  that  it  is  not  the 
case  that  he  or  any  other  member  of  the 
police  force  went  round  all  or  any  of  the 
houses  referred  to  in  company  with  the 
agent  as  alleged,  nor  had  any  of  the 
police  anything  to  say  either  to  the 
agent  or  anybody  else  as  to  what  houses 
might  be  left  standing  or  what  houses 
destroyed.  It  is  equally  without  found- 
ation that  oU  or  any  other  material  for 
the  destruction  of  the  house  was  kept  in 
any  house  or  place  under  the  protection 
or  with  the  knowledge  of  the  police  ; 
and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  appears  that 
no  oil  was  used  In  the  burnings.  There 
were  no  police  in  Oiosgorey  on  the 
night  of  the  27th  of  Manih  in  addition 
to  (hose  piotaoting  the  oaretakara. 
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Dk.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid)  :  Does 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  deny  that 
jtetroleum  was  stored  in  the  house 
where  the  police  were  ?     I  saw  it  there 


1794 


seU. 

:  It  is  to  be 
distinctly  understood  that,  so  far  as  the 

E slice  were  aware,  no  explosives  were 
apt  under  their  proteotion,  or  stored 
with  their  knowledge. 

Db.  TAKNEE  :  I  should  Hke  to 
understand  from  the  right  hon.  O-entle- 
man  whether  he  really  perdats  in  the 
statement  that  a  cash  of  petroleum  was 
not  kept  in  one  of  these  houses  with  the 
knowledge  of  the  police  ?  I  repeat  that 
Z  saw  it  n^BSlf . 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOHB  :  I  atated  with 
■extreme  explicitneds  that  no  petroleum 
was  stored  in  any  of  the  houses  with  the 
knowledge  of  the  police,  under  their 
protection. 

EMERGENCY  MEN  AND  BOYCOTTINO, 
Mb.  CLANCY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  it  was  a  fact  that  on  Saturday, 
March  80th,  an  "  emergency  man  "  and 
iwo  policemen  visited  the  establish tnents 
of  two  or  three  prominent  Nationalist 
«hopkeepere  in  the  town  of  Newbridge, 
county  of  £ildare,  and  presented  orders 
for  food,  at  prices  fixed  by  themselveB, 
and  not  accepted  by  the  traders  in  ques- 
tion ;  and  whether  the  object  of  this 
proceeding  was  to  lay  the  foundation  for 
a  prosecution  for  boycotting;  and,  if  so, 
whether  it  will  be  brought  to  the  notice 
of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
with  a  view  to  the  institution  of  a  prose- 
cution against  the  emergency  men  and 
police  referred  to  for  intimidation  ? 

Mn.  A.  J.  BALFOUH:  The  Con- 
«tabulary  authorities  report  that  the 
facts  are  not  accurately  represented  in 
the  question.  An  emergency  man  did 
visit  the  establishments  of  three  licensed 
publicans  on  the  day  named.  At  one  of 
the  establishments  he  was  informed 
that  he  would  not  get  the  provisions  for 
the  sum  of  10s.  tendered  by  him ;  at  the 
next  he  was  told  that  the  bread  and 
groceries  were  engaged;  and  at  the 
next  he  refused  to  take  the  goods,  as  he 
<»nsidered  the  prices  extortionate.  But 
it  is  not  the  case  that  any  prices  were 
fixed  by  the  police,  nor  had  they  any* 
thing  to  say  to  the  matter,  their  presence 


personal  proteotion.  The  man  does  no 
appear  to  have  expressed  any  object  fo 
asking  far  the  goods  in  question,  no 
was  there  any  intimidation  practised  by 
emergency  men  or  police  in  the  matter, 

■WEDDl^f^  KINGS. 
Mr.  KIMBEB  (Wandsworth)  asked 
the  tjecretary  to  the  Treasury  whether, 
with  reference  to  the  case  of  "  Buckley 
v.    Alexander,"    tried   at    the    recent 
Birminghsm    Aasizea,    in    which    the 
defendant,  a  jeweller  at  Southampton, 
was  fined  in  the  mitigated  penally  of 
£60   and  coats  for  selling  rings,    now 
decided  to  be  wedding  rings,  without 
being  hall-marked  and  without  paying 
the  duty  of  I  7b.  per  ounce,  he  is  aware 
that  several  witnesses  of  high  standing 
swore  that  the  riega  in  question  were 
not  wedding  rings,  and  that  the  Aasay 
Master  of  Edinburgh  swore  not  only 
that,  in  hia  judgment,  they  were  not 
wedding    rings,    but    that     under    no 
circumatanoes  would    he  have    marked 
such  rings  as  wedding  rings  if  presented 
at  the  Kdiaburgh  Assay  Office  for  assay ; 
whether  he    ie    aware  that  thousands 
of  similar  rings  are  scattered  throughout 
the  stocks  of  the  15,000  licensed  dealers 
throughout     the      United      Kingdom ; 
whether,  under  such  oircumstaDoes  and 
such  conflicting  evidence,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  remit  the  fine  inflicted 
on    Alexander,   and    also    direct  that, 
pending  the  decision  of  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  with  regard  to  the  abolition 
of  the  Plate  Duties,  and  to  the  principle 
of  compulsion  as  applied  to  the  practice 
of  hall-marking  of  gold  and  silver  plate 
and  plain  gold  ringa,  no  further  proaecu- 
tiona  shall   be  instituted  until  further 
notice  is  given ;   aad,  whether,  seeing 
that,   by  "The   Hevenue   Act,     1884," 
certain    foreign   plate    was    exempted 
from  the  compulsory  obligation  of  assay 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  Her  Majesty's 
CFovemmeat   will    concede    the   same 
principle  to  the  manufacturers  of  this 
country,  with  a  view  to  encourage  the 
exportation  of  British  wares  to  foreign 
countries  ? 

The  SEOEETAET  to  thk  TREA- 
SUHY  (Mr.  Jaokboh,  Leeds,  N.) : 
I  must  remind  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
already  informed  him  that  the  definition 
of  a  wedding  ring  seems  to  be  a  qnea- 


being  mer^y  due  to  the  fact  that  they  tion  peculiarly  fitted  for  a  jury  to 
were  engagied  in  affording  the  man  decide.  He  sees  no  reason  to  dispute 
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tbwr  dednoB  or  to  go  into  tfae  eridenoe 
npon  which  it  wb8  otued.  Hb  huno 
iiUf^mRtion  whioh  would  show  the 
nnmber  of  plain  sold  rings  ia  the 
TTnited  Kingaom.  Be  see*  no  tabboh 
which  would  jnBtify  the  interference  of 
tbe  QoTemment  in  a  proaeoution  which 
was  not  inatitated  b;  a  QoTemment 
Departmeot  at  all ;  and  he  feara  he 
cannot  accede  to  the  demands  of  the 
hon.  Uember. 
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IBELAND'-AATERIAL  DKAINAQE. 
Ua.  MACABTNET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land if  he  could  now  state  when  he 
proposes  to  introduce  the  Bills  dealing 
with  the  arterial  drainage  of  Ireland ; 
and  whether  he  proposes  to  introduce 
this  Session  an  j  measures  to  cany  out  the 
reoommendatiouB  of  ihe  Royal  Oommis- 
sion  on  Irish  Public  Works  P 

*Ua.  A.  J.  BAIiFOUB :  I  think  it 
would  be  for  tbe  public  conrenienoe  if 
the  Bills  referred  to  were  introduced  bo- 
fore  £aater,  and  I  will  endeaTOur  U> 
introduce  them ;  but  I  am  afraid  it  will 
be  impossible  to  do  so  if  it  is  desired  to 
hare  a  preliminary  discnsaion  on  tbe 
introduobon  of  the  Bills.  I  hope  to  in- 
tzoduce  another  Bill  dealing  with  a  fur- 
ther portion  of  tbe  recommendations  of 
the  Boyal  Commission, 

Ub.  BEXTOX  :  Will  tbe  right  hon. 
Qentleman  state  whether  he  proposes  to 
refer  the  Bills  to  a  Select  Gommittee  ? 

•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB ;  I  think  it 
will  be  neoessai;  to  refer  them  to  a 
Hybrid  Committee. 

Mb.  UAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.):  Is  it 
the  object  of  one  of  the  Bills  to  open  out 
railways  7 

•Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUS:  ITie  addi- 
tional Bill  referred  to  will  deal  with 
railways. 

FOOT-AND-MODTH  DISEASE. 
Mb.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Blea- 
ford}  asked  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  Animals  (Amendment) 
Order  of  1st  March  1889  was  passed 
before  the  Privy  Gomioil  were  aware  of 
the  prevalence  of  foot-and-mouth  dis- 
ease into  Germany ;  that  the  Kingdom 
of  the  Netherlands  is  separated  from 
Germany  by  a  frontier  of  very  consider- 
able length,  across  which,  in  spite  of  all 
precautions,  the  disease  may  be  con- 
veyed; and  that  the  importatjou  of 
Biumals  from  the  Netherlande    under 

lir.  Jatkton 


'  present  oiroumstaooes  oaanot  fail  to 
increase  the  risk  of  re-intiodnaiiuF  foot- 
and-mouth  disease  into  the  United 
Kingdom,  the  Oovemmsnt  willeonsid^ 

the  propriety  (Prescinding  or  Bnqpending; 
the  Order  in  question,  which  provide* 
for  the  admission  of  animals  from  tfao 
Netherlands  into  the  interiar  of  this 
country  without  being  anbjeot  to  elaugh' 
ter  or  to  quarantine  ? 
•Thi  FIB8T  LORD  ox  thx  TBBA- 
BCEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Bidth,  Strand): 
The  Privy  Council  have  every  oonfideao» 
that  the  regulations  for  preventing  the- 
importation  of  disease  from  Germany 
into  Holland  are  suffloient  for  the  pur- 
pose and  afford  reasonable  security;  bat 
as  considerable  apprehension  seems  to 
exist  among  the  agricultural  classes  in 
thii  country  on  the  subject,  the  Qovem- 
ment  propose  to  ask  the  Boyal  Agricul- 
tural Society  to  appoint  some  person  or 
persons  to  proceed  to  Holland  in  order 
to  satisfy  tnemselves  on  the  subject.  If 
the  Boyol  Agricultural  Society  adopt  th» 
suggestion,  the  Qovcmment  will  be  pre* 
pared  to  make  the  neoeasary  applioatioa 
to  the  Dutch  Government,  and  also  to- 
provide  the  requisite  profesdonal  asaiat- 
ance. 

COST  OF  NAVAL  OSDNANCE. 
Mb.  HANBTTBY  (Preston)  asked  the- 
Firsl  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  what  amount 
was  spent  on  the  Naval  Urduanoe  Vote 
between  7th  December,  at  which  dat& 
only  £6^7,000  had  been  expended, 
and  Slst  March,  the  end  of  the  financial 

Tbk  first  lord  of  thb  AD- 
MIRALTY (Lord  O.  Hamh-tok,  Mid- 
dlesex, £^ing)  :  According  to  the  latest 
Returns,  the  amount  actually  expended 
under  the  Naval  Ordnance  Vote  up  to- 
tbe  7th  of  December  last  was  £901,000. 
The  expenditure  for  the  whole  year 
cannot  yet  be  accurately  stated,  bat 
it  is  considered  that  it  wUl  not  fall  far 
short  of  the  total  Estimate — namely, 
£1,863,500. 

OUERIUiA  WARFABE  IN  THE 
SODDAN. 
SiB  QEORQE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy) asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  it  is  true 
that  tbe  authorities  at  Suakin  are  still, 
under  the  name  of  "  reoonnoitering," 
carrying  on  a  guerilla  warfare  against 
the  tjondanese  at  a  considerable  distanoa 
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from  Suakin,  plundering  prirste 
property  and  stopping  trade,  and  that 
tbey  have  lately  captured  30  oamels 
loaded  with  general  merohandice,  princi- 
pally Engliah  8ta£E^  aaid  to  be  broaght 
bam  Jedda? 

«SiB  J.  FfiBQTTSSON :  The  instruo- 
tiooa  under  which  the  authorities  at 
Suakin  are  aoting  will  be  found  at 
pages  2a,  26,  and  41  of  E^ypt,  No.  1, 
1S89,  which  hasjust  been  presented.  The 
latest  Seport  from  Suakin,  dated  Uareh 
14Ih,  was  to  the  effect  that  all  was 
quiet.  If  caravans  have  been  captured 
recently,  they  were  probably  laden  with 
oontraband,  or  supiuies  for  the  Dervish 
force,  but  nn  news  of  such  oaptureshave 
reached  the  Foreign  Office.  As  long  as 
the  followers  of  the  Khalifa  maintain 
their  attitude  of  hostility,  the  Egyptian 
authorities  cannot  be  expected  to  refrain 
bom  efforts  to  intetoept  supplies,  which, 
are  likely  to  be  used  tot  the  porpoae  of 
renewed  attack. 

Sib  Q.  CAMPBELL:  May  I  ask  if 
English  stuffs  and  ordinary  oom  are  con- 
traband of  war  even  in  the  Soudan? 

•Sia  J.  FEEaUSSON :  If  they  are 
intended  for  forces  which  are  engaged 
in  hostile  operations  against  Egypt,* I 
do  not  think  the  Egyptian  Goremment 
are  to  be  blamed  for  stopping  them. 

OVERHEAD  WIRES. 
8iB  Q.  CAMPBELL  asked  the  Fresi- 
dent  of  the  Local  Oovemment  Board  if 
the  Government  proposed  to  take  any 
steps  to  enable  local  authorities  to  deal 
effectively  with  overhead  wires  ? 
•Thb  president  o?  the  LOCAL 
GOVEBNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  RrraHU^ 
Towet  Hamlets,  St.. George's):  I  have 
communicated  with  my  right  hon. 
iViend  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  to  wliom  the  question  ought 
to  have  been  addressed,  and  he 
aathorises  me  to  say  that  the  Board  of 
Trade  are  now  considering  what  regu- 
lations in  reference  to  the  matter  it  is  in 
their  power  to  make.  I  may  say  that 
no  power  can  be  given  to  the  local 
authorities  without  Ugislation,  and  the 
Government  do  not  at  present  propose 
to  bring  in  a  Bill. 

CIVIL  8BBVI0E  PENSIONS. 

Mb.  LABOTTOHEBE  (Northampton) 

asked  the  Seoretarj  to  the  Tieasury  if 

he  would  undertake,  before  asking  the 

House  to  vote  for  the  first  time  any 


Civil  Serrioe  pension  exceeding  £100 
per  annum,  to  circulate  the  particulars 
of  the  case,  and  to  state  whether  the 
person  retiring  has,  in  the  view  of  Her 
Uajesty's  Goverument,  given  his  whole 
time  to  the  public  service? 

Mb.  JACKSON  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  look  at  the  Estimates  for  super- 
annuation and  retired  allowances  (Glass 
TI.,  Vote  1),  he  will  see  that  his  views 
have  been  anticipated  for  many  years 
as  regards  the  submission  to  Parliament 
of  the  particulars  of  all  cases  in  which  a 
pension  is  voted  for  the  first  time.  As 
regards  the  second  part  of  his  question, 
I  need  only  say  that  except  in  special 
cases,  such  as  injury,  no  retired 
allowanoe  is  granted  unless,  in  the 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
the  holder  of  the  olBce  has  given  his 
whole  time  to  the  public  service. 

IBELAMD-AN  EVICTION  BATTEEIN& 
BAM. 
Mb.  JOHN  MORLET  (Newcastie-on- 
Tyne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  the  Inspector  General  of  Con- 
stabulary, or,  if  not,  what  other  autho- 
rity in  DubUn,  ordered  or  sanctioned 
the  dispatch  to  Letterkenny  of  an  iron- 
hooped,  spiked,  battering  ram,  along 
with  boat-hooks,  chains,  ropes,  shod 
poles,  crowbars,  picks,  sledges,  and 
sealing  ladders ;  and  nnder  what  Vote 
the  charges  for  these  engines  will  come 
before  the  House? 
•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  :  I  am  in- 
formed that  no  special  orders  from 
headquarters  were  issued  for  this  occa- 
sion. In  the  opinion  of  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment it  is  desirable,  in  oases  where 
houses  are  illegally  fortified,  and  oc- 
cupied by  rioters  engaged  in  resisting 
the  officers  of  the  law,  that  effectuu 
means  should  be  taken  for  promptly 
overcoming  the  obstacles  erected  by  the 
tenants,  in  order  that  the  limbs  and 
lives  of  the  policemen  engaged  may  not 
suffer  any  unnecessary  risk.  If  the 
cost  comes  on  the  Votes  at  all,  as  I 
imagine  it  will,  it  will  be  on  the  Police 
Tote. 

Mb.  J.  MOBLEY:  I  do  not  quite 
know  what  the  right  hon.  QenUemon 
means  by  saying  that  no  special  orders 
were  issued.  I  presume  that  extra- 
ordinary machines  of  this  kind  could 
not  have  been  provided  and  supplied 
without  special  orders.    I  must  leallj 
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prew  him  to  answer  this  question.  In 
what  sense  can  a  battering  ram  and 
machinery  of  this  elaborate  charaoter  be 
Tued  for  protaotiTe  pnrpoBea  ? 
«Ms.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  presume 
the  orders  in  this  ease  were  issued  bv 
the  Divisional  Oommissioner ;  and,  as  I 
have  stated,  they  are  in  aocordanoe  with 
the  prinoiples  laid  down  by  the  Irish 
Government.  If  the  p<diae  are  to  be 
kept  in  fear  of  stones  and  hot  water,  if 
they  are  to  be  attacked  by  pitchforks 
and  every  species  of  weapon,  surely 
they  may  adupt  the  best  means  to  over- 
come illegal  resistance.  They  are  ex- 
posed to  great  risks,  and  the  shorter 
you  make  these  operations  the  more 
effectually  you  protect  the  lives  of  those 
who,  after  all,  are  only  doing  their 
duty. 

Mb.  J.  UORLBY :  I  quite  assent  to 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said 
as  to  the  necessity  for  protecting  the 
police ;  but  I  da  not  see  the  need  of  a 
battering  ram  for  that  pun>ose ;  and  I 
woiJd  ask  whether  it  could  be  used  for 
any  purpose  but  that  of  destroying  the 
cottages  of  the  tenants,  and  whether 
that  is  work  which  the  police  are  called 
upon  to  do  ? 
«Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  no 
doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  follows 
with  entScient  closeness  the  accounts  of 
the  perfectly  disEraoeful  transactions 
-that  have  occurred  at  recent  Irish  evic- 
tions, nnd  he  will  therefore  know  that 
in  the  case  of  these  evictions  the  police 
have  been  subjected  to  very  great  risks. 
The  risks  are  proportionate  to  the 
length  of  the  proceedings,  and  therefore 
everything  should  be  done  to  expedite 
the  proceedings  and  diminish  the  risks 
to  aU  concerned. 

Ma.  J.  MORLEY :  I  agree  to  what 
-the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  as  to 
-the  neoesaity  of  protecting  the  police ; 
but  are  the  police  to  puU  down  the 
bouses  of  tenants  who  are  being 
evicted? 
•Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  If  thev  con- 
tain rioters  I  conceive  it  would  be  the 
-duty  of  the  police. 

Ma.  MAO  NEILL :  I  wish  to  know 
how  the  Uhief  Secretary  reconciles  his 
present  answers  with  the  statement  he 
made  a  day  or  two  ago  in  reference  to 
these  said  evictions — that  the  police 
were  only  em  ploy  od  to  protect  the 
fcailifis  and  emergency  men  ? 
Mr.  J.  iforltf 


*Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  oonoeive 
that  the  two  answers  are  in  perfsot 
harmony. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  wish  to  know 
whether  these  engines  are  to  be  brought 
by  the  police  to  all  eriattouB,  and  par- 
tionlarly  if  they  are  to  be  employed  to 
evict  the  families  now  awaitug  evic- 
tion  on  the  estates  of  »idM-i«-eamp  of 
Dublin  Castle  ? 

*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  oonoeive 
that  no  general  role  can  or  ought  to  be 
laid  down  on  the  subjeot.  This  kind  of 
implement  is  necessary  chiefly  in  the 
where  the  tenants  put  up  what  I 
may  call  elaborate  tortifioations  in  order 
to  resist  legal  process. 

Ma.  OLANOT  (Dublin,  Co.,  N.) :  I 
have  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  the  resiBtaitce  has  not  been 
offered  to  the  bailiffs  of  the  landlords, 
and  not  to  the  police ;  and  whether  ha 
can  deny  that  the  resistance  has  in  every 
case  been  abandoned  the  moment  the 
police  oame  on  the  soene? 

*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  oould  not 

magine  that  such  a  question  would  be 
put  to  me  in  this  Honse  by  an  hon. 
Member  who  has  followed  the  course  of 
these  proceedings.  I  am  not  aware  of 
a  single  case  where  elaborate  resietanoe 
to  the  bailiffs  was  abandoned  when  the 
police  appeared  upon  the  scene. 

Mr.  CLANCY:  I  can  state  that 
it  was  abandoned  in  every  case  in 
Donegal. 

WALES  ASD  THE  E0CLB8IASTICAL 
COUHIS8IOIIER8. 

Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
shire) ;  I  have  to  ask  the  Under  Secre> 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  will  grant  the  Return 
relating  to  the  income  and  grants  in 
Wales  of  the  EoolesiaatiMl  Com- 
missioners  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  fob  thb  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Stuut  Wobtlvt,  Shef- 
field, Hallam, :  I  learn  from  the  Eeole- 
uastial  Commissioners  that  they  have 
no  objection  to  granting  such  a  Return 
with  respect  to  the  year  1888  alone. 

IRELAND— PHISOS  ADUIKIBTBATION. 
Mb.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  can  now  oommnoieate 
the  names  of  the  Commissioners  to  in* 
quire  into   prison  treatment,   and  the 
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tenoa  of  the  direotions  upon  whioli  they 
•re  to  aotf 

Mb.  a.  J.  BAIPOUE :  I  em  sony  to 
say  I  cannot  yet  gire  the  right  hon. 
Oentlemui  k  more  eatiefaotory  anewer. 
NegotiatioDB  ere  prooeeding  lor  the 
appointment  of  a  Onairm&n  of  the  Oom> 
mittee,  but  hare  not  yet  been  brought 
to  a  BUDoeeafut  oonolusion. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  also  inform  the  Bouse 
whether  the  aoceplanoe  of  these  rules 
will  be  diioretionary,  and  will  he  indi- 
cate the  prindplee  on  which  they  will  be 
enforoed,  and  will  he  intimate  to  prison 
officials  the  force  to  be  given  to  the 
rules? 

H&.  A.  J.  BAXFOUB:  The  general 
priooiplea  on  which  the  rules  willbe  en- 
forced are  pretty  mnoh  as  was  laid  down 
in  the  reoent  dobate  on  the  Bill  affecting 
the  treatment  of  so-called  politioal 
prisoners  in  Ireland.  If,  bowerer,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  put  a  qnes> 
tioa  on  the  Paper,  I  will  answer  it  on 
Monday. 

FATHES  FAKEELLY. 
Mb.  sexton  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether,  after  the  County 
Inspector  of  Constabulary  in  Wioklow 
had  received  and  left  unanswered  the 
letter  of  the  Bev.  Lawrence  Farrelly, 
declaring  his  readiness  to  submit  to 
arrest, the  Constabulary  held  the  warrant 
unexecuted  for  several  weekS;  duping 
which  the  reverend  gentleman  might 
have  been  arrested  any  day  at  hie  house 
or  in  the  streets  of  Arklow ;  why,  having 
•0  acted,  the  Constabulary  visited  his 
house  at  five  a.m.  and  broke  into  it ; 
why,  having  done  this,  they  afterwards 
allowed  the  reverend  gentleman,  without 
arrest  and  without  a  police  guard,  to 
travel  from  Arklow  and  surrender  him- 
self at  Wexford  Gaol ;  and  whether  the 
warrant  to  arrest  empowered  the  police 
to  break  into  the  house;  and,  if  so, 
what  provision  of  Law  anthoriied  the 
exercise  of  such  a  power  in  a  case  of 
miedemeanonr  ? 

*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  understand 
that  thoueh  the  letter  was  sent,  the  reve< 
rend  gentleman  afterwards  changed  his 
mind  on  the  subject,  and  when  the  police 
w«nt  to  his  house  they  found  it  oarri- 
oaded.  They  went  to  the  boose  at  an 
early  hour  in  the  morning,  beoanee  they 
thought  there  was  then  the  least  risk  u 


disturbance.  I  am  advised  that  the 
action  of  the  police  in  entering  the  house 
has  its  legiU  authority  In  Common  Law. 

SXTKA  DUTY  IN  THE  POST  OFFICE 
SATINGS  B&NK. 
Mb.  JAMES  ROWLANDS  (Fina- 
bury,  E.) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  extra  du^  performed  in  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Bank  for  the  year  1888-9 
exceeded  the  amount  allotted  for  thia 
purpose  in  the  Blstimates  by  nearly 
£6,000,  he  will  state  from  what  source 
the  excess  has  been  paid ;  and  whether 
the  reason  for  so  large  a  discrepancy  in 
this  and  previous  years  between  the 
sums  voted  by  this  House  for  extra  duty 
in  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank  and 
the  sums  actually  paid  is  to  be  found  in 
the  refusal  to  grant  the  increase  of  staff 
recommended  each  year  by  the  Comp- 
troller in  connection  with  the  Estimates 
as  submitted  by  him ;  and,  if  not,  on 
whose  responsibilify  was  the  Estiniate 
for  1888-9  fixed  at  so  low  a  figure? 

*Mb.  BAIXES:  The  excess  referred 
to  can  be  met  out  of  savings  under  other 
sub-heads  of  the  Tote.  A  very  larse 
increase  of  business  has  arisen  from  the 
dosing  of  a  number  of  old  saving  banks. 
Bepresentations  have  been  made  by  the 
Comptroller  of  the  Savings  Bank  &om 
time  to  time  recommending  an  inorease 
of  staff.  These  representations  have 
been  partly  met  in  various  ways,  but  the 
whole  question  is  engaging  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government,  and  I  hope  that 
a  decision  may  shortly  be  arrived  at. 
Meanwhile,  I  have  witiiin  the  last  tea 
days  provisionally  assigned  15  additional 
clerks  to  the  Havings  Bank  Department 
in  order  to  relieve  the  pressure  of  work. 
The  responsibility  for  the  figures  in  the 
Estimates  rests  on  Her  Majes^'s  Go- 
vernment. 

SWAZILAND. 
ALEXANDER  M'ARTHUB 
(Leicester) :  I  beg  to  aak  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  hse 
received  a  Petition  from  King  Umhan- 
dine  asking  that  Swasiland  may  be 
placed  under  British  protection,  in  ao- 
oordanoe  with  promises  said  to  have  been 
made  to  him  by  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  at  the 
time  of  his  rendering  assistance  to  thft 
British  forces  during  the  Seoocoeni  War : 
whether  in  view  of  the  persistent  and 
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norearing  efforts  made  by  Kgenta  of  the 
Soath  Afrioan  Bepublic  to  eetablieti  oom- 

{ilete  oontrol  oTsr  tbe  affain  of  Swazi- 
and,  the  CkiTernmeut  is  now  prepared  to 
oppose  this  violation  of  the  Convention 
011884,  which  has  hitherto  been  alleged 
aa  a  reason  for  refusing  way  proteotion 
to  TTmbandine  and  his  people  against 
Boer  aggressiona;  and  whether  Her 
Majestj'e  Qovemment  acqniesoe  in  the 
project  of  the  Transvaal  ChiTeniment  for 
obtaining  poBseasion  both  of  Swaziland 
and  of  Amatongaland,  in  order  to  obtain 
a  frontage  on  the  Indian  Ocean,  and 
thus  entirely  to  cat  off  all  land  oommu- 
nication  between  Natal  and  the  distriotfl 
in  South-Eastern  Africa  north  of  Zulu- 
laadf 
*Baroii  H.  dx  W0BU8:  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ooyernment  have  not  received 
a  petition  praying  tbat  Swaziland  may 
be  placed  nnder  British  protection ; 
but  the  whole  subject  of  Swaisiland  is 
at  present  engaging  their  most  serious 
attention. 

the  gold  00a8t. 

Ub.  ALEXAKDEB  U'ABTHTTB  : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  Ballah 
.Cobbinah,  Naaaadsoneb,  aod  Akoto 
Mamlay,  the  last-named  said  to  be  an 
old  woman  80  years  of  age,  who  at  the 
Oold  Coast  last  August  were  tried  and 
acquitted  on  the  charge  of  murdering 
Assistant  Inspector  Dalrymple,  and  who 
were  thereafter  committed  to  Elmina 
Oaatle  under  a  special  Ordinance  "for 
the  detention  and  deportation  of  certain 
political  prisoners  passed  by  the 
Legislative  Council,  are  still  in  prison  ; 
whether  the  Ordinance  referred  to  has 
been  approved  by  Her  Majesty's  On- 
vemment;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
acquaint  the  House  with  the  ciroum- 
etances  under  which  these  proceedings 
were  taken  and  sanctioned  ;  and  when 
Parliament  will  be  supplied  with  Gorre- 
apondence  subsequent  to  that  contained 
in  Parliamentary  Paper,  C.  66t0,  which 
may  be  expected  to  throw  light  on  this 
and  other  matters  growing  out  of  the 
Tavieve  expedition  of  last  Jnne  ? 

BAaoK  H.  DK  WOEMS :  The  answer 
to  the  first  and  second  paragraphs  of 
tiie  hon.  Member's  question  is  in  the 
aCBrmative.  It  was  considered  neoesaary 
for  the  public  safe^  that  these  persons 
should  not  be  'allowed  to  return  to 
Tavieve.  They  were  the  prime  movers 
Mr.  Alexandtr  M' Arthur 


in  arranging  and  carrying  out  the  mur- 
ders at  Chtavi,  which  necessitated  the 
sending  of  the  Tavieve  expedition,  with 
a  view  to  the  prevention  of  a  general 
civil  war  throughout  the  whole  of 
Crepee.  There  is  no  correspondenee 
subsequent  to  that  contained  in  Btae 
Book,  0.  S, 615,  relating  to  the  affairs 
of  Tavieve  or  the  expedition  of  Jime 
last. 

THE  STRAFFORD  UAIM  00LUEHIE8. 

Mh.  PIOKAHD  (York,  W.R,  Nof- 
manton) :  I  b^  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  D^artment 
whether  he  has  reoeived  a  Memorial 
from  the  miners  employed  at  the  Straf- 
ford Main  CoUieriae,  Dodworth,  York- 
shire, which  alleges  that  two  misers 
lost  their  work  in  oonsequence  of  com- 
plaining of  a  bad  and  dangerons  under- 
ground travelling  road ;  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  these  two  miners,  along  with 
other  miners,  complained  to  the 
manager  of  the  colliery,  and  to  the  In- 
spector of  Mines  for  the  district,  and 
that  immediately  after  this  these  men 
were  under  notice  to  leave  their  employ- 
ment ;  whether  be  is  aware  of  the  fact 
that  the  Inspector,  Mr.  Wardell,  was 
asked  to  intervene,  and  that  he  did 
make  au  ex  porta  inquiry,  after  which 
be  refused  to  take  -further  action ;  and, 
conudeiing  the  importance  of  this  mat> 
ter,  whether  he  will  accede  to  the 
men's  prayer,  and  order  au  inquiry  to 
be  made  into  the  facta  of  the  whole  case 
by  the  Chief  (or  senior)  Inspector  of 
Mines,  Mr.  Joseph  Dickenson  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  answer  to 
the  first  paragraph  is  in  the  affirmative. 
The  Inspector  ioforms  me  that  he  did 
not  know  the  men  who  were  deputed  to 
lay  before  him  the  complaints  of  the 
miners ;  and  the  manager  of  the  mine 
asserts  that  be  did  not  know  that  the 
two  men  since  dismissed  formed  part  of 
the  deputation.  Mr.  Wardell  had  the 
mine  examined  by  his  assistant,  and  met 
a  deputation  of  the  miners  without  the 
presence  of  the  manager.  After  this 
inquiry  he  procured  an  alteration  in  the 
travelling  roads,  and  reoeived  the  thanks 
of  the  Miners'  Association  for  his  ac- 
tion in  the  matter.  I  cannot  direct  an 
inquiry  into  the  causes  of  the  dismissal 
of  the  two  miners.  That  is  a  matter  of 
contract  with  which  I  have  no  power  to 
interfere.  That  was  the  only  ground 
on  which  Mr.  Wardell,  who  is  an  able 
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THE   COAL  HIKES  BBOUI^TION 
AOT,  ISST— WEIGHma  OLAUSBa 

Ub.  FIOEABD:  I  wish  to  uk  the 
^ecntarj  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  hu  reoeired  a  Petition 
■trom  the  Better  Bed  minera  of  the 
Bowling  Goal  and  Iron  Company,  Brad- 
-ford,  Torkshire,  again  nntying  that  the 
Weighing  OlauMS  of  "The  Goal  Uines 
Begulation  Aot,  1887,"  be  pnt  into 
operation ;  and,  if  bo,  whether  he  will 
inatrnot  the  Hiaea  Inapeotor  for  the  dis- 
iriot  to  see  that  Olausea  12,  13,  and  14, 
an  applied  and  carried  out  at  this  firm 
at  onoe. 

Us.  MATTHEWS:  I  have receired 
s  Petition  from  oertaiti  minera  of  the 
Bowling  Goal  and  Iron  Oompan;, 
aeking  for  the  enforcement  of  Section 
13  of  the  Coal  Mines  A-ct,  1887,  and  I 
have  directed  the  Inapeotor  to  make  full 
inquiry  as  to  the  ciraumatancee  of  the 
-ooUiery  and  the  wishes  of  the  men. 
When  I  receive  his  Beport  I  shall  be  in 
a  position  to  decide  whether  the  exemp- 
tion at  present  enjoyed  by  this  Oompany 
■onght  to  be  reroked. 

WELSH  TITHE  UOLLBCTIONS. 

U».  BOWEN  B0WLAND8  (Cardi- 
.ganshire) :  I  wish.  Sir,  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  an  application  was  made  by  the 
Ohief  Constable  of  Oardiganshire  to  the 
Swansea  Town  Oou&cil  for  the  loan  of 
mounted  police  for  the  purpose  of  aaaist- 
ing  at  tithe  oollectioas;  and  whether 
flueh  application  was  made  before  or 
after  the  16th  of  Manfa,  the  data  on 
which  information  as  to  the  intention  of 
Ibe  peasants  in  the  pariah  of  Penbryn  to 
ill-use  the  bailiA  was  given  to  the 
Ohief  Conatoble  by  the  Superintendent 
of  Police?  

Ha.  MATTHEWS:  Yea.  Sir;  I  am 
intonned  by  the  Ohief  OonstabU  that 
-anoh  an  application  was  made.  The  oor- 
xeapondenoo  took  place  prerionsly  to  the 
16th  of  March.  Tfaoogfa  the  Swansea 
Town  Council  placed  mounted  constables 
At  the  diapoaal  of  the  Chief  Constable, 
he  did  not  make  use  of  them  at  any 
time. 

Mm.  BOWEN  ROWLANDS;  Will 
tite  '■ght  hon.  Gentleman  say  how  he 
jweoncOea  thia  with  hia  previona  answer, 
4hat  no  application  was  made  for  the 


oonstablea  nntil  after  the  16th  Uaich, 
when  the  Superintendent  gave  infarma- 
tion  that  the  people  intended  to  resist  th« 
police? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  The  oorreapond- 
enoe,  aa  I  understand,  took  place  prior 
to  the  Iftth  Uaroh,  and  the  application 
was  renewed  after  the  16th  March. 

Mr.  BOWEN  K0WLAND8 :  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  make  in- 
quiries aa  to  bow  it  is  that  atatemeate  on 
thia  subject  sent  te  the  Home  Office  are 
so  irreooncilablfl. 

CoLoiTKL  WABINQ  (Down,  N.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Chamberlain 
whether,  in  view  of  the  faot  that  the 
cow  sold  by  auction  in  Carlisle  was 
knocked  down  to  the  first  bidder  for 
£3  IDs.,  a  Bum  manifestly  below  her 
value  if  sound,  he  will  (Ureet  an  inquiry, 
independent  of  the  local  veterinary 
authorities,  into  the  circumstances  of 
the  case? 

Da.  TANNER  (Cork,  Mid):  Before 
the  question  is  answered,  I  should  like 
to  ask  is  it  not  a  faot  that  the  oow  in 
question  was  a  bull  ? 

TUE  FACTORY  ACTS-OEBTIFYINa 

8DR0E0NS  IN  FAOTOETES. 
Ma.  ADDISON  (  Ash  ton-under-Iorne) : 
I  wish  te  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  tor 
the  Home  Department  whether  be  has 
considered  the  representations  made  to 
him  by  the  important  deputatioDs  from 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  of  both 
masters  and  men  in  faTour  of  dispensing 
with  the  oSloa  of  certifying  surgeons  in 
faoteries;  and  whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  ^e  Gorernment  to  introduce  a 
Bill  npon  the  subject   in  the  present 


Ma.  MATTHEWS  :  The  repreaenta- 
tiona  referred  to  by  my  hon.  and  teamed 
Friend  bare  been  under  my  considera- 
tion ;  and  I  hope  to  be  able  to  introduce 
a  Bill  amending  the  Factory  Acta  this 
Session,  and  I  vnll  take  that  opportunity 
of  stat^  the  decision  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject. 

THE  mPOBTATION  OF  DISEASED 
CATTLE. 

Ma.  HUBBABD  (Bucks,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Vice  Chamberlain  who  are  the 
officials  on  whose  information  the  Privy 
Council  rely,  wben  they  prohibit  or 
allow  the  landing  of  animals  from 
foreign  conntriea;  how  often  in  saoh 
year  luch  od&cials  report  to  the  Home 


JoyCjOOglC 


1807 


MHrtpMlaK 


(COICMONSI 


OoTennnent  on  tha  wmUi^  oonditioii 
of  the  aDimala  of  the  forai^  conntry 
to  Thioh  thej  are  aocredited ;  and  what 
was  the  tenonr  and  date  of  the  laat 
Beport  from  Germany,  in  coBBequenM 
of  which  th«  foar  carg^oea  of  iheep, 
mffering  from  foot-and-mouth  disease, 
were  recently  lauded  at  Hull,  Qrimsbj, 
Hartlepool,  and  Deptford? 

Xh»>ICE  CHAUBEHIAIN  (Vis- 
oonnt  Lewiskak,  Lewiaham) :  The  Piirj 
GQandl  reoeires  information  of  out- 
breaks of  disease  from  Foreign  Govem- 
manta,  and  also  from  Britiuk  Consuls. 
From  countries  in  which  oonta^ona 
disease  exists  B«ports  are  sent  every 
month,  but  the  British  Consuls  are 
required  to  telegraph  immediately  an 
recainng  information  of  an  outbreak  of 
foot-and-mouth  dtoeaee.  Information  of 
the  disoorei;  of  foot-and -month  disease 
at  Hamburw  was  received  from  the 
German  Embassy,  and  wm  accompanied 
by  the  statement  that  the  export  of 
■heep  from  Hamburg  had  been  stopped 
by  the  Hamburg  authoritieB.  Before, 
however,  the  disease  was  detected 
Hamburg,  some  diseased  sheep  had  been 
shipped  and  were  on  their  way  to  this 
country. 

COLONIAL  CONSTrnrriONb. 

Ma.  FRANCIS  STEVENSONJ  Suf- 
folk, Eye):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  why 
it  is  that  no  replies  in  connection  with 
the  Ketum  issued  last  month  relating 
to  Colonial  Constitutions  were  received 
from  Canada  or  from  Tasmania,  al- 
though the  Circular  Letter  to  Colonial 
Governors  was' sent  on  the  26th  of 
March  I88B;  and  whether  the  Colonial 
Office  took  proper  steps  to  expedite  the 
sending  of  replies  from  those  two  Colo- 
nies? 

Baboh  H.  db  worms  :  I  am  unable 
to  say  why  Canada  and  Tasmania  have 
not  replied  to  the  Circular  of  26th 
March  1888;  hut  they  were  raminded, 
and  a  reply  pressed  for,  in  a  despatch 
dated  18th  December  1888.  I  may 
add  that  aooounts  of  the  Constitutions 
of  Canada  and  Tasmania  will  be  found 
in  the  Colonial  OiOce  List. 

BABBT  UNSSABTILLEBT  BANQE. 

Mb.  hark  8TEWABT  (Eirkoud- 

bright) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 

State  for  War  if  the  Government  have 

abandoned  the  Artillery  land  range  at 

JIfr.  mtib4$rd  ' 


Barry  links ;  and,  if  so,  will  they  allow 
the  gnns  and  Government  stores  to  be 
sent  to  Irvine  land  range  of  2,000 
yards,  secured  by  lease  of  seven  yetfs  ^ 
and  if  the  cost  of  sending  the  Hilitia 
ArtilleTy  Corps  into  camp  at  Irvine  will 
be  leas  fiian  sending  them  to  Barry  F 

*Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  The  Govent- 
ment  have  not  abandoned  the  artillery 
range  at  Bany  links,  but  they  have 
not,  up  to  the  present  time,  been  able 
to  arrange  with  Lord  Dalhoude's  tutora 
for  its  use,  the  rent  demanded  being,  in. 
the  opinion  of  the  War  Department, 
BxceesiTe.  Pending  further  considera- 
tion of  this  point,  it  ia  not  at  preeeat 
contemplated  to  send  the  guns  and. 
stores  to  Irvine.  The  cost  of  seodiog. 
tha  Eastern  re^ meats  of  Scottish  Artil- 
lery Militia  to  Irvine  would  be  greater 
than  that  of  sending  them  to  Bariy. 

Ma.  MARK  STEWART:  In  the  event 
of  the  Government  not  being  able  to 
secure  the  range,  will  the  Govemmeat 
be  willing  to  send  the  guns  and  atores- 
to  the  Irvine  land  ranf^  ? 

•Mb.  STANHOPE:  The  hon.  Member 
must  not  press  me  on  that  point.  The 
whole  matter  is  awaiting  decision. 

THE  TITHE  RENT-CHAHQE  BILI£. 
Mb.  BYRON  REED  (Bradford,  E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
8UTT  when  the  Tithe  Bent-chai^  Billa 
will  be  introduced;  and  whether  Her 
H^eety's  Government,  if  they  deem  it 
difficult  to  carry  the  Bills  of  last  year- 
during  the  present  Session,  will  be  pre- 
pared to  bring  in  a  short  Bill  to  facili- 
tate the  aimple  recovery  of  unpaid  Tithe 
Rent-charge  ? 

*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  sorry  to 
say.  Sir,  it  ia  not  in  my  power  to  give 
my  hon.  Frend  the  information  he  de- 
sirss ;  but  if  he  will  be  so  good  as  to 
repeat  his  question  after  Easter,  I  hope 
then  to  give  him  a  aatiBfactorr  answer. 

S.  GARDNER:  Do  the  Go- 
vernment intend  to  bring  in  the  Billa 
this  Seaffion  ? 

*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  If  the  hon. 
Member  had  listened  to  my  answer,  L 
think  he  would  have  gathered  from  it 
that  such  was  certainly  our  intention. 

METBOPOLITAN  POLICE  RBTUHN8, 

Ms.  JAMES  ROWLANDS :  I  beg  to 

aak  the  First  Lord  of  the    Treasuiy- 

whether   the   aooouata   showing   "th*- 

sums  received  and  eipended  for  the- 
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pOTpoae*  of  the  Uetropolltaa  Police  for 
the  jear  ending  31st  Maroh,  1889  "  will 
be  in  the  hands  of  MemberB  of  the  House 
before  the  Tote  on  the  Uetiopolitan 
Police  is  taken. 

T£b.  MATTHEWS :  Under  the 
let  Section  of  the  Act  30  and  31 
Vict.  ch.  89,  the  Beoeiver's  aooounts 
hare  to  be  presented  to  Parliament 
within  30  days  after  the  Slst  of  March 
it  Parliament  be  then  sitting ;  and  this 
enactment  will  be  obeerred. 

Me.  J.  BOWLANDS  :  WiU  the  tight 
hon.  Q-entleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  eay  that  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Tote  will  not  be  taken  until  theee 
accounts  are  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members  ? 
♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  shall  be  ex- 
ceedingly glad  if  it  can  be  so  arranged. 

BURIALS  IN  WESTMINSTER  ABBEY. 

Mb.  summers  (Hudderafield) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Firet  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  Section  13  of  "The  Burial 
Laws  Amendment  A^t,  1880;"  and 
whether,  under  this  Clause,  it  would  be 
perfectly  legal  to  bury  an  uabaptized 
person  in  Westminster  Abbey,  or  indeed 
any  ohuroh  in  which  burials  may  law- 
tuUy  be  held  7 

*Me.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Section  13  of 
the  Burial  Laws  Amendment  Act  of  1880 
was  brought  under  my  notice  when  the 
former  question  of  the  hon.  Member 
appeared  on  the  paper,  and  I  can  only 
repeat  the  answer  I  then  gave  him,  that 
I  did  not  feel  myself  qualified  to  give  an 
opinion  on  the  le^td  points  of  the  case. 
Ma.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Den- 
bighshire,  E.) :  Might  I  ask  the 
Home  Secretary  whether  it  is  not 
a  fact  that  the  right  of  interment  in 
a  church  does  not  depend  on  the 
eodesiaatical  state  of  the  deceased  per- 
son, and  whether  Sir  Rowland  Hill  was 
not  buried  in  a  church,  though  an  uu- 
baptized  person  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  must  hare 
notice  of  that  question. 


the  ground  that  the  sheep  of  the  Nether' 
lands  are  now  free  from  foot-and-mouth, 
disease ;  and  whether  the  Lords  of  the^ 
Privy  Council  intend  no  longer  to- 
enforce  the  law  concerning  the-- 
slaughter  of  infected  animals  at  ports  of 
landing,  hut  to  permit  the  entrance  of 
live  sheep  from  countries  free  from 
disease,  and  absolutely  to  prohibit  those  - 
coming  from  infected  countries  ;  and,  if 
BO,  whether  any  provision  will  be  made  - 
for  the  hundreds  of  people  who  will  be 
thrown  out  of  employment  round  Dept-- 
ford  Cattle  Market  ? 

VisoouhtLEWISHAM  :  TheAmend- 
ment  Order  of  Maroh  1,  which  does  not 
come  into  effect  until  June  1,  will  admit 
sheep  from  the  NetherlandB  without 
slaughter  at  the  port  of  landing,  and  at 
present  the  lauding  of  all  animals  hom^ 
Qermany,  including  sheep,  in  thia  - 
country  is  prohibited.  Under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Contagious  Diseases  of 
Animals  Acts,  animals  may  be  landed  for 
slaughter  from  all  countries  if  not  pro- 
hibited by  Order  of  Council,  and  the 
Frivv  Council  have  no  power  to  alter' 
the  law  in  this  respect.  The  Frivj 
Council  are  bound  to  exempt  from  these 
regulations  any  country  which  compUee 
with  the  conditions  laid  down  by  the 
Act  of  1878.  At  the  present  time  tbeea- 
cnuntries  are  Scandinavia  and  Canada,- 
and  the  Netherlands  from  the  Ist  of 
June  next.  The  Privy  Council  are  not 
in  a  position  to  make  any  provision  for' 

S arsons   who  may  be   affected  by   any 
rder  passed  by  them  in  the  exercise  of 
the  duties  imposed  on  them  by  Farlia- 

MEECHANT  SHIPPING  (TONNAGE)  BILU 
Me.  sexton  :    I  wUh  to  ask   the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he 
will  take  the  Committee  stage  of  this 
Bill  this  evening? 
*Ma.  W.  H.  smith  :    I  hope  that  it 
will  be  in  our  power  to  proceed  with  the 
Bill  to-night.     I  am  not  aware  that  there 
any  serious  objection  to  it. 
Mk.  sexton  :  There  is. 


CATTLE  DISEASE. 
Mb.   CHAELES  DARLING  fDeut- 1  ^^^PA^^J^'^^  AMENDMENT  AND 
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*Ub.  BTTOHIE:  2  Mnaot  ezutlj 
state  the  time.  It  has  now  alnuMt 
reached  a  form  in  vhioh  it  can  be  intro- 
duced, and  I  hope  the  Bill  will  not  be 
▼ery  long  delayed. 

HAVT  BILL. 
ViecooKT  CDRZON  (Bucka,  Wj- 
eombe) ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasnr;  whether  he  oan  state 
when  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Na^ 
Bill  will  he  taken,  and  whether  the  BiU 
irill  be  put  down  as  the  first  Order  of 
the  day  on  which  it  is  to  be  taken  ? 

*lfK.W.  H.  SMITH :  I  cannot  yet  say 
*  when  the  Second  Reading  will  be  taken, 
for  it  ia  not  yet  introduced.  But  on 
Thoraday,  or  Uosday  at  the  latest,  I 
hope  I  ^all  be  able  to  name  a  day  for 
the  Second  Headiog. 

THE  CIVIL  BERVICE  BSTIUATES. 
Hk.  H.  BYBON  BEED  :  Hay  I  ask 

-  when  we  are  likely  to  reach  Oiass  3  of 
the  Civil  Service  Estimates  f 
•Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :   The  Uorem- 
ment  are    anxious  to  make  as  much 

jfirogreas  as  possible,  but  unfortunately 

'  it  does  not  depend  on  them  how  rapid 
that  progress  is.  If  my  hon.  Friend  is  a 
diligent  attendant  in  this  House,  he  may 
be  able  to  form  his  own  estimate  of  the 
"time  the  hon.  Members  think  it  necessary 
to  take  for  the  discussion  of  the  Esti- 

-mates  and  of  the  time  likely  to  elapse 
before  Glass  2  is  reached. 

'BUSINRSS  OF  THE  HOUSE,  COMMITTEB 
OF  SUPPLY. 
Besolved,  That;  this  House  will  this 
day  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  of 
Supply  after  the  Fifth  Order  of  the  Day 
has  been  disposed  of. — {Mr.  WiUiam 
Sfnry  Smith.) 

ORDER  OF  TBE  DAT. 


NAVAL  DEFENCE. 
BesolutioQs  reported — 

"That  it  is  eipodient  to  ftnthoriie  (b)  the 
creatioa  of  a  Nav&l  Defence  Accoaot,  to  irhicfa 
maneyBimiedfortheBforaB&id  puipoaea  may  be 

Snied,  and  the  advtuioe,  out  of  the  Conioli- 
ted  Fond,  and  the  temporary  borrowing,  ou 
fi)e  sacority  of  the  Conaolidateil  Fund,  of  sny 
I  sums  which  may  be  tequiied  to  meet  ezoeu  of 
-tapenditure  in  any  flnaiicial  year." 

"That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  (c)  the 
adoption  of  prontiona  to  carry  the  above  objects 
nto  sflect." 
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Sm  W.  PLOWDEN  (Wolveriiamptoii, 
W.) :  I  do  not  wish  to  detain  the  Hooae 
for  raore  than  a  moment ;  but.  Sir,  I 
desire  to  take  this  opportunity  of  askiiig 
the  Oovernment  to  give  us  aeaorauoe 
that  the  Naval  Estimates  Committee  of 
last  year  will  be  reoonstituted  in  the 
present  year.  That  Committee  sat  tar 
only  one  Seesion  and  was  not  able  to 
complete  its  Uboota,  reporting  on 
only  four  votea.  The  Army  Estimates 
Committee,  on  the  oontrary,  eat  for 
practioally  two  Seaaione  and  completed 
Its  labours. 

•Ms.  SPEAKEB:  Order,  Order!  I 
am  sorry  to  interrupt  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man,  but  he  is  not  in  order  in  raiaing  a 
discussion  on  this  subjeot  at  this  stage. 
Sir  W.  FLOWDEfT :  Am  I  not  in 
order  is  asking  the  Qovemment  for  an 
assurance  that  the  Naval  Estimates  Com- 
mittee will  be  reconstituted  ? 

•Ms.  SPEAKEB :  The  hon.  Qentle- 
man  may  put  a  question. 

Sn  W.  PLC  WD£N  :  Then  I  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  tiie  Treasury  if  ha  ean 
give  me  anoh  an  assurance  ? 

•Ms.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  have  received 
no  notice  of  this  question,  though  it  is 
of  a  character  which  renders  due  notioe 
moat  desirable.  Speaking  offhand,  and 
having  ia  view  the  large  amount  of 
work  before  the  Hoose,  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  desirable  to  re-appoint  the 
Naval  Estimates  Committee  in  the 
present  Session.  A  very  careful  oon- 
sideratioa  was  given  to  the  matter  by 
the  Qovernment  last  Session,  and  I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  in  the  interest  of 
public  business  to  re-appoint  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mn.  HANBUBT  (Preston) :  I  should 
liks  to  remind  the  right  hon.  tientlemas 
that,  while  the  Army  Estimates  Com- 
mittee has  gone  through  all  the  Votes, 
the  Naval  Estimates  Committee  has 
not  dealt  with  several  important  Votes. 

•Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Again.  I  aay,  I 
think  that  these  questions  ought  not  to 
be  sprung  u^n  the  House.  While  I 
do  not  think  it  desirable  to  re-appoint 
the  Committee  this  Session,  I  oy  no 
means  wish  to  exclude  a  further  con- 
sideration of  the  Eatimatea. 

Sis  £.  B£ED  (Oardiffj :  I  should  liks 
to  ask  what  opportunity  will  befumished 
to  the  Hoose  in  the  course  of  pro- 
cedure after  the  introduction  of  the  Bill, 
for  discussing  and  taking  the  sense  of 
the  House  upon  the   question   of  the 
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descriptioii  of  vmbsIs  to  b«  built?  The 
Freaoh  Qoremntent  is  boilding  fast 
'OmiBera  oorered  all  over  with  thin 
armour  to  keep  out  the  uev  melenite 
■hells.  In  the  Admiralt;  soheme  some 
of  the  60  oraisen  are  to  be  laid  down 
two  or  three  years  heooe,  and  not  one  of 
them  has  this  kind  of  protection.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  must  see 
that  an  opportnnily  ought  to  be  pro- 
vided for  discussing  and  taking  the 
opinion  of  the  Honse  apon  such  a  qaes- 
tion. 

LoXD  O.  HAMILTOX :  I  think  that 
the  questioD  is  one  whioh  can  bo  dis- 
oussed  either  on  the  Second  Beading  of, 
«r  in  Oommtttee  on,  the  Bill.  Although 
the  French  aro  bailding  one  or  two 
oruiaers,  there  is  onlv  one  covered  with 
thin  armour;  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cardiff  declares  that  such  in  a  better 
mode  of  protection  than  that  adopted  by 
the  Admiralty,  I  am  prepared  to  combat 
that  view.  Uodonbtealy  opportnaity 
■will  be  afforded  for  the  discussion  of  the 
question. 

Besolutions  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  Beoolutioa  whioli  wu 
n^n  the  4th  instant  reported  Irom  the  Com- 
mittee on  Naval  Defence,  sad  ma  then  agreed 
to  bythe  Uouae,  be  now  read  ; 

"That  it  ii  expedient  to  Ratbariie  (a)  the 
eipenditoreof  aiumiioCeiceeding£Sl,&(K),(K)0, 
for  the  purpose  of  buildiog,  armiuK,  equippinK, 
and  completing  for  sea  veisda  for  Her  MaJMt)'  a 
Navjr ;  of  thia  eipenditore  a  sum  not  exceeding 
410,000,000  to  be  isnied  oat  of  the  Coniolidatad 
Fund  in  the  Mven  pean  ending  on  the  3 1  at  day 
of  March  1896;  and  a  Bum  not  exceediog 
£Il,fiO0,0O0,  to  be  iaaued  out  of  monejs  pro- 
Tided  by  Parliament  for  Nsral  i^rvicea  daring 
llie  five  flnancial  yean  ending  on  the  31tt  day 
of  March  isg«." 

Ordered,  That  a  Bill  be  brought  in  upon  the 
aaid  Keaolutian,  and  upon  the  Raiolution*  this 
day  agreed  to  by  the  Houee :  aad  that  Mr. 
Courtney,  Mr.  William  Heory  Smith,  Ur. 
Obanoellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Lord  Qeone 
Hamilton,  aad  Sir  Hiohael  Hioka  Beach  do 
prepare  and  bringit  in. 

Bill  preaeated,  and  read  flnl  lime.  [Bill  ISe.] 

MOTIOy. 

tOCAL  GOVERNMENT  FOR  SCOTLAND. 
•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
BoBBaTBOH,  Buteshire)  moved  for  leave 
to  introduce  the  followiug  BIIU  :  —Bill 
to  amend  the  laws  relating  to  local 
government  in  Sootlaad ;  Bill  to  make 
supplamentary  provisions  for  amending 
the  laws  relating  to  local  government 
ia  Scotland ;    Bill  to  amend  the  laws ' 
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relating  to  the  election  of  Parochial 
Boards  in  Scotland  ;  and  Bill  to  amend 
the  procedure  in  regard  to  Private  Bills 
relating  to  Scotland.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said,— The  four 
BillB  which  stand  in  my  name  embody 
the  proposals  of  Her  Majesty's  GoveruT 
ment  regardiug  local  government  for 
Scotland  in  the  wider  sense  of  that 
term.  Before  closing,  I  shall  explain 
to  the  Honse  what  is  the  relation 
of  the  several  Bills,  and  what  are  the 
region  and  sonpe  of  each.  But  my 
main  purpose  ia  to  explain  the  measure 
of  whioh  each  is  a  part,  and,  accordingly, 
I  shall  venture  to  invite  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  whole 
of  the  Bills,  as  fomung  a  scheme  lot 
local  government  in  Gotland.  The 
matter  in  hand  is  large  and  detailed, 
and  I  shall  have,  I  fear,  to  make  a  large 
claim  upon  the  indulgence  and  patience 
of  the  House,  and  for  that  reason,  if  for 
no  other,  I  abstain  from  all  but  the 
fewest  general  observations  on  the 
importance  of  this  subject.  But  I 
think  that  the  statement  of  a  few 
principles  may  better  remind  the 
House  of  the  dificnlties  of  the  ques< 
tion,  and  also  of  the  spirit  in  which 
the  Gk}vemment  undertakes  to  deal  with 
it.  In  the  first  place,  I  hope  that  all  ia 
the  House  will  agree  that  a  satisfactory 
measure  of  local  government  for  Scotland 
must  be  distinotively  Scottish  in  its 
acceptance  of  characteristic  methods  of  ad- 
mi  nist  ration,  in  its  development  of  them, 
and,  if  necessary,  also  in  its  terminology. 
Secondly,  while  the  primary  object  of  nil 
such  measures  ia  good  administration,  yet 
itisright  as  largely  as  possible  to  apply  te 
local  government  that  popular  interest 
in  public  affairs  which  is  charseteriatio 
of  the  times.    Related  to  that  last  pro- 


problems  presented  by  the  existing  sys- 
tem of  rating  in  Scotch  counties,  in  view 
of  the  general  principle  that  the  ad- 
ministration and  rates  should  be  in  the 
hands  of  those  who  provide  them.  In 
the  next  place,  the  scheme  must  be 
one  applicable  to  the  whole  of  Scotland, 
and  it  must,  therefore,  be  fitted  to  stand 
the  strain  of  the  various  social  and  eco- 
nomic conditions  to  be  found  in  a 
country  which  extends  from  the  English 
border  to  the  farthest  Hebrides.  Lastly, 
I  think  all  will  agree  that,  however  am- 
bition might  prompt   in  the  opposite 
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diceotion,  the  schema,  while  oomprehen- 
■ire,  must  be  of  eaah  reasonable 
dimeasLons  that  it  oas  pass  thiongh 
Farliameat.  The  question  ia  Bometimes 
raised  whether  in  the  general  riew  of 
looal  eoremment  one  sbould  bagin 
with  the  larger  or  Bmaller  unit  or 
area  of  administration.  I  confess,  keep- 
ing eapeoially  in  view  the  propoaals 
with  wbioh  I  am  charged,  that  oomes  to 
be  muafa  more  a  c[ue8tion  of  rhetorical  or 
argumentative  arrangement.  But  my 
grounds  for  eajing  so  will  better  appear 
when  the  scheme  is  further  developed. 
I  propose  to  speak  first  of  the  govern- 
ment of  counties,  and  in  order  to  define 
that  word  I  muet  deal  in  the  first  place 
with  burghs.  I  apeak  of  burghs  rather 
for  the  purpose  of  clearing  the  ground 
of  a  eubjeot  with  which,  fortunately,  we 
do  not  require  to  deal.  The  Royal  and. 
Parliamentary  burghs  in  Scotland  are 
very  numerous  ;  some  are  large 
and  some  are  small.  But  each 
one  of  them  is  a  completely  equipped 
and  self-contained  mnnicipality.  The 
county  authorities  do  not  exercise  any 
jurisdiction  within  the  Boyal  and 
Farliamentary  burghs,  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  those  burghs  do  not  oontri- 
but*  to  the  county  rates.  Now,  I 
profess  to  a  predileotion  for  the  Royal 
and  Parliamentary  burghs  of  Scotland, 
which  I  believe  is  common  in  that 
country;  and  I  have  a  superstitious 
dread  of  raising  a  hand  against 
the  organization  of  those  homes  and 
centres  of  civic  life  in  Sootland. 
But,  viewing  the  matter  in  a  more 
utilitarian  and  rationalistic  spirit,  I 
cannot  help  thinking,  io  a  Bill  the 
object  of  which  is  to.  extend  Uunioipal 
institutions  in  Scotland,  it  would  be  a 
singular  beginning  to  pull  them  down 
where  they  already  exist  ;  and, 
accordingly,  we  propose  to  leave  the 
Boyal  and  Parliamentary  burghs  as 
they  stand,  subject  only  to  two  modifica- 
tions. At  present,  the  burghs  of  Scotland 
are  equipped  with  a  separate  and  inde- 
pendent police  force  where  they  have 
over  &,0d0  of  population;  and  it  has 
sometimes  been  a  matter  of  observation 
that  that  is  rather  too  small  an  area  to 
mainiua  a  farce,  and  that  the  general 
effloienc^  would  be  greater  if  the  forces 
were  attached  to  larger  areas.  That  is 
a  point  to  which  attentiou  was  recently 
directed.  It  will  be  in  the  recollection 
of  boa.  Qeatlemen  who  sat  on  the  Select 
Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Rohtrlton 


Oommittee  on  the  Bozghs  Police  and 
Health  Bill  that  the  oonolnsion  oom»  to 
was  that  it  wonld  be  better    to   xsise 
the  figure  &om  5,000  to  7,0nO,  and  t» 
fix  7,000  as  the  limit  at  which  the  sepa- 
rate   burgh    police   foroes    should    be 
mealed  in  the  county  police.       We  pro- 
pose to  carry  out  that  reoomcuendation. 
The  second  instance  of  deviation    from 
the  principle  I  have  stated  is  in  regard 
to  the  administration  of  the  Oonta^oos 
Diseases  (Animals)  Act.     There,  ttgeia, 
every  Royal  and  Parliamentary   burgh 
is  a  separate  Local  Authority,  and  thero- 
again   we  propose  that  they  should  be- 
merged  in  the  county  when  under  7,000. 
A  word  now  as  regards  what  are  called 
police  burghs.    They  are,  again,  subject 
to  these  two  modifications,  and  subjed 
to  the  limit  of  7,000  populatioa  whiw  I 
have   mentioned  ;    otherwise    we    leavo 
the  police  bnrghs  just  as    thej    are. 
They  will  retain  their  complete    inde- 
pendence and  autonomy.    Accordingly, 
I    port    with  this  branch   of  the    sub- 
ject by  saying  that  I  believe  we  shall 
fulfil  tbe  loudly- expressed  deeire  of  the 
burghs  in  Sootland,  and  I  think  I  may 
also  consult  the  general  convenieaca  u 
we    leave    them    in    the    full    enjoy- 
ment of  their  pristine  independence  and 
autonomy.     Tnat  leads  me  to  consider 
the  administratioo  to  be   provided  for 
the  counties  apart  from  the  towns.     I 
think  it  is  convenient  that  I  should  re- 
mind the  House  of  what  is  the  existiog 
administration  and  what  are  the  bodiev 
which  at  present  wield  power  in   the 
counties.      Speaking   roughly,  wa  may 
say    that  there  are  four  bodies  which 
require    to    be    mentioned — the    Oom- 
missionersofSupply,  the  Bead  Tr  usteesr 
the  Looal  Authorities  under  the  Oon- 
tagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act,  and  the 
Justices  of  the  Peace  exercising  those 
miscellaneous     administrative    {towers 
which  are  vested  in  them   by   Statute. 
I  desire   to  assure  the   House   at    the 
outaet   that    it   is   only  administrative 
functions  we  propose  to  meddle  with  ia 
the  government   of  the  counties.     The 
House  knows   that  for  the  peace  of  a 
county  the  Sheriff  is  reaponaible.     With 
him  rests  the  duty  of  maintaining  order, 
and  in  his  hands  are  the  use  ana  the  dis- 
position of  the  police  force,  which  is  pro- 
vided and  equipped  by  the  county  body. 
Accordingly,    it    is     with    a    complete 
reservation    of    these   judicial  powers, 
which  would  be   entirely  beyond  the 
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provinoe  of  any  Buoh  meorara,  that  I 
proceed  to  diaooM  t&e  changes  we  pro- 
poae  to  make.  The  OommiwionerB  of 
Hupplr  are  a  body  io  which  are  rested 
«oiuiderabla  and  variona  powers.  They 
«re  the  moat  important  body  in  the 
County,  and  ao  far  aa  admioistratiim  is 
coDoemed,  the  Justioee  of  the  Peace 
do  not  Bgare  nearly  bo  largely  among 
-them  as  they  do  in  England.  The 
Commiaaioners  of  Supply  consiat  of 
the  owners  of  property  only — the 
owners  of  land  of  £100  annual 
Talue  and  the  ownera  fit  houaes  of  £200 
.annual  valoe.  It  is  therefore  a  body 
^onaisting  entirely  of  landowners.  If  it 
be  aaid  that  that  is  an  anomaly,  it  muat 
be  bone  in  mind  at  the  aame  time  that 
ihare  ia  a  correlative  anomaly  in  the 
-rating,  beoanac  the  whole  county  ratea 
which  are  levied  by  the  Commisaionera 
-of  Supply  are  levied  on  owners  only. 
Aooordingly,  representation  and  rating 
have  gone  together  in  the  most  definite 
Andcompleteway,  with  this  one  exception. 
The  Oommiasionera  of  Supply  levy  their 
ratea  on  all  owners  of  property,  eren  on 
-those  under  £I00  value.  That  ia 
the  only  defect  or  anomaly  in 
liie  eyatem  known  as  representing 
Hie  oombinatton  of  reprsaentation 
And  rating.  I  will  mention  one  or 
two  of  the  leading  dutiea  of  the 
Ojmmianonefs  of  Supply,  They  are 
■charged  with  the  duty  oi  eqaipping  and 
mfuntainiog  the  police  force  in  the 
oounty,  but  it  would  be  an  error  to  aay 
-that  the  Oommiasionera  of  Supply  have 
all  the  functions  relating  to  police  which, 
at  first  sight,might  be  implied  from  that 
term.  They  rate  for  the  police ;  they 
maintain  the  police ;  but,  so  far  as  the 
management  of  the  police,  the  appoint- 
ing of  the  Chief  Constable,  suggeating  an 
alteration  in  the  numbers  of  the  force 
and  the  like,  are  conceraed,  the  f  auctions 
rest  not  with  the  Commiaaioners  of  Sup- 
ply, but  with  the  Police  Committee,  con- 
sisting of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  the 
Sheriff,  and  a  certain  number  of  elected 
■CommissiDnars  of  Supply  from  their  own 
body,  the  numbers  being  from  three  to 
15.  Another  important  duty  of  the 
^mmiasionera  is  in  regard  to  valuation, 
and  I  hope  that  my  hon.  Friends  behind 
me  will  not  otnect  to  my  saying  that  I 
ihink  that  the  Scottish  system  of  tbeValn- 
ation  Boll  is  one  which  has  points 
-on  which  oommendation  is  not  thrown 
away.    They  have  maintained  the  eyt- 
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temof  valuation,  they  have  also,  throu{^ 
a  Statutory  Committee,  the  duty  of  dis- 
poeing  of  appeals  against  veduations. 
Besidee  that,  they  have  duties  under 
the  Begistration  Act  and  under  the 
Lunacy  Acta,  and  they  hare  a  general 
charge  and  custody  of  public  buildings 
in  the  county.  Such,  then,  ia  the  firat 
and  moat  important  eziating  County 
Authority  in  Scotland,  the  Oommis- 
sionera  of  Supply.  I  now  oome  to  the 
Boad  Trustees.  There  is  no  distinction 
in  Scotland  as  to  main  roads  ;  the  whole 
of  the  roads  in  the  county  are  vested 
in  the  County  Boad  Trueteea  and  are 
subject  to  their  management.  This 
body  consists  of  the  Commisaionera  of 
Supply,  with  certain  elected  members 
who  are  choaen  by  the  ratepayers  in 
every  parish,  the  only  persons  not  voting 
at  those  elections  naturally  being  the  Oom- 
misaioners  of  Supply,  who  have  already  a 
seat  on  the  Board.  This  body  acta  through 
an  executive  body  called  the  Boad  Board, 
and  it  alao  divides  the  oonnty  into 
districts  managed  by  District  Boad 
Committeea.  A  half  of  theBoard  ieoom- 
poaed  of  Oommiasionera  of  Supply  and  a 
half  of  elected  members,  and,  as  you 
have  one-half  of  the  ratee  levied  on 
owners  of  property  and  a  half  on  occu- 
piers, the  principle  of  representatton 
with  rating  is  consistentiy  adhered  to. 
But  there  is  one  exception  to  that  rule 
of  rating  which  is  of  oonNderable  im- 
portance and  signifioanoa.  Many  of 
the  roads  in  Bootiand  are  charged  with 
debt ;  the  debt  on  new  works  ia  met  by 
rates,  levied  aolely  on  the  owners.  Here, 
therefore,  you  have  the  element  of 
capital  expenditure  falling  upon  owners 
only,  and  the  works  being  controlled  and 
ordered  by  those  who  pay  for  them. 
The  next  of  the  four  bodies  I  mentioned 
ia  the  Local  Authority  under  the 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals]  Act. 
That,  again,  is  composed  of  Commis- 
eioners  of  Supply  ana  of  representativea 
of  occupiers;  and  there,  again,  the 
rating  is  half  on  the  occupier  and  half 
on  the  owner,  and  representation  and 
rating  go  together.  With  regard  to  the 
fourth  body,  the  Justices  of  the  Peace, 
I  cannot  carry  the  illustration  Into  that 
region,  because  they  have  no  authority 
to  levy  rates.  The  general  result,  there- 
fore,  is,  aa  I  have  aaid,  that  la  all  oaaae 
representation  and  rating  at  present  go 
together.  There  ia  another  feature 
which  completely  distinguishes  the  case 
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of  Scotland  from  that  of  EDgland.  None 
of  the  count;  rating  falls  upon  ooonplwa 
only.  In  bu^hs,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  rule  is  the  other  way,  and  there,  ao- 
oordinf^ly,  you  have  the  ratapayera' 
franohiBe ;  you  have  household  suffrage, 
and  you  again  find  that  the  general 
principle  which  I  have  referred  to  as  of 
parallel  importance  is  systematically 
adhered  to.  That  is  the  state  of 
matters  with  which  we  have  to  deal, 
and  the  question  is,  what  is  best  to  be 
done,  or,  as  I  should  put  it,  how  can  we 
popularize  County  Ooremment,  and  at 
the  same  time  not  lose  sight  of  the 
wholesome  principle  that  those  who 
administer  and  control,  should  pay  ?  I 
do  not  suppose  that  it  will  be  possible  to 
frame  a  scheme  with  doetrinairt  preciee- 
oesa  harmonious  with  these  pnuciptes. 
The  best  you  can  do  ia  to  settle 
your  institution  in  such  a  way  that 
there  shall  be  an  adequate  and  effective 
recognition  of  the  principle.  The  House 
will  not  be  surprised  to  hear  that  we 
liave  begun  by  settins;  up  a  County 
Council.  It  is  pToposed  that  the  Chair- 
man of  the  new  County  Council  shall 
bear  the  time-honoured  name  of  the 
Convener  of  the  County.  As  to  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Council,  we  do  not  pro- 
pose to  have  a  separate  representation 
of  owners  or  a  separate  representation 
of  oconpierB.  All  will  be  elected  by  the 
aamo  constituency.  When  I  say  that  I 
do  not  refer  to  the  electoral  divisions, 
bat  to  the  quality  or  composition  of  the 
constituency.  We  do  not  pronoee  that 
there  shall  be  Aldermen.  I  base  that 
refusal  on  patriotic  grounds.  Aldermen 
we  know  not,  and  I  gather  that  there 
is  a  general  aoquiesoeuoe  in  the  negative 
flonoliuion.  There  is  an  apparent 
deviation  from  the  principle  that  the 
Council  shall  oonsiBt  solely  of  elected 
members.  This  is  a  matter  of  ex- 
pediency and  convenience.  We  sug- 
gest that  the  present  Convener  of  the 
county,  the  present  Chairman  of  theSoad 
Trustees,  and  the  Local  Authority,  and 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  shall  sit  in  the  first 
County  Council.  I  will  say  at  once  that 
this  is  not  suggested  as  a  balance  or 
check  upon  the  power  of  the  Council, 
but  merely  because  they  are  the  deposi- 
taries of  an  amount  of  experience  iu  the 
mauagetuent   of  county  affairs   which 


think  when  hon.  Oentlemen 
the  various  ciroumstancss  und^  whid 
the   County  Councils   are  startad    liut 
they  will  regard  this  as  a  vary   eoa- 
venient  proceediug.     It  is  on\j  &  ssg- 
gestion  for  the  more  efficient  starting 
of  the  Council,   and  it  is  not  msnt 
as  a  check  or  watch  upon  the  <^eE»- 
tionsof  the  new  Councils.     It  is  proposed 
that  the  constituency  to  elect  this  CSons- 
oil  shall  be  substantially,   thoa^   not 
formally,  the  same  as  in  the  baz^hs — 
that  is  to  say,  that  it  will   oonstst  of 
qualified  ratepayers,  including  women,     j 
and  also  Peers  who  are  disqualified  fraa 
voting   for  Members  of  the    H.oas»  of 
Commons,  but  who  ought  to  be,  by  uni- 
versal consent,  qualified  for  Toting  at 
suoh  elections.     Another  elemant  which 
requires  delicate  handling  Is  that  of  t^ 
service  &snchise  voters.     The   import- 
ance   of    this    body    is,    I      behevs, 
greater  in   Scotland  than  in  Kngland. 
The    question    is    how  to    enlist  their 
interest  in  local  public  affairs  when  they 
are  not  at  present  rated.      That    is  a 
very  serious  difficulty,  and  it  does  not 
seem  justifiable  to  throw  to  the  wind* 
the  principle  of  representation  and  rate- 
paying  together,  and  I  should  deprecate 
any  attempt  at  making  a  bargain  with 
any  class  by  saying,  "  We  give  you  the 
franchise,  but  saddle  you  with  a  local 
burden."    Itis,  therefore,  proposed  that 
any   qualified    service  franchise  holder 
may  daim  to  be  put  on  the  County  BoQ 
on  his  payment  of  thecountyrates.   The 
service  franchise  holder  would  merdy 
undertake  the  very  inconsiderable  burden 
represented  by  his  share  of  the  conntjr 
rates,  and  that  indebtedness  will  be  an 
evidence  of  the  sincerity  of  his  desire  t» 
participate  in  what  is,  to  a  large  extea^ 
a  matter  of  ratin{^.    The  coastituenoy 
that  I  have  deecrtbed  is  a  complet^y 
popular  constituency.     It  is  proposed  to 
transfer  totheCoouty  Couninl,  generally 
speaking,  the  powers  exsrinsed  by  the 
UommiBsioners    of    Supply,    the   £osd 
Trustees,  and  the  Looal  Authority,  the 
Contagious  Diseases  Act,  and  certain 
specified   statutory   powers  of  Justioes 
of  the   Peace,    not    including    lieens- 
ing.      I   am  sure    that   hon.    Qentb- 
men  who  know  Scotland  will  join  -nlk 
me  in  saying  that  the  Commissionsntf 
Sup]^  are  a  body  whose  oondiut  Igi 
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preferablemethodof  Bttaiiiiiigourobjeot. 
Id  the  first  place  we  propose  that  there 
should  be  a  judicial  asoertainment  of 
the  amount  of  rates  payable  bjr  owners 
only,  and  that  this  amount  shall  be 
eterotyped,  ae  the  amount  beyond  which 
burdens  shall  not  be  laid  upon  owners 
solely.  The  provision  is  that  after  the 
pBBBing  of  the  Act,  the  Sheriff  of  the 
Count;  shall  ascertain  and  determine 
what  has  been,  during  the  previous 
five  years,  the  STerage  amount  in  the 

found  of  each  rate  vhioh  is  payable 
y  owners  only ;  that  when  that  rate 
has  been  ascertained  that  rate  shall  as 
heretofore  be  payable  in  following 
years  by  owners  only,  and  shall  be  in- 
cluded in  the  owners'  consolidated  rate; 
but  where  the  rate  to  be  fixed  in 
future  years  exceeds  in  amount  such 
average  rate,  the  portion  of  the 
rate  exceeding  the  average  shall  fall 
into  the  general  public,  and  shall  be 
paid  by  owners  and  occupiers  equally. 
Accordingly,  the  House  will  perceive 
that  it  is  proposed  to  stereotype  the 
existing  burden  upon  owners  ouly.  But 
if  the  future  administration  of  the  new 
body  should  necessitate  an  inorease  of 
the  rates,  then  the  increment  ahall  fall 
upoa  owners  and  occupiers  eciually. 
Thatpro^sal  has  been  well  considered, 
and  I  think  that  it  will  be  found  to 
furnish,  at  all  events,  a  mitigation 
of  the  anomaly  which  I  have  etated,  and 
to  present  a  fair  guarantee  for  the 
zeoognition    of  the  equitable  doctrine 


cognized  distinction  between  capital 
expenditure,  and  that  capital  has  been 
treated  as  a  burden  falling  npoo- 
owners  ;  and,  accordingly,  in  that 
matter  the  voice  of  the  oitTier  alone  is 
heard.  That  is  in  the  case  of  new  roads, 
and  in  the  case  of  the  rating  required^ 
for  debts.  Well,  Sir,  that  is  an  example 
of  the  necessary  conditions  of  expendi- 
ture which  ought  not  to  be  tost 
sight  of,  and  what  ve  propose  to  do  no- 
regards  capital  expenditure  is  this.  We 
propose  that  works  involving  capital 
expenditure,  &nd  also  the  borrowing  of 
money,  which,  of  course,  is  annbligatiou' 
of  the  nature  of  capital — that  these  shall 
require  the  consent  of  a  Standing  Joint 
Committee,  which  shall  be  composed  of 
seven  County  Councillors  and  seven 
Commissioners  of  Supply,  the  Sheriff 
of  the  County  presiding  as  Chairman  or 
that  oompDsite  Committee.  I  have  al- 
ready indicated  that  there  are  preoe* 
dents  for  large  and  important  interests 
in  the  Counties  of  Scotland  being  regu- 
lated by  a  composite  Committee,  and 
that,  even  in  the  days  of  the  undisputed 
authority  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Supply,  we  have  had  something  of  the 
nature  of  a  composite  Committee. 
Here,  again,  we  purpose  that  this  same 
Joint  Standing  Committee,  whose  con- 
sent  is  necessary  to  expenditure  ooi 
capital  works,  or  for  borroning  money 
— that  that  Committee  should  be  th& 
Police  Committee  under  the  new  admin- 
istration. I  pause  here  to  remind  the 
House  of  what  must  not  be  lost  sight 
of  in  our  consideration  of  these  pro- 
posals, and  that  is  the  great  importance 
of  the  steady  and  continuous  administra- 
tion of  matters  relating  to  the  police 
which  the  Legislature  has  hitherto 
shown — I  do  not  say  out  of  distrust  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Supply  any  more 
than  we  are  now  showing  distrust  of 
County  CounoillorB ;  but  they  have 
shown  that  it  is  necessary  to  concen- 
trate the  administration  and  manage- 
ment of  this  delicate  matter  in  a  body 
that  is  representative  of  more  in- 
terests   than    one.      And    accordingly, 
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-the  transfer  ttom  the  Commiaoioiiers  of 
Stippl7  to  tho  County  Council,  aud  I 
tuiii  now  to  the  Boad  Trustees.  The 
Houie  ia  probably  aware — at  all  erenta 
hoD.  GentlemeD  representiog  Scottish 
.  constituenaiee  are  familiar  with  the  fact 
—that  there  is  a  General  Scad  Act  for 
fiootland  passed  in  1878.  There  are, 
iiowerer,  eleven  cauaties  which  have 
not  yet  been  brought  under  that  general 
Statute.  It  was  not  contemplated  when 
that  general  Statute  was  passed  that 
'those  oountiee  should  remain  outside 
the  general  system  for  more  than  a 
period  of  probation  ;  and  they  had 
^wers  of  electing  to  oome  in  under  the 
general  Road  Act  if  they  pleased.  Some 
of  them,  however,  have  stood  out  for 
^thia  considerable  time,  and  we  think — 
Jiow  especially,  when  county  administra- 
tion is  being  reorganiEed^— that  they 
•boold  be  gently  constrained  to  come 
into  the  exiatiog  system.  We  shall 
then  have  the  full  oomploment  of  fuoo- 
tions  and  duties  foi  the  County  Councils 
in  all  the  Scottish  counties,  and  ths  ad' 
miniatration  cf  the  roads  is  one  of  tht 
•most  important  Now,  Sir,  I  have 
already  mentioned  that,  while  the  roada 
in  a  county  and  the  power  of  rating 
a  county  are  vested  in  the  general  body 
of  county  Boad  Trustees,  the  manage- 
ment is  to  a  large  extent  vested  in  the 
Jiands  of  subordinate  bodies.  District 
Oommitt«es  are  constituted  in  each  of 
the  counties  of  Scotland  to  aupervize 
.and  administer  the  roads  in  their  dis- 
trict. I  think  my  hon.  Friends  repre- 
senting Scottish  counties  will  agree  that 
-that  system  has  worked  extremely  well 
— that  the  county  ia  too  large,  and  cer- 
-tainly  the  pariah  too  small,  to  enable 
■satisfactory  management,  unless  you 
-adopt  an  intermecuate  area ;  and,  ao- 
ooroingly,  we  propose  not  merely  that 
that  me^od — as  well  as,  I  may  say  in 
passiae,  the  whole  scheme  of  the  Soad 
Act — shall  not  merely  pass  into  the 
hands  of  the  new  body,  but  shall  con- 
tinue practically  ae  before.  But  we 
do  more.  We  have  In  the  District 
Boad  Oommittee  a  very  important 
example  and  lesson,  and  we  think 
that  this  is  an  occasion  on  which 
it  may  be  wall  to  reconstitute  the 
district  committee  ^and  to  add  to  its 
'duties.  It  haa  sometimes  been  pro- 
posed that  in  our  Scottish  system  we 
should  have  district  councils,  and  no 
4oubt  there  is  much  to  be  said  for  that. 
Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Sobtrtten 


But  one  of  the  oroae  onrranta  of  pablio 
opinion  in  Scotland  about  local  admini- 
stration in  Scotland,  which  taaa  sat  in 
■nrj  strongly,  is  a  great    aversion    to 
multiplied  Mections.     And,  aooordingly, 
I  think  that  the  Soottish  people  gene- 
rally  will  welcome  a  plan  whidi  enables 
matters  which  are  better  administered 
by  districts  than  either  by  coantiea  on 
the  one  hand,  or  parishes  on  the  other, 
to   be    put  into  the  charge  of  a  body 
which    you   have   got  ready   to    hand. 
Well,  Sir,  we  constitute  it  in  this  way. 
It  will  be  the  duty  of  the  County  Ooun- 
cil  to  divide  its  county  into  districts,  and 
I  should  think  probably  it  will  not  find 
much  difficulty  in  determining  distriota, 
because  they,  again,  are  already  at  band 
in  the  road  districts.     But  it  ia  in  their 
power,    and    they   must   consider    the 
general  convenience  of  administration, 
to  divide  the  county  into  distriota,  and 
in    the  matters   relegated   to    district 
management  the  district  committee  will 
be  constituted  thus.     It  will  contain  all 
the  members  of  the  County  Council  who 
sit  for  the  sleotoral  divisions  comprised 
within  the  district ;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  of  two  members  to  be  elected  by 
each  Parochial  Board  within  the  district. 
The  reason  why  we  propose  this  ohaage 
will,  I  think,  prove  satisfactory  to  the 
House.      I    have    hitherto    spoken    of 
transfers  of  powers  from  existing  county 
bodies  to    the  County  Council  and  its 
committees.      But  I  will  now  mention 
to  the  House  a  transfer  we  make  from 
another  quarter.     At  present  the  law 
relating  to  public  health  is  administered 
by  the  Parochial  Board  in  the  county  as 
the  local  authority,  and  judging  £rom 
the  opinions  of  those  oonoerned  in  the 
administration    in    all    its    regions,    I 
gather  that  that  administration  has  not 
been  completely  suocessfal.     I  believe 
that  in  many  parts  of  Scotland  the  Pub- 
lic Health  Act  is  liitle  better  than  a  dead 
letter,  and  it  is  most  desirable  that  some- 
thing should  be  done  to  add  strength 
and  vigour  to  the  administration  of  it. 
AccordiuKlyt  we  propose  to  direst  the 
Par cMhiaf  Board  of  its  powers  as  local 
authority  under  the  Public  Health  Act, 
and    to   transfer  those  powers  to  the 
Oounty  Council,  to  be  exercised  through 
the  District  Committees.     We  fix  and 
settle  the  functions  of  the  District  Com- 
mittees in  this  way,  that  we  make  thwa 
the  Statutory  Local  Authority  for  their 
districts;    and,  accordingly,    while  the 
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transfer  uader  the  Public  Health 
Act  is  from  the  Parochial  Board  to  the 
Count;  Oouaoil,  it  goes  direct,  and  is 
handed  down  for  administration  to  the 
District  Committees.  That,  I  think,  is 
not  an  unimportant  feature  in  this 
Boheme.  And  ne  take  advantage  of 
that  change  in  the  authorit;  of  dealing 
with  Public  Health  to  give  additional 
powers.  We  propose,  as  my  right  hon. 
I^iend  did  in  the  English  Bill,  that  a 
medical  officer  of  health  shall  be  ap- 

glinted  by  the  County  Council.  Each 
iatriut  Committee  vlll  necessarily,  in 
its  administration  of  the  existing  Public 
Health  Act,  hare  the  right  to  appoint 
its  Sanitary  Inspectors ;  and  we  are 
making  provisions  of  a  flexible  kind,  so 
that  County  Councils  and  District  Com- 
mittees may  combine  and  make  arrange- 
ments ao  as  to  utilize  and  economize 
the  strength  of  tba  sanitary  staff  at  the 

i'oint  disposal  of  both.  In  the  same  rs- 
ition,  I  may  point  out  that  we 
ha»o  given  power  to  the  County 
Councils  to  combine  by  joint  committees 
where  there  are  matters  of  common  con- 
cern. Therefore,  it  will  be  observed 
that  we  piece  together  and  link  together 
the  working  of  the  rarioua  authorities  I 
have  mentioned,  so  that  there  will  be  an 
economy  of  strength  and  that  common 
objects  may  be  attained  without  each 
going  about  it  separately.  Now,  I  will 
mention,  in  a  word,  certain  other  powers 
which  are  conferred  upon  the  County 
Councils.  They  will  have  power  to 
resolve  to  oppose  Private  Bills,  and  they 
will  have  power  to  make  certain  bye- 
laws  for  the  police  regulation  of  the 
county.  I  do  not  dwell  upon  these, 
because  I  am  sorry  to  say  I  nave  other 
matters  iu  band  which,  perhaps,  require 
more  serious  attention.  I  shall  briefly 
state  some  of  the  maohinery  by  which 
this  administration  is  to  be  set  agoing. 
And,  first  of  all,  with  regard  to  registra- 
tion. From  the  additions  to  the  con- 
atituency  which  I  bare  mentioned,  it  will 
be  obvious  to  hon.  Gentlemen  that  we 
cannot  act  simply  on  the  Parliamentary 
register — that  there  most  be  a  new 
register  tor,  those  persons  who  are 
brought  in,  and  are  not  now  on  the 
register.  Of  course,  that  involves  the 
preparation  of  another  register,  but  I 
think  when  the  details  are  examined 
it  will  be  found  that  that  is  not  a 
formidable  matter,  and  we  are  endeavour- 


the  additional  cost  veiy  small.  I  have 
mentioned  the  ways  by  which 
persons  whom  we  are  going  to 
entitle  to  vote  for  County  Councillors, 
and  who  are  unable  to  vote  for  Members 
of  Parliament,  are  to  be  brought  on  to 
the  register,  and  I  therefore  need  not 
dwell  on  the  machinery  for  effecting  the 
rights  WB  propose  to  confer.  Then  as 
regards  the  elections,  we  propose  that 
the  County  Council  shall  be  elected 
triennialty,  and  that  all  shall  go  out 
together.  We  propose  that  the 
Council  shall  be  divided  into  electoral 
divieions,  and  that  one  Councillor  shall 
sit  for  each  division — single- member 
divisions.  One  question  arises  as  to 
how  the  electoral  divisions  sball  be 
determined.  It  is,  of  course,  a  matter 
involving  a  great  deal  of  esaminatiou 
of  the  district  and  the  community  in  all 
its  various  bearings,  and  I  think  the 
more  satisfactory  way  for  the  ultimate 
division  is  by  a  Boundary  Commission. 
A  Boundary  Commission  will  command 
the  absolute  oonfldence  of  all  con- 
cerned ;  and  moreover,  there  is  work  for 
such  a  Commission  in  certain  other 
matters,  such  as  what  in  Scotland  is 
called  redding  the  boundaries  for  various 
jurisdictions.  But  then,  if  this  Bill 
passes  into  law,  there  must  be  temporary 
provision  for  the  division  of  the  counties, 
and  it  is  proposed  that  the  Secretary  for 
Hcotland  shall  determine  the  number 
of  members  for  each  County  Council, 
and  then  the  electoral  division  will 
he  drawn  by  the  Sheriffs.  I  think 
that  probably  is  the  method  which  will 
commend  itself  best  to  the  judgment  of 
those  who  are  acquainted  with,  I  do  not 
say  the  difficulties,  but  more  or  lea)*  the 
local  particulars.  Then,  as  to  the  quali- 
fication of  Councillors.  We  propose 
that  the  only  qualification  shall  be  that 
the  Councillor  elected  for  a  division  shall 
be  on  the  register  of  the  county.  I 
think  the  House  generally  will  approve 
of  that  measure  of  limitation  on  the 
choice  of  the  constituencies.  Then,  as 
regards  the  time  of  elections.  We  pro- 
pose the  election  of  Councils  should  be 
on  the  first  Tuesday  of  December  ;  that 
it  shall  be  generally  in  the  same  manner 
08  the  election  in  burghs  divided  into 
wards,  and  that  where  there  are 
burghs  forming  part  of  a  county 
(which  is  the  case  of  the  smaller 
burghs),     in     those     coses    the     eleo- 
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manioipal  election,  and  at  the  same  time 
as  tlia  munioipal  election.  Thia  will 
■are  the  worry  of  a  separate  election, 
and  will  alsg  save  a  certain  amount  of 
«xpenM.  Then  I  have  here  to 
make  a  dieclaimer,  and  I  probably 
shall  have  to  make  one  or  two 
more.  We  do  not  propose  to  deal  with 
the  corrupt  praciticss  at  such  eleotions, 
and  for  this  reason,  that  the  whole 
subject  of  corrupt  practices  at  elections 
flther  than  Parliamentary  eleotions  is  a 
large  one  of  itself,  and  I  think  it  would 
lie  inopportune  and  inconrenient  it,  in 
dealing  with  each  elective  body,  we 
were  to  treat  separately  the  question  of 
corrupt  practices,  which  should  form  a 
chapter  in  legislation  of  itself.  I  need 
faiUrdl;  bb;  thati  very  much  sympathize 
with  the  anxiety  which  some  of  the 
oonstituents  of  the  hon.  Uemher  for 
Dundee  feel  that  this  subject  should  as 
aoon  as  possible  be  developed  into  a 
satisfactory  oonclusion,  but  I  may  say 
that  this  is  only  an  iostanoe  of  the  very 
numerous  suggestions  which  hare  been 
made,  involving  our  taking  up  inci- 
dentally larve  subjects  of  legislation. 
We  have  had  other  plausible  and  excel- 
lent practical  suggestions  made  about 
the  simplification  of  the  collection  of 
rates.  We  have  also  had  other  sugges- 
tions of  a  very  much  larger  character, 
dut  I  am  sure  practical  men  must 
Tocogoize  that  it  ia  absolutely  hopeli 
merely  because  some  branch  of 
administration  comes  into  contact  with 
the  County  Oouncils  that,  therefore,  we 
are  to  follow  up  the  clue  and  redress 
the  whole  law  relating  to  that  subject. 
It  is  for  practical  reasons  quite  im- 
posnhle.  Accordingly,  I  express 
ihe  hope  that  in  the  discussions 
on  the  Bill  there  will  he  some  recollec- 
tion of  tiie  practical  limits  within  which 
the  Bill  must  be  confined  if  it  is  to  at- 
tain the  chief  end  of  a  Bill,  that  ia, 
passing  into  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
Now,  I  come  to  the  finance  of  the 
County  Councils,  and  I  may  say  generally 
-ttiat  we  transfer  all  properties  and  lia- 
bilities of  the  existing  Admiuisteriug 
bodies.  Therefore,  with  the  modification 
which  I  have  already  stated  as  to  rates, 
there  ia  a  wholesale  transfer  just  aa  it  is, 
of  the  system  of  rating,  and  also  of  the 
■whole  property  of  the  hodies  which  are 
■divested.  I  need  not  repeat  what  I 
Itave  already  stated  as  to  the  incidence 
of  rating.     It  remains  as  before.     But 
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we  think  we  can  do  something  in  th* 
way  of  improving  the  method  of  laying 
on  and  ooUeoting  the  rates,  and  wi^ont 
dwelling  on  the  subject  in  detail,  I  may 
say  that  we  consolidate  the  rates,  but  the 
demand  note  will  set  forth  the  various 
particulars  which  make  up  the  totaL 
Bat  it  will  be  a  consolidated  rate  which 
is  levied  on  owners  and  a  consolidated 
rate  which  is  levied  on  oooupiers.  In 
the  region  of  finanoe,  but  merely  as 
a  matter  of  machinery,  I  may  say  that 
it  is  proposed  that  there  shall  be  an 
annual  budget  setting  out  the  financial 
condition  of  the  oounty,  and  that  the 
budget   shall  have  its  due  measure  of 

fublioation  and  disoussion.  And  thea 
come  to  another  matter  which  is 
of  somewhat  general  importance. 
There  is  at  present  no  effective  audit 
of  accounts  in  any  local  body  in 
Scotland,  and  I  believe  there  is  a  general 
feeling  that  this  state  of  matters  ought 
not  to  oontinue.  One  of  the  questions 
is  how  to  provide  an  audit  which  shall 
meet  the  susceptibilities  of  persona  con- 
cerned and  at  tna  same  time  be  effective. 
I  think  there  will  be  no  objection  to 
county  auditors  being  appointed  by 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  and  their 
duties  will  mn  on  from  their  appoint- 
ment in  snob  a  way  that  there  shall  be 
a  publication  and  a  regnlar  audit  of 
accounts  and  a  power  of  surcharge. 
It  will  be  the  duty  of  the  audttorto  state 
any  case  of  surcharge  and  there  are 
provisions  made  for  putting  theresponsi- 
bility  on  the  proper  shoulders.  I  need 
not  deprecate  the  idea  that  that  is  an  in- 
vidious provision.  It  is  a  provision 
which  ought  to  belong  to  every 
business  establishqjent,  and  I  hope 
an  opportunity  may  be  found  for 
extending  some  such  system  to  other 
bodies  in  Bootiand.  Aa  to  the  officers  of 
the  County  Council  I  do  not  think 
much  difficulty  will  be  found. 
There  is  at  present  existing  in  each 
Scottish  county  a  Clerk  of  Supply,  and 
it  is  only  fair  to  the  gentlemen  who  fill 
that  office  to  say  that  they  are  admirable 
public  servants— in  all  cases,  I  believe, 
men  of  high  standing  and  character, 
versed  in  public  affairs,  and  very  well 
qualified  to  help  in  their  administration, 
we  propose  that  the  Clerk  of  Supply 
shall  become  the  County  Clerk,  hut  he 
necessarily  will  hold  office  at  the  plea> 
sure  of  the  County  Council.  It  will  be 
an  immense  advantage  to  the  County 
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yeu  1886*7,  whioh  waa  the  jeu  when 
tho  qneatioD  was  openod  for  England 
and  Scotland,  the  igures  are  these: — 
Roads,  £3«,000;  police,  £147,000; 
medioal  relislF,  £20,000 ;  pauper  luna- 
tio6,  £87,000— total  £389,000.  The 
Exchequer  sarrenders  looal  taxes  and 
licenoes,  £3J3,000,  which  it  the;  stood 
alone,  would  represent  a  gain  of 
£34,000.  Hon.  aentlemen  will  ob- 
serve that  this  bears  a  fair  relation  to  the 
gain  which  ensued  in  England  whan  the 
Eke  transfer  took  place.  Further  relief 
is  obtained  fW>m  theprobatedutj,  eleven- 
tentha  of  half  of  the  probate  dutj*  giving 
£234,000.  I  have  said  m;  figures  were 
given  as  regards  1886-7.  But  eincD 
then,  as  the  House  knows,  certain 
additional  grants  have  been  made  b;  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  the 
old  grants  have  in  the  interval  of  time 
grown.  Therefore,  in  the  current  year 
tlie  grants  distributed  are: — Roads, 
£70.000;  police  £156,000;  medical 
relief,  £20,000 ;  pauper  lunatics,  £90,000, 
giving  a  total  of  £335,000.  Besides 
that,  there  is  an  additional  grant  for 
pauper  lunatics  of  £1 5,000  ;  bouding-out 
children  and  deaf  mutes,  £6,000,  which 
gives  an  aggregate  of  £356,000.  The 
Probate  grant  is  £234,000  and  licences 
£323,000  giving  a  total  of  £557,000. 
We  propose  that  in  the  first  place  the 
l^nts  distributed  thislyear — and  this 
18  the  permanent  arrangement — shall  be 
continued  through  the  County  Councils 
and  Town  Councils.  That  amounts  to 
£356,000,  leaving  over  £201,000.  But 
there  comes  in  £30,UOU  which,  I  think 
there  is  general  agreement  should  go  to 
the  Highlands.  Taking  this  from 
the  £201,000  you  leave  a  sum  for  our 
disposal  after  the  Probate  duty  has  been 
met,  of  £171,000.  Now,  the  question 
is,  what  shall  be  done  with  that  7  I  think 
I  shall  state  a  proposition,  which  hardly 
admits  of  cavil,  if  I  said  it  ought  to  go 
to  burdens  falling  on  the  inhabitants 
of  the  eeveral  districts  to  be  benefited. 
If  the  principle  is  sound,  several 
methods  may  be  conceived  for  carrying 
it  ont.  The  simplest  of  all  is  to  apply 
it  to  the  rates,  but  that  cannot  be  re- 
garded as  the  only  method  of  effecting 
Uie  object.  It  is  merely,  perhaps,  the 
most  obvious,  and  it  was  the  one 
which  was  adapted  in  England.  But 
when  one  examines  a  little  more  closely 
into  the  history  of  the  application, 
in  Eng^d.  I  think  this  is  dear,  that  it 


Oounoil  to  have  these  able  and  trust- 
worthy officers  at  the  initiation  of  the 
administration.  All  existing  officers 
will  be  transferred  to  the  Coun^ 
'Gonncil.  There  will  be  provision  for 
compnisatinn  in  the  event  of  abolition 
of  offloe  or  loss  of  emoluments,  and  the 
County  Oounoil  will  be  masters  of  all 
Appointments  which  may  snbeeqaeutly 
be  made.  I  have  said  it  will  be  neoes- 
Mry  to  ap^int  a  Boundary  Commission. 
Their  duties  will  be  the  permanent 
settlement  of  electoral  divisions,  but  I 
dare  say  hon.  Hembers  are  aware  that 
in  many  oases  the  existing  bonndaries 
between  county  and  bur^h  are  very 
irrwilar,  '  and  these  irr^nlarities 
lead  to  considerable  inoonveaience. 
We  propose  that  there  shall  be  a  recti- 
fication where  that  is  convenient,  and 
accordingly  there  will  arise,  as  a 
oeoeesary  oonseqnence,  such  a  reotifioa- 
tion  of  groups  of  questions  probably 
admitting  of  an  amicable  solution,  but 
which,  if  allowed  todragout,  may  end 
in  litigation.  We  propose  that  the 
Boundary  Commission  snould  have  the 
duty  of  adjusting  questions  arising  in 
this  way.  I  thought  on  the  first  view 
of  it  that  this  would  not  be  so  compli- 
«ated  a  matter  as  it  lubseqnently  appears 
to  be ;  but  I  am  satisfied  that  the  most 
«xpedient  way  of  rectifying  and  express- 
ing  these  matters  is  by  this  machinery. 
We  have  provisions  in  this  Bill  for  cer- 
tain counties  which  stand  in  special 
oircumstaocee,  and  the  count;  which 
my  hon.  Friend  (Ur.  Hozier)  represents 
is  one  of  them.  I  do  not  think  that  I 
should  go  into  these  matters  which  are, 
after  alT,  more  or  less  of  looal  interest 
As  regards  Lanarkshire,  and  also  as 
Tegaru  other  counties,  the  proposals  of 
the  Qoremment  ate  put  in  the  Bill  as 
lepresenHog  what  they  understood  to 
be  the  general  convenience  of  those  oon- 
esmed ;  bnt  on  that  my  hnn.  Friend  will 
believe  me  we  are  most  williogto  hear  all 
that  may  be  said  by  way  of  modification, 
and  to  accept  any  suggestions  which 
may  be  made.  Now,  I  pass  to  a  ques- 
tion of  more  general  importance — the 
financial  relations  of  the  County  Councils 
.  to  the  Exchequer.  It  has  been  deter- 
mined that  certun  gnnte  in  aid 
of  local  batdeas  shall  ultimately 
cease,  and  these  are  the  grants  rdatine 
to  roads,  police,  medi(»l  relief,  and 
panper  Innatios.  Taking  their  amonnt, 
as  I  snppoee  it  is  fair  to  do,  for  the 
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land  popular  feeling  pointed  ont  the 
rfttea  ss  the  part  of  the  burden  of  the 
inhabitants  of  diatricta  which  preaaed 
moat  heavily  upon  them.  (Tnquestiou- 
ably  in  England  feeling  vsa  atrooffly 
decided  that  when  tbe  firat  opportunity 
came  of  applying  such  granta  aa  these 
for  the  benefit  of  looalities,  the  first 
claim  should  be  relief  of  rates.  Nov, 
when  I  tnm  to  Scotland,  I  find  it  im- 

eisible  to  say  that  the  same  strong 
ling  exists  there  about  rates.  In  the 
diaouasion  about  Local  Ooremment,  the 
lamentation  a  aboat  the  amount  and 
grieranoe  of  ratea  have  not  been  so 
acute  in  Scotland  aa  in  England. 
Another  aubjeot  has  been  adranced  as 
one  upon  which  Soottiah  intereat  and 
Boottian  sympathy  is  much  more  largely 
concentrated,  and  that  ia  the  payment 
of  school  fees.  I  have  said  that  in 
England  the  burden  which  waa  re- 
garded aa  entitled  to  priority  of  prefer- 
ence when  relief  was  to  be  obtained 
was  the  rates,  and  by  parity  of  reasoning, ' 
the  burden  fjiat  ought  to  be  relieved  in 
Scotland  ia  the  burden  imposed  by 
school  fees.  I  do  not  anggeat  that  the 
proposal  so  to  deal  with  thia  matter  is 
to  be  regarded  oa  acquitting  or  wiping 
out  any  claim  for  relief  for  local  taxation. 
What  we  hare  to  deal  with  ia  a  deaire 
in  Scotland  that  another  burden  than 
the  rates  should  be  first  dealt  with. 
When  one  turns  from  the  state  of  feeling 
to  the  popular  demand  and  the  reaaon 
of  the  thing,  it  ia  impossible  to  diapute 
the  legitimacy  of  auch  a  proposal.  The 
local  obligatioii  of  the  ratepayer  to  pay 
rates  restuts  from  the  imposition  upon 
him  of  a  apecifio  atatuory  duty.  Another 
Act  of  Parliament  compels  him  to  send 
hia  child  to  achool,  and,  unlssa  he  ia  to 
go  upon  the  ratea  himself,  that  virtually 
impoaea  therelativedutyof  payingschool 
fees.  Therefore,  even  if  we  are  in  search 
of  aburden,  brought  about  by  the  Legis- 
lature, I  cannot,  in  reason,  deny  that 
school  fees  are  a  burden  upon  those  who 
are  oompelled  to  send  their  children  to 
school.  If  that  view  were  carried  out,  the 
application  of  the  money  would  be  to 
tnoM  whose  children  are  at  school  by  rirt  ue 
ofoompulaion,  and  who  have  also  to  pay 
fees.  But  it  ia  impossible  to  employ 
any  teat  by  which  you  can  apply  the 
benefit  to  tne  oompulaory  element.  We 
must  take  aome  other  methods.     Before 
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paaaing  to  the  mode  which  aeema  to  b* 
the  fairest  and  moat  adequate,  I  should 
like  to  point  out  two  additional  coon- 
derationa  which  eustain  the  legitimacy 
of  this  mode  of  applying  thia  money. 
The  payment  of  fees  ooDiera  not  merely 
upon  the  parents,  but  on  the  inhabitants 
of  a  locality  pecuniary  benefits.  It  goes 
directly  in  relief  of  a  portion  of  the 
rates  in  thia  way — I  will  not  aay  a  large, 
but  a  considerable  extent,  and  in  thi» 
way.  To  a  proportion  of  the  children, 
who  pay  fees,  the  Parochial  Boards,  so 
j^  as  the  burden  ia  concerned,  atand  in 
keo  parentit,  and,  accordingly,  for  the 
fees  of  this  large  class  the  relief  will 
come  to  the  people  who  are  ratepayers. 
Anothercase  wheretheaame  diroctbenefit 
is  conferred  upon  the  ratepayers,  I  do 
not  represent  as  amounting  to  a  large 
item,  but  as  a  rery  striking  illustration. 
It  ia  known  that  in  some  parte  of  Scot- 
land achool  feee  hare  fallen  into  abey- 
ance. In  the  Western  Highlands,  there- 
is  a  mere  bagatelle  of  school  fees  paid 
in  some  parishes ;  in  others  absolutely 
none  at  all.  That  ii  done,  to  a  large- 
extent,  to  the  porerty  of  the  district.  I 
do  not  laud  or  commend  the  conduct  of 
the  School  Boards  in  suffering  that  state- 
of  things  to  exist  under  the  existing 
law ;  but  there  your  grant  will  go 
directly  to  the  Parochial  Board,  in  order 
to  meet  the  achool  fees  which  are  at 
present  not  exacted.  Accordingly,  the 
Uorernment  cannot  refuse  asaent  to  the 
proposal,  which  is  not  contraiy  to  prin- 
ciple, which  is  sustained  by  the  popular 
roice  of  that  part  of  the  country  to  he- 
benefited,  and  which  will,  undoubtedly, 
confer  very  considerable  practical  ad- 
rantages.  Then,  aa  to  how  this  is  best 
to  be  effected.  I  hope  there  will  be- 
unirersal  agreement  that  no  proposal 
to  relieve  parents  only  who  send  their 
children  to  Board  Schools  is  admissible. 
Tou  must  relieve  all  whose  children 
are  aent  to  achool,  whether  voluntary 
schools  or  School  Board  schools.  There- 
fore, I  think  we  are  abaolutalr  pre- 
cluded from  entertaining  the  idea  of 
handing  orer  this  money  for  administra- 
tion b^  School  Boards.  In  the  first 
place,  it  ia  not  right  that  the  parents  of 
ohildren  attending  the  Boara  schools 
alone  ahould  receive  benefit.  In  th» 
second  place,  it  would  be  a  most  inappro- 
priate and  moat  inridioua  hand  by  which 
to  paaa  along  the  benefit  to  the  other 
schools.    It  miut  go  through  the  Edn- 


joyCjOOgle 


1833  Local  OMtmmtnt 


j  April  8,  1889  [ 


nation  Departmuit.  I  tbmk  th«  House 
Tin  find  that  that  is  tlie  only  way,  the 
oal)'  channel,  by  which  thia  benefit  can 
be  equitably  and  oouTeniently  conrejed 
to  its  recipients.  There  is  another  re- 
-strictiin  apon  the  operation.  We  have 
onl;  about  £170,000,  aud  I  think  hon. 
Gentlemea  will  agree  that  that  would  be 
-taken  only  adequate  to  meet  a  certaiu 
amount  of  Bohool  fees.  At  the  same 
time,  it  will  meet  a  larre  amount.  I 
abstain  from  goings  into  details,  because 
1  hare  other  topics  to  dwell  upon,  and 
this  necevsarilj  is  a  matter  which  re- 
quires close  scrutiny  and  ezamioation. 
That  money,  administered  through  the 
Education  Department,  will  make  arery 
appreciable  relief  in  the  matter  of  those 
flohool  fees  which  belong  to  the  class  of 
elementarr,  and  that  is  where  the  cotn- 
ooleory  clause  is  in  harsh  operation. 
AccordiDgly,  I  have  stated  tlie  oon- 
elusion  which  has  been  come  to  by 
the  Government,  and  which  I  believe 
-will  jnve  satisfaction  to  Scotland  and  to 
-the  House.  I  am  hap^y  to  relieve  the 
House  from  the  consideration  of  the 
eubieot  covered  by  the  first  two  Bills  as 
to  tne  division  of  the  matter.  The  main 
provisions  are  in  the  first  Bill,  and  the 
second  Bill  contains  what  is  necessarily 
a  large  amount  of  supplementary  pro- 
-vision  or  machinery.  If  anyone  tries 
his  hand  at  the  preparation  of  a  Bill  of 
this  kind,  and  gives  it  four  legs  to  stand 
npon,  you  require  a  large  number  of 
auxiliary  clauses,  and  it  is  thought 
convenient  to  separate  the  portions  of 
the  Bill  which  belong  to  the  first  from 
the  parts  which  belong  to  the  second 
class.  Now,  I  turn  from  the  county  to 
the  parish.  We  propose  to  reform  the 
Parochial  Boards.  I  hope  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  will  not  be  disappointed  when 
T  say  that  we  cannot  undertake  to  deal 
in  this  Bill  with  the  School  Boards. 
There  you  have  a  strong  instance  of 
what  I  already  referred  to.  If  you  enter 
upon  that,  you  open  a  fresh  chapter  of 
legislation  upon  a  vast  and  far  reaching 
eubject.  Tea  have  the  subject  also 
eomplioated  by  the  existing  machinery 
.and  the  cumulative  vote ;  and  altogether 
that  opens  up  a  chapter  of  con- 
troversy and  rearrangement  which  would 
form  a  very  serious  practical  impediment 
to  legislation  on  tne  other  and  more 
urgent  matter.  If  the  Parochial 
Soards  of  Scotland  be  scrutinized 
from  a    doetrinairt    point  of    view — or 


the  point  of  view  of  theory — I  am  afraid 
that  they  are  not  very  defensible.  There 
are  burghal  and  non-burghal  parishes. 
In  burghal  parishes  there  are  seated  at 
the  Board  four  representatives  of  the 
Eirk  Session,  four  repreeentativeB  of 
the  Magistrates,  and  certain  number  of 
elected  Members — by  Statute  an  un- 
determinate  number,  but  determined  by 
the  Board  of  Supervision.  In  non- 
burghal  parishes,  which  are  the  vast 
majority,  the  position  is  this :  The  Eirk 
Session  is  represented  by  a  number 
somewhere  about  three,  and  the  Boyal 
burgh  within  the  parishes  is  entitled  to 
be  represented ;  and  then  you  have 
all  the  owners  of  land  if  over  £20  a 
year  value ;  and,  besides,  you  have 
Members  elected  hy  thq  ratepayers  other 
than  the  owners.  That,  however, doesnot 
complete  the  complexity  ofthe  machinery 
because  in  the  election  of  the  elected 
Members  the  ratepayers  have  a  plural 
vote.  That  is  determined  by  the  annual 
value  of  the  property  upon  which  the 
ratepayer  is  qualified  to  vote  as  occupier. 
A  man  may  be  so  fortunate  as  to  have 
six  votes,  while  others  have  but  one. 
One  startling  result  of  thia  system  occurs 
in  the  parish  of  Old  Machar,  in  the 
immediate  neighbourhood  of  Aberdeen. 
The  number  of  owners  of  £20  value 
who  sit  on  that  Parochial  Board  is  2,]  64. 
Now,  seeing  that  the  business  in  hand 
is  the  adminiatration  of  parochial  relief, 
I  think  it  will  be  agreed  that  to  invoke 
and  imply  2,164  Aberdoniana  is  a 
great  throwing  away  of  intellectual 
power.  It  is  easy  to  comment  on  the 
anomalies  of  that  system,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  I  think  that  any  one  who 
considers  the  invidious,  delicate,  and 
moat  important  duties  of  the  Parochial 
Board,  will  nut  set  lightly  to  work  in 
the  construction  of  a  Parochial  Board. 
It  is  all- important  that  the  administra- 
tion of  parochial  relief  should,  in  the 
interests  of  the  people,  be  in  firm  and 
steady  hands ;  ana  one  of  the  considera- 
tions which  must  be  looked  to  in  all  pro- 
posals for  electing  Parochial  Boards  is 
the  necessity  of  saving  the  people  and 
saving  the  Parochial  Boards  from  their 
being,  in  the  discharge  of  those  invidious 
and  delicate  duties,  under  pressure  of 
most  creditable  sentiment.  That,  I 
think,  the  House  generally  will 
agree  is'  an  abject  which  must 
be  held  steadily  in  view.  At  the 
same    time,     there    does    not  appear 
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to  be  Teasoa  for  andae  caution  in  tha 
coDBlruction  of  a  Board  of  this  Mad ; 
and  what  we  propose  is  thia,  that  the 
Dumber  of  the  Paroohial  Board  in  each 
oase  aball  be  determined  {aa  it  must  be 
determined  when  hon.  Oentlemen  think 
of  it)  with  regard  to  the  peculiar  popu- 
lation and  circumatances  of  each  pariah, 
by  the  Board  of  Supervision.  I  think 
the  Houee  will  agree  that  you  cannot 
lay  down  in  a  Statute  the  appropriats 
number  for  all  the  multitudinous 
paiishes  in  Scotland,  some  800  In  num- 
ber. Itmuat  be  left  to  some  central  Board 
and  the  Board  of  Supervision,  from  its 
being  in  touoh  with  all  the  Parochial 
Boards  in  Scotland,  is  the  body  upon 
which  naturally  that  duty  wiU  fall. 
Then,  how  are-  the  members  to  be 
elected  ?  Without  any  straining  after 
ingenuity,  one  tolerably  obrious  coursi) 
anaea  in  this  situation.  We  propose 
that  half  of  the  Parochial  Board  shall 
be  elected  by  owners,  and  the  other  half 
by  occupiers.  This  is  a  case  where  you 
have  a  rate  which  is  levied  half  on  the 
o»ner  and  half  on  the  occupier;  and, 
accordingly,  it  does  not  require  very 
great  ingenuity  to  arrive  at  the  conclu- 
sion that  that  ia  a  tolerably  fair  course 
to  adopt.  I  think  it  will  also 
be  found  that  that  will  bring  together 
various  elements  in  the  parish  which 
are  interested  in  the  subject.  There 
is  one  practical  difficulty  in  the  way 
of  working  out  that  system  which 
occurs  when  you  consider  the  number  of 
owners  in  some  of  the  parishes.  In  some 
the  number  is  very  small.  Some  parishes 
are  owned  by  one  proprietor,  and  in 
eome  others  there  are  tbe  most  exi- 
guous numbers.  That,  however,  does 
not  occur  is  so  many  that  it  need 
present  any  fatal  obstacle  in  the  way 
of  carrying  out  the  propoaal,  and  we 
leave  it  to  the  Board  of  Supervision  to 
determine  where  the  number  is  insuffi- 
cient to  procure  an  effective  election, 
and  in  that  case  the  Board  of  Super- 
vision are  to  make  up  the  owners'  naif 
of  the  Board.  They  are  to  do  so  by 
choosing  owners  or  occupiers  of  over 
£50  in  value,  or  other  fit  persons.  Tbe 
House  will  perceive  that  here  is  a  body 
in  which  you  have  no  political  objeata 
to  serve,  in  which  adminstration  of  the 
direst  kind — and  of  a  kind  which  re- 
quires firm  and  decided  action — is  all 
that  has  to  be  considered.  We  think 
it  for  the  Board  of  Supi 
Mr.  J.  l.B.  SoUrUw 
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equip  the  Paroohial  Board  ia  thosff 
comparatively  few  instances  where  tha 
ownmg  constituency  is  not  la^e  eooagh- 
to  equip  it  themselvea.  Then,  X  shoald 
add  that  we  propose  that  these  electians 
should  take  place  at  the  same  time  as 
the  elections  for  the  County  Go  unci  la, 
and  that  for  the  obvious  reason  o(aa.vin^ 
multiplicity  of  elections,   and   alao    ex- 

einae.  Then,  I  would  remind  the' 
ouse  that  thia  subject  ia  one  which  is 
closely  linked  to  our  scheme  for  the 
countiea,  because  these  Parochial  Boards, 
constituted  and  elected  in  the  way  I 
have  described,  are  tbe  Boards  iphich 
have  to  contribute  each  two  Members  to 
the  District  Committees,  which  form  the 
intermediate  organ  between  the  parish 
and  the  county.  I  have  now  oom- 
pleted  what  I  have  got  to  say  in  regfard 
to  the  Parochial  Boards  Bill,  and  T 
think  I  have  sufficiently  explained  its' 
objects.  Now  I  pass  to  another  sub- 
ject of  very  high  importance.  I  havff 
spoken  hitherto  of  affairs  appertaining 
to  counties,  to  burghs,  and  to  parishes. 
I  now  pass  to  a  wider  region,  because 
here  we  enter  the  province  of  Parlia- 
ment. But  it  is  to  be  observed  that  the- 
mattere  dealt  with  here,  as  in  the 
other  branches  of  this  subject,  are- 
distinctly  local ;  for  every  Private 
Bill,  such  as  we  are  ooncemed  with 
here,  aSects,  directly  and  primarily,  some 
Scottish  locality — it  may  be  a  oouoty, 
it  may  be  a  burgh,  it  may  even  be  at 
pariah.  And  accordingly  I  am  not  tres- 
passing out  of  the  region  we  assign  to 
ourselves  by  dealing  with  thia  particular 
aubjeoC.  Nobody  disputes — certainlyl 
am  not  here  to  suggest  a  doubt  of  tbe 
soundness  of  the  Constitution  Bule  whicb 
places  such  Private  Bills  within  the 
province  and  arbitrament  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  question  is  merely  aa  to- 
the  mode  of  conducting — the  method  by 
which  Parliament  shall  best  ascertain 
the  facts  which  will  enable  it  to  dispose- 
of  them.  And,  acoordingly,  in  our  pro- 
posals the  power  of  Parliament  remains 
intact.  Private  Bills  for  Scotland  will' 
come  into  Parliament;  will  be  read  at 
second  time,  if  Parliament  ao  judge,  la 
the  Houses  of  Parliament  as  before ;. 
but  when  the  t^eoond  Beading  stags  is- 
passed  then,  ipto  faeU,  by  force  of  our 
Act,  these  Bills  will  stand  transferred 
for  ascertainment  to  a  Scottish  Com- 
mission. They  will  be  reported  upon 
by  the  Commission  to  the  Houae  frona 


vhioh  the  refeienee  oomes,  and  with 
their  Beport  the  funotion  of  the  Gom- 
miasioD  in  the  matter  termiiiatea. 
The  matter  then  falls  bock  into 
the  hands  of  Parliament.  I  feel  that, 
in  speaking  upon  this  subjeot,  I  am 
trenching  on  a  province  to  whioh  one 
hon.  Member  has  established  a  peculiar 
claim.  The  subject  of  Frirate  Bill 
legislation  bas  largely  advanced  in  recent 
Tears,  and  it  has  reached,  owing  to  the 
Beport  of  the  Joint  Committee  of  the 
two  Houses  last  Session,  a  stage  in  the 
hiator;  of  publio  queetions  which  givea 
it  a  commanding  interest.  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  that  result  was  largely 
due  to  the  intelligent  and  persistent 
advocao;  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Fartick  Division  of  Lanark  (Ur. 
Craig  3ellar).  I  am  sure,  when  he  hears 
the  proposals  which  I  am  now  going  to 
make,  hia  generosity  and  public  spirit 
wOlmake  him  rejoice  at  the  further  step 
which  his  favourite  eubject  has  taken  ; 
bat  I  desire  to  the  full  to  ackuowledge 
how  largely  the  position  is  due  to  him- 
self. The  Joint  Committee  reported 
upon  the  question  of  Private  Bill  legis- 
lation aa  a  general  question  affecting  the 
Three  Kingdoms,  The  Bill  which  I  pro- 
pose relates  to  Scotland  only  ;  and  there 
is  a  certain  appropriateneaa  in  Scotland 
coming  first,  because  while  on  the  reaaon 
of  the  thing  the  Joint  Committee  were 
satiaGed  of  the  expediency  of  referring 
such  Bills  to  a  Commisaion,  yet  if  you 
turn  to  national  sentiment  and  national 
opinion,  it  must  be  allowed  that  the  case 
of  Scotland  is  much  atrocger  than  that 
of  the  other  parts  of  the  country.  In 
Scotland  there  has  come  to  be  of  recent 
years  a  general  concurrence  of  opinion 
upon  this  subject  among  those  who  are 
directly  affected  by  it.  Our  munici- 
palities, our  publio  Dodiee,  our  commer- 
cial bodies,  our  business  men,  are  all 
moat  strongly  in  favour  of  this  change. 
It  has  also  taken  hold — I  will  not  aay 
the  imagination,  but  the  reason,  of  the 
people  in  the  several  districts  in  Scotland 
in  a  way  which  entitles  it  to  our  fullest 
consideration ;  and  the  mode  in  which 
we  propose  to  deal  with  it,  I  think,  will 
ghow  tjiat  hazard  is  run  by  no  interest 
involved,  and  that  great  good  may  be 
done  in  the  way  of  nmpUcity  and 
economy.  We  propose  that  a  Oommis- 
•ion  shall  be  aptwinted  to  deal  with  auch 
Bills.  It  will  be  so  constituted 
that    each    inquiry  will  be   cooduoted 


by  one  Scottish  Judge  and  two 
appointed  Commissioners.  We  desire 
to  say  that  the  view  of  the  Oovemment 
is  that  it  is  specially  necessary  that  there 
should  be  a  blending  of  lay  and  public 
views  on  these  questions  upon  the  Com- 
nussion.  It  is  not  a  proposal  to  make  it 
alegal  question.  It  is  rather  a  proposal 
to  strengthen  the  body  which  invest!* 
gates  the  fact,  by  placing  at  its  head  a 
man  trained  in  the  ascettaiament  of 
facts,  and  one  who  is  likely  to  concen- 
trate the  attention  of  the  Commiasion 
upon  what  ia  really  relevant  matter. 
The  two  appointed  Commiaaioners  will 
be  selected  in  auch  a  way  aa  to  bring  the 
views  of  public  men,  men  of  affairt, 
men  of  buaineas,  intu  contact  with  the 
views  of  the  Judge.  Then  as  regards 
the  proceedings  of  the  Gommiaaion,  we 
propoae  that  they  shall  hold  their  sittings 
for  each  investigation  in  such  one  of 
the  several  principal  towns  in  Scotland 
as  ia  moat  convenient  for  the  locality 
involved.  It  is  not,  therefore,  to  ait 
solely  in  Edinburgh  or  Glasgow,  but 
is  to  go  to  whatever  centre  of  the 
country — using  the  word  centre  in  a 
very  wide  sense — as  is  moat  accessible 
for  those  who  are  concerned.  There  is 
another  provision  which  we  think  will 
be  useful  in  intioducing  a  formulated 
statement  of  local  option  to  the  notice 
of  the  tribunal  which  is  investigating 
the  facte.  We  prOT>ose  that  the  County 
Council,  or  Town  Council,  within  whose 
jurisdiction  are  the  mattere  involved  in 
a  Private  Bill,  shall  have  the  right,  or 
the  duty,  to  report  upon  the  measure, 
and,  accordingly,  the  Commission  will 
be  fumiahed  with  the  matured  views 
of  the  local  representatives  of  the 
district  of  the  county.  Here,  again,  I 
think  there  is  an  opportunity  for  linking 
the  various  parts  of  the  scheme  which 
have  been  submitted  to  the  House,  so  as 
to  show  that  it  is  practicable  and  ex- 
pedient to  bring  together  the  various 
subjects  which  pass  under  the  phrase 
Local  Government,  and  at  once  and  in 
one  view  to  pass  practical  legislation 
upon  it.  And  now  I  have  to  thank  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  as  well  as  my  hon. 
Friends,  far  the  extreme  patience  with 
which  they  have  listened  to  what  I  am 
afraid  has  been  a  somewhat  dry  and 
detailed  statement.  I  hope  I  have  pre- 
sented the  Bills  to  the  House  so  that 
they  are  understood.  I  invite  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  await  die  presentation  of 
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tha  Bille  in  type  before  oomiD^  to  any 
definite  ooncliuion  upon  their  merits. 
I  claim  for  these  Biiia  this :  I  think 
they  are  .oherent  &nd  lo^oal.  I  have 
already  said  that  I  deprecate  the 
treatment  of  this  subject  piecemeal. 
I  think  it  is  neceseiry,  in  order 
to  a  right  treatment  of  it,  that  it 
ehonld  be  thought  out  from  beginniug 
to  end.  Toumay  hare  plausible  sugges- 
tions, and  liberal  euggestionB,  and 
popular  suggestions  ;  but  if  yon  adopt 
them  in  one  part  without  thinking  of  the 
others,  they  will  land  you  in  irremedi- 
able confusion.  It  is  in  that  spirit,  and 
encouraged  by  the  kindneaa  &f  the 
House,  that  I  venture  to  make  a  further 
appeal  to  patient  consideration  of  the 
BiHa  I  have  presented.  I  think  they 
will  be  found  to  be  coherent.  I  go 
further.  I  think  they  will  be  found  to 
be  such  a  solution  of  those  questions  as 
would  be  arrived  at  by  men  divested  of 
Party  spirit,  and,  looking  at  this  subject 
from  the  point  of  view  of  social  welfare, 
I  think  it  will  be  found  when  those  sub- 
jects are  probed  that  there  is  no 
part  of  them  should  pass  into 
the  region  of  Party  politics.  On 
the  contrary,  there  are  vast  in- 
terest to  be  advanced  and  conserved  in 
"Which  we  have  all  a  common  interest. 
I  am  afraid  that  much  that  I  have  had 
to  treat  of  ia  prosaic  and  detailed,  and 
although  they  cannot  be  said  to  be 
trivial  matters,  some  of  them  are  small. 
Yet,  at  the  same  time,  the  aggregate  of 
these  matters  bulks  largely  in  the  civic 
life  of  a  country.  I  believe  if  meaauree 
of  this  sort  are  passed,  there  will  be  a 

auiokened  icterest  in  public  affairs  in 
le  various  localities  in  Scotland,  and  I 
believe  also  that  they  wiU  further  in- 
duce Scotsmen  to  pride  themselves  upsn 
what  is  the  highest  franchise  they 
posaeas,  that  they  are  the  masters,  along 
>rith  Englishmen  and  Irishmen  of  the 
British  Empire,  and  derive  from  the 
British  Parliament  their  laws. 
•Ma.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEHMAN 
(Stirling  Burghs] :  Sir,  I  imagine  that 
it  will  not  bo  the  desire  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers, and  indeed  it  would  not  be  possible 
even  if  they  did  desire  it,  to  enter  upon 
any  detailed  discussion  to-night  of  the 
measures  which  the  learned  Lord  has 
brought  before  them.  But  I  am  sure 
that  I  am  expressing  the  general  senti- 
ment of  the  House,  and  in  partioular 
the  opinion  of  my  hon.  Pnende  and 
Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Seh*rtw» 


right  hon.  Friends  near  me,  and  of  thoas 
aitting  on  this  side  of  the  Houae  who 
do  not  usually  associate  themselves  witlt 
theOovemment  and  the  Party  opposite, 
when  I  congratulate  the  learned  Lord 
upon  two  distinct  grounds — in  the  first 
place,  upon  the  exMedingly  clear,  lucid, 
andeffeotJTe  statement  which  hehasmada 
on  a  must  complicated  and  involved  aab- 

i'ect;  and,  in  the  eecond  place,  upon  hia 
.aving  been  the  spokesman  of  tha  Qo- 
vemment  in  introducing  the  measurea 
which  he  now  brings  forward — measurea 
BO  comprehensive  in  their  nature.  There 
was,  I  think,  some  danger  of  what  ia 
commonly  called  aLocalGovemmentBlll 
for  Scotland  being  framed,  which  would 
not  be  BO  comprehensive  as  we  now 
find  it  is.  We  all  know  that  last 
year  the  Local  Government  Bill  for 
England  dealt  only  with  the  superior 
government  of  oountiee,  and  that  the 
arrangement  and  the  mauhinery  of  the 
subordinate  areas  was  left  over  to 
a  more  convenient  aeasoo.  It  would 
have  been  a  great  mistake  bad 
this  example  been  followed  in  Scot- 
land, because  Oounty  Govern  ment 
in  Scotland — although  I  am  far  from 
underrating  the  importance  of  the  re- 
forms whioh  may  be  introduced— is  not 
of  such  immense  importance  as  to  excite 
the  great  intereat  it  did  in  the  ease 
of  England.  Butthe(}orernment  have 
very  wisely,  as  I  think,  determined  to 
include  the  reform  and  re- arrangement 
nf  the  subordinate  bodies  as  well. 
Now,  as  I  have  aaid,  this  is  not  the 
oocaaion  to  enter  upon  any  criticisms  of 
the  proposals  now  submitted  to  ua  on 
the  part  of  the  Govsrnment.  There  are, 
no  doubt,  many  parts  of  the  scheme,  as 
unfolded  to  us  oy  the  learned  Lord, 
which  will  excite  considerable  criticism— 
indeed,  some  opposition.  I  am  afiaid 
that,  although  he  has  gone  a  grieat 
length  in  lioeraliriag  the  whole  system 
of  Local  Government  in  Scotland,  there 
are  many  things  omitted  whieh  we  should 
have  liked  to  have  seen  dealt  with,  and 
they  will  be  matter  for  discussion  after- 
wards. I  would  mention  at  onoe  the 
fact  that  the  new  County  Council  is  not 
to  have  the  control  of  the  police,  and 
that  the  whole  question  of  uoensing  is 
to  be  removed  from  their  handa.  Tha 
learned  Lord  has  at  all  events  dealt, 
with  great  ingenuity,  with  ths  thorny 
question  which  arises  on  any  proposal 
^  this  sort — namely,  how  far  you  ean 
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reoonoile  ia  a  coaotrj  like  Sootl&nd  the 
msxim  of  t&x&tion  and  represeiitatloa 
going  together  ?  We  have  always  hsen 
Koauitomed  to  adhers  to  the  maxim  that 
-taxation  and  repreeentation  ahould  g^ 
together ;  but  it  is  rather  difflcnlt  when 
you  oome  to  invert  the  maxim,  and  say 
that  taxation  ehall  follow  representation . 
In  Sootland  that  ia  the  diffiouUy  expe- 
rienced by  anyone  who  aeeka  to  interfere 
with  the  present  arrangements  of  Oonnty 
^vemment.  The  learned  Lord  has 
dealt  with  that  part  of  the  auhjeot,  as 
I  say,  in  a  very  ingenious  manner,  and 
I  do  not  know  that  there  is  not  much 
4o  be  said  for  hie  praposal ;  but  if 
I  might  borrow  a  phrase  of  his  own, 
which  struck  me  as  an  admirable  phrase, 
as  a  means  of  oanveying  a  certain 
modified  opinion — I  should  say  "  it  has 
points  upon  which  commendation  is  not 
-thrown  away."  I  think,  if  I  go  bo 
far  as  that,  I  am  not  committing 
myself  to  an  entire  approval  of  the 
learned  Lord's  proposal  in  that  respect. 
A  great  number  of  the  Members  of  this 
House  will  have  heard  with  delight 
what  the  learned  Lord  said  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  relief  of  School  fees.  It 
must  be  something  in  the  nature  of  a 
triumph  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
{or  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter)  to  find, 
although,  perhaps,  not  according  to 
the  parcicnlar  method  which  he 
advocated,  that  the  principle  which 
be  baa  been  urging  so  strongly 
has  been  adopted  by  the  Clovernment. 
I  am  afraid,  however,  there  will  be 
■oonaiderable  resistance  to  the  proposal 
to  extend  further  the  assistance  given  to 
denomioatiiinal  schools.  But  that  is  a 
matter  which  I  leave  for  the  present. 
Then  I  come  to  another  oriticiem.  which 
I  think  the  learned  Lord  must  have  ex- 
pected. When  he  has  made  so  good 
and  so  homogeneous  a  constituency  for 
all  other  local  bodies,  why  does  he  fall 
back  in  the  case  of  the  Parochial  Boards 
npoQ  the  dirision  between  owners  and 
oooupiera?  It  is,  even  in  itaelf,  iocon- 
▼enient,  because  he  has  told  ua  that  he 
muat  devise  a  mode  of  introducing  the 
Board  of  ijuperviaion,  in  order  to 
fill  Dp  the  vuida  which  would  have 
been  created  in  Parochial  Boarda 
by  the  system  of  election  which  he  pro- 
T^sea.  The  fact  that  the  Parochial 
Boards  are  to  oontribute  each  of  them 
two  Hembetfl  to  the  District  Couucil, 
which  ia   to   be  the  chief  anthority  in 


other  matters,  besides  the  question  of 
Poor  Law,  makes  this  question  of  really 
great  importance.  I  say  nothing  of  the 
proposals  of  the  Gh>veniment  with  re- 
ference to  Private  Bill  legislation.  I  do 
not  see  why  it  was  introduced  into  the 
general  scheme,  but  when  it  comes  fully 
before  us,  we  will  give  it  all  the  oon- 
aideration  which  the  aubject  so  fully 
deserves.  I  do  not  wish  to  enter  into 
any  argument  upon  any  of  these  Bills, 
and  I  would  only  say  to  the  learned  Lord 
Advocate  that  he  and  his  colleagues  may 
depend  upon  receiving  from  this  side  of 
the  House  the  utmost  oo-operatioo  and 
the  manifestation  of  every  deaire  to  facili- 
tate the  great  taak  which  theGovemment 
have  undertaken.  We  fully  recogniEO, 
although  it  is  necessary  for  ua  to  point 
out  aome  of  the  details  upon  which  w» 
differ,  the  bold  and  comprehensive  spirit 
in  which  these  measures  have  been 
framed ;  and  I  can  assure  the  Govern- 
ment, aa  far  aa  I  am  concerned,  and  I 
am  aure  I  apeak  for  my  boa.  Frienda 
behind  me,  that  they  ahall  hare  our  beet' 
assistance  in  carrying  these  proposals 
into  effect  in  an  amended  form. 
*8iR  ARCHIBALD  CAMPBELL 
(Renlrewahire) ;  I  muat  congratulate 
my  Friends  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Lord  Advocate  on  the  way  in 
which  he  has  introduced  theee  Billa  to 
the  Houae,  which,  I  think,'  muat  also 
agree  with  me  in  congratulating  bim  oo 
the  Buoceas  he  has  achieved,  not  only 
because  of  the  manner  in  which  he  has 
introduced  the  Bills,  but  also  because  of 
the  matter  of  the  Billa  themselves, 
which,  I  think,  will  meet  the  desire  of 
those  who  wish  to  aee  Local  Govern- 
ment carried  on  on  a  broad,  drm,  and 
consiatent  basis  in  the  country  of  Scot- 
land. As  convener  uf  m^  country,  I 
muat  aay  that  we  feel  the  kind  worda  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  madeuae  of  when 
bespoke  of  the  Oommiaaionera  of  Supply, 
who  have  ere  now  done  great  and  good 
aerviae  in  that  position,  and  I  trust  that 
thoae  to  whom  we  shall  hand  over  ths 
authority  vested  in  us,  will  carry  out  the 
traditions  of  economy  which  we  have 
followed,  and  do  their  beat,  as  we  hare 
done  in  the  past,  to  discharge  their  doty- 
towards  our  country  and  our  conntiea. 
Then,  Sir,  I  muat  oongratulate  the  right 
hon.  Gendeman  on  the  manner  in  which 
he  haa  proposed  to  use  the  surplus  fund* 
that  have  oome  to  hand,  I  think  that 
when  that  is  flashed  by  tolegraph  to 
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Scotland,  it  vUl  o&n?  to  many  homes  in 
the  North  of  Sootlaad  ereat  satief  action, 
inasmiioh,  as  thq  relief  of  a  lai^e 
Dumber  of  ratepavers,  to  whom  relief 
vill  be  ^ven  b;  the  use  of  the  Burplns 
fands  and  probate  duty  will  be  very 
great  indeed.  There  are  large  numbers 
of  those  ratepayers  who  are  struggling 
on  the  veiy  verge  of  diffloult;,  and  to 
them  it  will  be  a  very  great  boon  indeed. 
I  am  sure  that  that  part  of  the  Bill  of 
the  right  hon.  GTentleman  will  be  re- 
eeived  with  great  pleasure  and  much 
satiafaction.  With  regard  to  other 
parts  of  the  Bill,  it  is  very  difficult  for 
UB  at  present  to  enter  into  their  dia- 
oussion,  and  I  will  not  attempt  to  do  so 
at  the  present  moment.  I  can  only 
hope  that  they  will  be  met  in  the  same 
spirit  that  has  been  evidenced  by  the 
right  hon. Gentleman  theMember  for  the 
8tirlingBurghs-(Mr.  Campbell  Banner- 
man)  and  that  ere  long  we  shall  be  able 
to  pass  into  law  a  Bill  that  will  be  a 
credit  to  the  Government  and  do  good 
to  the  country. 

*Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington):  We 
must  all,  I  think,  agree  with  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Stirling 
Burghs  in  the  opinion  that  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate  was  clear  and  distinct  in  every 
detail,  bo  clear  that  it  seems  to  me  to  carry 
-with  it  a  certain  disadvanlage  to  himseU 
— the  disadvantage  that  it  exposes  him 
to  comments  and  speeches  from  hon. 
Members  who  have  listened  to  it  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  who  feel  that 
they  are  almost  in  as  good  a  position  to 
meet  what  he  has  put  before  tbem  as  if 
they  bad  the  Bill  before  them.  There 
were,  however,  two  or  three  points 
Statement  which,  it  seems  to  me,  are  open 
to  a  certain  amount  of  criticism.  There 
was  a  phrase  whioh  the  Lord  Advouate 
repeated  more  than  once,  namely — that 
taxation  and  representation  ahould  go 
together.  That  is  an  ezcelleat  maxim 
in  so  far  as  it  means  that  your  represeu' 
tatioD  is  to  go  at  least  as  far  aa  your 
taxation.  In  the  first  place,  a  Bill  of 
this  kind  is  looked  on  with  great  anxiety 
in  aoountry  like  Scotland  because  of  the 
■  whioh    its    provisions 
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regard  to  administering  the  affe 
which  concam  them,  whether  they  aro 
taxed  and  rated  ur  not.  The  people,  rich 
and  poor,  are  oonoerned  in  matters  affect- 
ing their  eanitaiy  condition  and  efficient 
Local  Government  of  ever^  kind,  and 
you  ccuinot  limit  the  principle  of  that 
representation  or  of  that  reaponsi- 
biUty  which  exists  in  referenoe  tth 
these  things  by  merely  askiDg  the 
question  whether  rates  and  taxes  fall 
upon  the  people  conoemed.  In  saying 
this  I  go  at  onoB  to  what  seems  to  me 
the  most  serious  blot  on  the  proposal  of 
tlie  Lord  Advocate — I  allude  to  what  he 
said  as  to  the  aerrice  franchise.  He 
lys  it  is  to  be  provided  by  this 
ill  that  persons  in  occupation,  who 
are  only  nominally  rated,  shall  be  able 
to  get  themselves  put  upon  the  list  of 
ratepayers ;  and  they,  no  doubt,  when 
they  are  iu  service  will  enter  into  some 
arrangement  with  the  person  in  whose 
service  they  are.  He  conveyed  to  the 
House  that  they  will  possibly  put  them- 
selves in  some  better  position  for  getting 
the  benefit  of  the  franchise.  If  there  be 
any  analogy  between  what  has  taken 
place  in  England  and  what  is  to  take 
place  in  Scotland  under  this  Bill,  it  will 
not  have  the  least  effect  of  that  kind, 
because,  as  has  been  said  over  and  over 
again  with  referenoe  to  the  representa- 
tion uf  the  people,  that  where  the  occu- 
pation that  does  not  mean  physical  occu- 
pation but  a  mere  technicfil  occupation, 
like  that  of  a  servant  as  the  occupation 
of  his  master,  tbe  mere  rating  of  the 
servant  does  not  bring  him  within  the 
category  necessary  to  put  him  within  the 
law  aa  a  rated  occupier.  If  you  are  in 
earnest  about  the  service  franchise,  you 
must  provide  what  you  have  provided 
in  regard  to  Farliamentary  elections — 
that  not  a  technical,  but  a  physiosl, 
occupation,  and  an  occupation  of  a  much 
more  general  character  than  the  Lord 
Advocate  appears  to  contemplate,  shall 
give  the  right  to  vote.  Tou  must  make 
up  your  mind  between  two  vrinciples — 
whether  you  will  exclude  altogether 
a  substantial  part  of  the  service 
franchise  iu  reference  to  Local 
Government  in  Scotland,  or  whether 
may  exercise.  It  is  to  be  of  advantage  I  you  will  take  it  in  complete,  a* 
not  only  to  the  people  directly  affected,  would  be  necessary  if  you  were  to  ez- 
but  it  is  also  to  be  of  even  more  general  tend  the  full  benefit  of  the  service  fran- 
advautage  that  you  shall  impose  on  all  chise,  and  propose  an  efficient  measure 
the  citizens  of  the  country,  whatever  on  the  subject.  Unless  the  Lord  Advo- 
their  aitaation  in  life,  some  responsibility  cate  is  prepared  to  go  a  good  deal 
Rir      ttliha^   Campltil 
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further,  it  seema  to  me  that  his  proposal 
is  eintply  nng&tory .  It  may  be  that,  b; 
bringing  in  a  1arg;e  claaa  of  Toter*  of 
tiiis  kina,  70a  will  go  somewhat  bejonil 
the  principle  of  taxation  and  repre- 
sentation going  hand- in- hand  ;  but  I 
affirm  that,  nnless  you  take  the  step  I 
Buggeat,  you  will  not  pau  any  meaaure 
of  Local  Ooremment  for  Scotland  which 
will  either  be  eattsfaotory  to  hon.  Uem- 
bera  on  this  side  of  the  House  or  to  the 
people  of  Scotland.  Yon  will  not  ex- 
tend the  area  very  much  unless  yon  draw 
the  electire  area  sufficiently  wide  to  make 
it  coincide,  or  nearly  coincide,  with  the 
people  whose  interests  are  immediately 
concerned.  I  now  oome  to  a  plea- 
Banter  feature  of  the  Bill — namely,  that 
which  relates  to  District  Committees. 
This  is  certainly  better  than  what  is  in 
the  English  Act.  It  was  not  the  fault 
of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  (Hr. 
Bitchie)  that  in  the  English  Act  of  last 
year  District  Committees  were  not  dealt 
with  as  is  now  proposed  in  the  oase  of 
Sootland.  It  was,  I  believe,  originally 
contemplated  that  there  should  be  buoI 
District  Committees,  but  the  matter  was 
held  over  for  further  consideration, 
should  certainly  like  to  know  a  little 
more  clearly  before  coming  to  a  conolu- 
'sioQ  on  the  subject,  what  are  to  be  the 
functions  of  these  District  Committees, 
and  how  much  they  are  to  take  from  the 
functionsof  the  Parochial  Boards?  Thi 


this  will  only  be  understood  wlien  we  get 
the  Bill  and  critioixe  it.  I  shall  certainly 
listen  with  great  interest  to  what  are 
to  bo  the  functions  those  Diatriot  Oom- 
mitteea  are  to  exercise ;  because  it 
appears  to  me  that  unless  they  are  to 
take  over  a  number  of  those  functions 
which  the  Lord  Advocate  has  not  yet 
given  us  any  indication  of,  they  will 
not  satisfactorily  discharge  the  duties 
which  we  desire  to  see  carried  out- 
There  is  another  provision  whichltbink 
very  bad  in  spirit  —  that  is  the  two 
registers.  I  know  the  difficulties  of  the 
attempt  to  asaimilate  the  Parliamentary 
and  local  franchise.  I  know  it  baa  not 
been  done  in  England  yet,  but  I  know 
of  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be  done 
in  Sootland.  Surely,  when  we  are 
having  a  comprehensive  Bill  of  this 
kind,  it  wonid  have  been  in  the  power 
of  the  Government  to  have  made  the 
measure  still  more  comprehensive  by 
putting  the  two  registers  as  nearly  as 


as  possible  on  one  footing.  If  it~ 
be  said  that  the  Parliamentary  register 
would  not  inolade  all  that  it  is  intended 
to  bring  within  the  scope  of  the  Local' 
Government  register,  then  it  would  have- 
been  better  to  have  had  a  supplemental 
register  for  Local  Government  than  to- 
have  had  a  wholly  distinct  register,  with 
different  franchises  and  with  different 
ways  of  dealing  with  the  matter,  and 
which  can  only  lead  to  litigation,  con- 
fusion, and  expense.  I  say  nothing' 
about  licensing.  I  do  not  think  it  it 
altogether  to  the  advantage  of  those- 
who  desire  that  the  licensing  should  be- 
excluded  from  popular  local  con- 
trol, that  this  step  should  have  been 
taken,  because  the  exclusion  will 
only  lead  to  further  agitation  npon  the 
part  of  temperanoereformers  in  Scotland 
for  the  ooaatitation  of  separate  Boards, 
dealing  with  liscenses  on  a  separate  basi» 
from  that  of  the  general  Boards.  As- 
regards  the  Parochial  Boards,  which  is 
to  be  constituted  partly  of  owners  and 
partly  of  occupiers,  I  will  say  nothing 
more  than  has  been  said  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Uember  for  the  Stirling 
Burghs,  excepting  this,  that  it  doea 
seem  to  me  to  be  a  rather  retrograde 
atap,  when  you  have  already,  in  the  cas» 
of  the  County  Counotla,  got  over  those 
scruples,  not  to  put  the  Parochial  Boarda- 
on  the  same  basis  as  the  County  Coun- 
cils. As  to  the  provisions  with  regard- 
to  school  fees,  we  reoogoize  them  as  a- 
step  forward,  and  we  thank  the  Lord 
Advocate  for  having  gone  so  far.  Then 
there  is  another  proposition  which. 
seemed  to  me  to  be  a  curious  one, 
that  is  the  piopoeition  as  to  oapitaL 
expenditure  and  the  appointment  of  a - 
Jomt  Committee  of  Control  of  owners  - 
of  property  who  are  to  bear  the  inci- 
dence of  this  capital  expenditure  and  of 
the  representatives  of  the  ordinary 
electonu  body  in  the  country.  Sir,, 
what  would  be  said  in  Tjundon  if 
you  proposed  to  control  the  operations- 
of  the  County  Counoll  by  ooastttuting 
a  Joint  Committee  representing  partly 
the  owners  of  property  to  control  the- 
capital  eipendituref  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate would  sty  thai  the  most,  if  not  th4 
whole  of  those  rates  fall  upon  the- 
lera.  Yes,  but  the  rates  levied. 
London  on  the  ocoupiera,  not  ia- 
all  cases,  but  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten,, 
oome  out  of  the  rents  in  the  long  run- 
To  me  it  seems  that  to  prevent  the  per— 
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«oaB  who  represent  the  GaTsmmeat  ot 
ihe  conntiy  haviDg  control  of  tbe  capital 
4Zpeaditiire,  is  a  very  retrogTade  step. 
The  propoaala  with  regard  to  Prirate 
Bills  are  certainly  a  step  forward.  It 
10  right  that  the  ioqniry  should  take 
place  in  Scotland,  but  I  do  thinlc  that 
many  people  will  be  dieappointed  that 
there  ib  no  propoeition  in  this  Bill  for 
an  extension  of  the  ProTinonal  Order 
n^m.  I  do  not  want  the  details  of  these 
Bills  to  be  thrashed  oat  in  this  House, 
nor  will  I  be  considered  disrespectful 
when  I  say  that  ^ere  are  not  20  per 

-oent  of  the  Uembere  of  thia  House  who 

'  (tare,  or  will  ewer  care,  anything  about 
Scotch  Private  Bills.  The  details  of 
TriTateBillaoouldinthreecasesoutoffour 
be  settled  on  the  spot ;  and  I  do  think 
it  would  have  been  very  much  better  if 

ithe   Lord   Advocate    had    given    some 

'power  of  remitting  Provisional  Orders 
to  a  Gommissiou  sitting  dow  in  Scot- 
land, than  to  have  observed  a  proce- 
dure which  cannot  be  altogether  satis- 
factory,   and  must  lead   to   nesrlj    as 

.  great  expense  as  in  the  esse  under  the 
present  system,  simply  to  perceive  the 
nominal  control  which  Parliament 
exercises  over  Private  Bill  legislation. 
I  am  perfectly  certain  before mauyyeirs 
are  over,  we  shall  recognise  in  one  form 

'  or  another  the  principle  of  sending 
these  Private  fiills  to  Scotland  ta  be 
dealt  with  by  people  who  are  more 
competent   to   consider   them   than  we 

-  can  be.  Havinff  eaid  so  much,  I  wish 
to  join  in  what  I  am  sure  is  the  expres- 
sion of  satisfaction  on  this  side  of  the 
Bouse — though  we  shall  have  to  enforce 
these  points  of  critidsm  to  the  best  of 
our  ability — with  the  tborough-goinff 
and  comprehensive  set  of  Bills  which 
we  have  before  us.  It  will  be  our  duty, 
in  no  spirit  of  oarping  criticism,  to 
make    amendments,  but,    at    the  same 

-  time  to  accept  the  Bills  in  an  appreciative 
spirit  as  a   good    foundation   to   build 

Mu.  M.  STEWART  (Kirkcudbright- 
-sbire] :  Everybody  must  agree  that 
nnder  the  BiUa  a  great  advauce  will  he 
made  in  popular  government.  They 
deal  purely  with  Scotch  questions,  which 
they  settle  on  Scotch  lines  ;  and  they 
are  based  on  the  principle  of  extending 
-representative  and  popular  govoroinent 
in  Scotland.  There  are  one  or  two 
Ihiogs,  however,  which  I  T«gret  tn 
:£&d  are  not  inoludeed  in  the  scheme  of 
Mr.  SaliUiu 


Licensing  Question  is  left  aatouched. 
With  regard  to  Private  Bills,  the  most 
expensive  part  of  thn  businees  will  be 
d^t  with  in  Scotland,  where  the 
present  syatem  is  held  up  as  a  great 
grievance.  Private  proprietors  who 
are  anxious  to  benefit  the  districts  in 
which  they  live  often  find  their  ^ood 
intentions  thwarted  owing  to  the  great 
expense  which  would  be  incorred  in 
approaching  Parliament.  I  am  glad  to 
think  that  the  influence  of  the  Paro- 
chial Boards  will  be  strengthened  rather 
than  diminished.  There  haa  been  a 
strong  feeling  among  the  people  in 
favour  of  a  reform  of  this  kind,  and  one 
of  the  most  satisfactory  parts  of  the 
measure  will  be  the  proposal  to  aaust 
the  looal  rates  from  the  probate  du^. 
X  could  have  wished  that  the  Ghovem- 
ment  had  seen  their  way  to  contianing 
the  name  of  Commissioners  of  Supply, 
which  is  so  familiar  and  is  held  in 
general  favour.  The  economy  prac- 
tised in  the  Scotch  counties  will  contrast 
favourably  with  that  in  any  oooQty  in 
the  Kingdom,  and  my  own  county  is 
at  the  h^d  of  the  list.  Seeing  that  the 
asseasment  only  amounts  to  one  penny 
in  the  pound,  if  it  coatinues  at  that 
sum  we  are  not  likely  to  be  worse  off 
with  a  County  Council  than  we  have 
been  with  Commiesioners  of  Supply. 
I  thank  the  right  hun.  Gentleman  for 
his  very  explicit  statement  on  this  ab- 
struse subject,  and  I  would  express  a 
hope  that  the  House  will  see  its  wa; 
to  pass  the  Bills  into  law  at  an  earlj 
day. 

Me.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  I  do 
not  ft'opose  to  trouble  the  House  at  any 
length  upon  the  numerous  qneetioiii 
which  anss  from  the  clear  and  admir- 
able statement  of  the  Lord  Advocate, 
but  I  wish  to  say  a  word  or  two  upon  a 
question  in  which  I  take  a  special  in- 
terest— namely,  the  application  of  the 
Probate  Duty  in  Scotland.  I  heartily 
rejoice  that  the  Qovemment  have  aban- 
doned the  proposal  of  last  year  as  to  the 
application  of  the  duty.  The  proposal 
then  was  to  allocate  it  to  the  relief 
of  rates ;  but  such  an  allocatioa 
would  have  nven  no  relief  to  any  dasi 
of  people  in  Scotland.  I,  therefore,  ooq- 
gratulate  the  Qovernment  npon  having 
made  up  their  minds  to  atlooate  it  to 
thepurposeoffreeedncation.  Thereare, 
however,  one  ur  two  points  upon  which 
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*  I  think  the  House  wonld  be  glad  to 
have  more  epecifio  infomifttion.  Accord- 
I  ing  to  the  financial  statement  of  the  right 
'  hon.  Gentleman,  the  sum  of  abont 
:  £171,000  will  be  allocated  to  the  aboli- 
■  tion  of  Bobool  fees,  but  the  toheme  of  the 
;  right  hon.  Qentleman  will  fall  short  of 
:  the  required  amount  by  £130,000.  I  do 
:  not  quite  understand  whether  the  Oo- 
:  veniment  contemplate  the  application  of 
'  the  money  to  the  entire  abolition  of  the 
school  fees  or  to  their  reduction.  The 
figures  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  are 
open  to  some  criticism.  The  total  snm 
from  licences  in  Scotland  is  £323,000 ; 
and  against  that  there  are  to  be  pat 
the  Imperial  grants  which  are  with- 
drawn, including  £36,000  which  is  given 
to  the  roads,  beyond  what  was  given 
la  1B76-7,  and  which  creates  an  unfair 
distinction  between  the  counties  and  the 
bui^hs.  That  sum  I  claim  for  free 
education.  There  is  asum  of  £30,000  to 
be  given  for  the  Highlands,  but  as  the 
Government  have  not  informed  us  bow 
Te  are  to  spend  the  money,  I  can  ex- 
press no  opinion  upon  it.  I  do  not  see 
Thy  any  special  grant  should  be  given 
to  the  Highlands.  I  would  suggest  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
money  should  be  kept  in  baud  for  nine 
months;  we  should  then  have  a  nest  egg 
of  £170,000  or  £180,000,  and  if  we 
abolished  school  fees  in  1890  we 
should  have  that  sum  in  hand  to  make 
up  the  difference  between  £240,000 
and  the  eum  required  for  the 
complete  payment  of  school  fees. 
That  sum  would  be  quite  sufficient  to 
make  up  the  difference.  If  the  House 
sees  its  way  to  provide  without  anyfresh 
taxation  for  a  period  of  four  years,  we 
should  then  he  entitled  to  take  into 
GonsideratioQ  the  enormous  im- 
provement there  would  be  in  the 
average  attend  anoe  of  children 
in  the  schools,  and  the  consequent  in- 
crease which  we  should  have  from 
the  Government  grant,  an  improvement 
which,  judging  Arom  the  resulta  of  the 
abolition  of  school  fees  in  foreign 
countries,  I  cannot  put  at  less  than  10 
per  cent.  If  that  result  were  realised 
before  four  years  have  elapsed,  we 
should    be     earning     something     like 


be  so  infinitesimal  that  it  wonld 
not  make  any  material  addition 
to  the  rates.  I  trust  that  the 
Government  having  gone  so  far,  iai 
deference  to  the  almost  unanimous 
opinion  of  Scotland,  will  not  in  a 
niggardly  spirit  deal  with  the  details, 
but  will  giva  OS  much  money  as  may  be 
neceesa^  to  avoid  any  addition  to  thfr^ 
School  Board  rate.  I  think  the  term 
"denominational  sohocls"  is  unfortu- 
nate in  its  application  to  Scotland.  In 
Scotland  all  of  our  schools  sre  denomina- 
tional in  this  sense,  that  eveir  school, 
whether  Board  school,  Oathoho  school' 
or  Episcopalian  school,  teaches  Christie 
anity  and  the  shorter  Oateobism.  Th» 
distinction  is  not  between  denomina- 
tional and  undenominational  schools,  but 
between  those  managed  and  controlled 
by  popular  authority,  and  those  managed, 
and  controlled  by  private  individuals. 
The  tendency  of  the  Sobool  Boards  so 
far  has  been  to  absorb  the  denomina-- 
tional  schools,  but  another  and  more 
difficult  matter  has  been  the  63,000' 
children  who  are  Catholics.  I  do  not 
know  if  it  would  be  satisfactory  to  those 
who  belong  to  that  religion,  or  what  will 
be  the  view  taken  of  the  question  by  the 
people  of  Scotland ;  but  bearing  in  mini 
the  fact  that  all  the  Board  schools  are 
denominational  schools  in  the  sense  of 
teaching  religion,  if  the  Catholics  of 
Scotland  are  willing  to  put  their  schools 
under  Scbool  Board  control,  it  would  not 
be  unreasonable  that  some  provision 
should  be  made,  in  a  district  where  thera 
is  a  sufficient  number  of  Catholics  bv 
justify  it,  for  the  teaching  of  religion  by 
Catholic  teachers  just  as  in  other  dis- 
tricts the  Presbyterian  religion  is 
taught  now  by  Presbyterian  teachers.. 
That,  however,  is  merely  a  suggestion 
by  the  way.  Whatever  view  may  bfr 
taken  upon  the  thorny  question  of  r^ 
ligioue  education,  I  trust  that  on  neither 
side  of  the  House  will  anything  be  done- 
to  prevent  the  Government  from  carry- 
ing out  their  plan  in  whole  or  in  port. 
Before  I  sit  down  I  wish  to  say  a  word 
on  thequestion  of  Private  Biltlegislation^ 
Although  there  is  a  great  deal  to  be 
said  for  the  proposal  which  the  Lord 
Advocate  has  put  forward,  I  venture  to 
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they  will  find  that  Kboat  75  p«r  o«Bt  of 
it  ia  TftilwAy  l«giaIatioa  and  only  about 
20  pet  cent,  legistation  by  the  towns, 
Jburgbs,  Mid  other  public  uithoritieB. 
I  reoognize  the  gtiBnaoe  nndar  whiob 
'  oorpotatioas  en^r  under  the  preeent 
■yBtem,  but  the  true  direction  in  which 
tvfonn  ought  to  be  Bought  ia  so  to  im- 
-piove  the  general  legialaiion,  and  so  to 
increoae  £e  powen  of  muoicipalitiea 
and  public  authorities  that  tbeoccasiona 
will  be  rare  on  which  it  will  benecesury 
to  apply  for  any  PriTata  Bills  whatever. 
I  think  it  is  a  ff^t  mistake  to  en- 
courage  Prirate  Bill  legislation,  which 
after  all  ia  the  le^slation  of  privilege, 
and  I  believe  it  is  possible  to  avoid 
the  neoeaeity  of  applying  to  Parliament 
at  all.  With  respect  to  tbo  bearing 
of  the  eohenae  on  the  railway  companies, 
I  confess  that  I  sec  no  advantage  in  it 
either  to  them  or  to  the  pnbuc.  It 
-Menu  to  me  that  the  railway  system 
of  Beotlasd  is  so  interwoTsn  with  the 
railway  system  of  England  that  special 
legislation  for  Scotland  would  give  no 
Advantage,  nor  would  it  be  eoonomioal. 
If,  therefore,  the  companies  think  they 
■would  be  better  under  thepresentsystem, 
I  ahoold  be  prepared  to  support  their 
contention  in  that  respect.  It  ia  a 
curiona  fa<;t  that  the  only  part  of  the 
work  of  this  House  which,  by  universal 
consent,  iedone  well — namely,  the  work 
in  Committee  upetalrs—is  the  one  which 
the  Oovemment  are  going  to  take  away 
ftom  the  House  of  Commons  and  confer 
-on  a  tribunal,  small  in  number,  which 
will  be  apt  to  fall  into  a  narrow  and 
'professional  groove. 

*Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  (Clackmannan 
and  Kinross) :  Allow  me  to  add  my  con- 
^atulationa  to  those  which  have  already 
Deea  offered  to  the  Lord  Advocate  upon 
ihe  admirable  clearness  of  the  statement 
he  has  submitted,  and  aleo  for  the  oom- 
prehensive  spirit  in  nhiob  the  Bills 
iiave  been  prepared.  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  appropriate,  at  this  moment, 
to  enter  into  a  detailed  oritioism  of  the 
proposals  which  have  been  made.  We 
ahall  see  the  Bills  in  the  course  of  a  few 
days  and  will  then  have  an  opportunity 
of  oonridering  the  details  more  fully. 
There  are  points,  of  course,  which  will 
acquire  grave  oonaideration  in  the  later 
stages  of  the  Bills,  but  there  are  one  or 
two  matters  to  which  reference  has 
already  been  made  upon  which  I  should 
iike  to  eay  one  or  two  words.  The  first 
Jfr.  BM»t*r 


of  these  is  in  regard  to  the  manner  im 
which  the  oonbibntion  hitherto  made 
from  the  connty  rate  in  Sootland — the 
aaseasment  levied  by  the  Commiarioners 
of  Snpplyoii  owners — ought  to  be  dealt 
with,  for  I  am  not  entirely  satisfied  that 
the  iugenioBS  method  in  which  the  Lord 
Advocate  propoeee  to  deal  with  it 
is  altogether  me  from  objection.  The 
proposal  of  the  right  hrai.  Oentleman 
will,  in  my  opinion,  have  to  be  oarefoUy 
oonsidered  in  order  to  prevent  the 
stereo^ping  the  preeent  amount  of  that 
tax  upon  the  land  without  having  regard 
to  the  poaaible  future  inorease  in  the 
valne  of  the  land.  The  proposal,  as  I 
understand,  is  to  ascertain  the  present 
value  of  that  tax — to  leave  it  a  per- 
manent burden  upon  owners,  but  to 
divide  any  inorease  in  the  tax  equally 
between  owners  and  oooupiers,  thereby 
relieving  land  at  the  espouse  of  labour. 
Another  point  ia  the  proposal  to  keep  the 
Commiasionersof  Supply  in  life  for  one  or 
two  purposes  only,  and  to  provide  that 
all  capital  expenditure  shall  in  future 
in  countiea  be  dealt  with  by  a  body  oon- 
■isting  of  a  Standing  Committee  to  be 
made  up  of  seven  County  Oounoillors 
and  seven  Commissioners  of  Supply. 
That  is  a  proposition  to  deil  with  capital 
expenditure  in  a  very  exceptional  way. 
No  doubt  there  ia  the  precedent  of  the 
Bonds  and  Bridges  Act,  for  putting 
capital  expenditure  on  a  different 
footing  from  onrrent  expenditure, 
but,  as  far  as  I  know,  that  ia  the 
only  instanae  of  such  a  thing — it  stands 
alone.  It  ia  a  very  anomalous  mode 
of  treating  these  important  matters 
to  have  separate  tribunate  for  the  pur- 
pose of  dealing  with  capital  expenditure 
as  against  expenditure  which  is  not 
capital.  There  is  another  matter  which 
it  IS  propcwed  to  band  over  to  the  Joint 
Committee,  and  that  ia  the  control  of 
the  polioe.  There,  again,  it  appears  to 
me  that  very  oarefol  oonsideration  will 
be  needed,  because  we  know  that  the 
Burgh  Councils  have  hitherto  adminis- 
tered their  police  to  the  satisfaction  of 
all  concerned,  and  some  very  distinct 
cause  must  be  shown  why  the  County 
Councils  should  not  have  the  like  tnU 
power  of  managing  their  polioe.  And 
now  I  oome  to  the  question  of  the  serrioe 
franchise,  which  in  some  parts  of  the 
country  will  prove  a  very  important 
factor.  Take,  for  instanoe,  the  case  of 
the  great  mining  commuuitiee,  in  which 
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b;  far  the  Urger  proportioi)  ol  tlie 
number  of  Parliamentary  votera  vote  on 
-the  eerrice  fraaohise.  Surely  it  wonid 
foe  unfortunBte  if  the;  were  to  have  no 
power  of  taking  part  in  the  election  of 
Oounty  Oounons.  I  Iiope  the  House 
will  oaretally  coadder  this  matter,  for 
-it  does  not  aoem  to  me  to  be  at  all  dear 
that  the  Parliamentary  fraachiae  and 
-the  Oounty  Counall  franohise  should  aot 
be  the  satne.  I  will  say  nothing  aow 
with  regard  to  the  lioensing  questioii 
-beyond  that  I  am  sure  very  many  of  us 
areezceediDglydeairousthatthequestioti 
should  be  dealt  with  in  some  satisfaotory 
way  in  theae  Bills,  because  undoubtedly 
there  is  no  matter  which  is  mora 
-oloseiy  oonneoted  with  the  daily  life 
and  well-heing  of  a  community  than 
the  licensing  question.  But  I  will 
say  nothing  about  that,  as  we  are  told 
it  is  not  to  be  comprehended  in  this 
Bill.  There  is,  however,  the  point  as 
-to  the  Parochial  Boards.  It  seems  to 
me  that  there,  again,  it  is  exceedingly 
doubtful  whetiier  there  can  be  any 
sufficient  reason  given  for  the  restric- 
tive franchise  which  is  proposed.  If  I 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
atatement  aright,  it  was  to  the  effect 
that,  in  order  to  give  a  qualification  for 
a  seat  on  the  Parochial  Board,  a  person 
must  be  an  owner  or  an  occupier  of  not 
less  than  £50  assessment. 

•Mr.  J.  P.  B.  H0BERT80N :  In  the 
ordinary  oase,  one<half  of  the  Board 
will  be  elected  by  owners.  In  those 
parishes  in  which  the  owners  are  so  few 
in  nnmber  that  an  election  by  owners 
would  be  inappropriate,  the  Board  of 
-Supervision  will  nominate  that  half  of 
the  Board,  selecting  owners,  occupiers 
over  £50,  or  other  fit  persons. 

*Ma.  J.  B.  BALFOUR:  This  is 
certainly  a  very  sit^ulsr  mode  of  elect- 
ing such  a  body.  In  our  School  Board 
aystem  in  Scotland — a  body  which  has 
-certainly  to  perform  very  delicate  func- 
tions, and  to  administer  large  funds— 
the  members  are  elected  on  a  perfectly 
free  and  open  franchise.  It  seems  to  ms, 
therefore,  it  will  have  to  be  oaiefuUy 
considered  whether  it  would  not  be  wise 
and  just  to  give  a  franchise  for  the 
Parochial  Boards  similar  to  the  School 
Board  franchise — or,  at  any  rate,  to  the 
{joanty  Oounoil  franchise.  The  School 
Board  fcanohiae  is  limited  to  £40 
occupiers,  and  even  now  there  is  a 
atrong    feeling    that    that    restriction 


191 


far  Settland. 


should  be  removed.  I  am  ^lad  it  is 
proposed  to  deal  with  the  important 
subject  of  Private  Bill  legislation,  and  I 
hope  that  it  ia  not  proposed  to 
interfere  in  any  way  with  the  Pro- 
visional Order  system,  under  whioh 
local  iequiriee  are  now  conducted  satis- 
factorily at  a  cheap  mte.  I  con  assure 
the  Lord  Advocate  and  Her  Uajeat^s 
Government  that  the  Bills  will  receive 
fair  and  dispassionate  consideration  oq 
this  side  of  the  House,  and  that  there 
is  every  desire  that  they  may  pasa  into 
law  with  such  Amendments  as  may  be 
thought  right. 
*Mk.  D.  CBAWFOHD  (Lanark, 
X.E.) :  I  may,  I  ho^e,  join  in  the 
chorus  of  oongratulation  with  which 
the  House  has  received  these  Bills. 
Certainly,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
introdnoed  a  very  important  subject,  in 
a  manner  entirely  worthy  of  himself, 
and  in  a  manner  which  has  made  it  very 
much  more  easy  for  us  to  understand 
and  discuss  them  than  it  would  have 
been  if  he  had  not  displayed  this  great 
lucidityof  exposition.  Sir,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  said  this  was  a  subject  which  must 
be  dealtwithinaoomprehensive  manner. 
I  am  glad  he  has  so  accurately  stated  the 
principle  on  which  Bills  of  this  kind 
should  proceed,  and  if  I  vestured  to 
make  any  general  criticism  to  make 
on  the  scheme  whioh  has  been  put 
before    us,     it    would    be    that    that 

Sinciple  has  not  been  carried  to  its 
^cEd  conclusion,  and  that  we  might 
have  a  still  more  simple  and  compre- 
hensive plan  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  only  make  a  few  alterations  in  his 
scheme.  Sir,  I  think  it  is  mattor  for 
great  oongratulation,  in  the  first  place, 
tiiat  the  Government  bare  adopted  the 
principle  which  they  have  done  in  the 
election  and  constitution  of  the  Oonnty 
Councila,  and  that  in  spite  of  any 
temptation  to  the  oontrary  they 
have  unreservedly  adopted  a  popular 
franchise.  I  heartily  oongratulate  theok 
on  taking  a  step  from  whioh  beneficent 
oonsequenoea  muat  fiow.  But,  Sir,  I 
complain  that  the  principle  and  sim- 
plicity of  the  whole  plan  has  not  been 
tollowed  out  in  all  its  details,  and  I 
would  ask  the  House  for  a  moment  to 
look  at  the  mattor  in  this  way.  When 
we  are  talking  about  County  GFovem- 
ment,  we  refer  chiefly  to  the  spending  of 
the  rates  which  are  raised  in  the  conn- 
tiee.    That    ia   the  chief  business   of 
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eouDtf  admin istrKtion.  Nov,  it  is  worth 
while  for  the  Houte  to  bear  in  mind  that 
the  money  which  is  adminiatered  h;  the 
Commiuionera  of  Supply  at  present,  and 
theadmiQiatratioa  of  which  it  ispro^Bed 
to  transfer  to  the  new  County  Councils,  ia 
really  a  rery  small  portion  of  the  money 
raised ;  and  aooordingly  if  we  do  no  more 
than  transfer  to  County  Oounoils  elected 
on  a  popular  franchise  the  ratee  which 
the  Commtssioners  of  Supply  now  ad- 
minister, and  give  the  rest  to  other 
Boards  elected  on  an  imperfect  fran- 
ohise,  we  only  carry  out  the  system 
of  County  (Jovemment  reform  to  a 
limited  extent.  I  do  not  suppose 
that  the  rates  which  are  administered 
by  the  Commissioners  of  Supply  exceed 
more  than  14  or  IS  per  cent,  of 
the  oountT  rates,  and  therefore  I  am 
anxioUs  that  Ooveniment  should  con- 
Mder  whether  it  is  not  possible  not  only 
to  embrace  in  their  scheme  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Sapply,  but  also  to  ^PPl?  the 
same  franchise  to  the  Parochial  Boards 
by  whom  the  greatest  iunount  of  money 
in  the  county  is  raised ;  and,  further,  to 
draw  into  their  scheme  the  School 
Boards  which  raise  and  expend  a  con- 
siderable proportioii  of  money.  To 
pass  to  another  point,  there  can 
surely  be  no  reason  for  keeping  up  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply  for  special 
purposes  in  the  way  proposed  by  the 
Qovernment  for  chaoking  and  taking 
part  in  capital  expenditure  by  County 
Councils?  I  would  suggest  that  that 
part  of  the  Bill  could  be  easily  dropped ; 
it  ia  a  part  which  it  will  prove  exceed- 
ingly difficult  to  defend.  Let  us  assume 
for  a  moment  that-  the  proposal  is 
adopted,  that  the  present  amount  of 
rates  the  owners  pay  should  be  stereo- 
typed, and  all  future  additions  be  di- 
Tiaed — is  not  that  sufficient  security, 
without  providing  that  the  Commis- 
■iosars  of  Supply  should  be  joined 
with  the  Connty  Council  in  matters  of 
eapital  expeniUture?  If  the  capital 
expenditure  Involves  an  addition  to  the 
rates,  it  will  fall  equally  on  tbe  owners 
and  occupiers.  And,  again,  the  burgbs 
have  controlled  and  managed  their  poHoe 
in  so  satis&ctory  a  manner ;  surely  that 
■hould  encourage  the  Government  to 
entrust  the  adaunistration  of  the  force 
to  the  County  Councils.  What  the 
peopie  of  tJoothuid  desire  is  not  merely 
to  popularize  the  constitution  of  one 
■ingle  body  which  administers  only  a 
JS-.  D.  Crmeford 


small  portion  of  the  affairs  of  the  oounty, 
but  to  reform  tbe  whole  county  oonsii- 
tution  and  system  of  adminiatration 
from  top  to  bottom,  so  that  they  may 
be  put  into  harmony  and  form  a  sym- 
metrical whole.  County  Oouamls, 
Parochial  Boards,  and  lAstriot  Com- 
mittees should  all  stand  on  the  same- 
Franchise,  and  be  parts  of  a  syatematic 
and  organic  whole.  Local  administra- 
tion requires  three  groups  of  bodies  for 
parishes,  districts,  and  counties;  and  as 
Parochial  Boards  and  School  Boards  are 
recent  ureations,  it  would  be  ean  to 
make  any  necessary  change  in  their 
oonstitutions  for  the  purpose  of  adapting 
them  to  a  general  scheme.  There  is 
much  in  the  Bill  that  can  bo  welcomed  ; 
but  there  are  many  important  defects, 
which,  however,  may  be  easily  reme- 
died without  marring  in  any  degree  the 
symmetiT  of  the  whole. 

Ua.  CHILDER3  (Edinburgh,  8.): 
I  wish  to  add  my  share  to  the  congratu- 
lations to  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  on 
the  extremely  clear  way  in  which  he  ex- 
plained the  principles  of  his  Bills,  and 
on  the  manner  in  which  he  secured 
the  interest  of  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  for  an  hour  and  a  half.  I  am 
not  going  to  allude  to  any  subject 
dealt  with  by  other  speakers;  but  I 
desire  elucidation  on  one  point.  Th» 
principle  of  the  English  Bill  was  that 
the  county  franchise  should  be  assimi- 
lated to  the  municipal  franohiss,  and  the 
Lord  Advocate  proiposes,  on  the  whole, 
to  fallow  that  priocipla;  but  he  makes 
one  somewhat  essential  departure  &om 
it  in  giving  to  the  service  franchise  voter 
who  has  no  vote  in  a  borough  th« 
privilege  of  becoming  a  county  voter 
under  certain  oonditions.  The  important 
question  arises  whether  the  same  privi- 
lege will  be  given  to  the  service  fran- 
chise voters  in  boroughs,  and,  if  so, 
whether  it  will  not  follow  that  the  lodgers 
in  boroughs,  a  much  more  nnmerous 
and  important  class  than  the  service 
franchise  bolder,  must  not  also  be  put  on 
the  municipal  list.  If  so,  I  shall  appeal  to 
theright  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Qovemmeut  Board  to  know  if 
he  is  prepared  to  copy  in  England  the 
amended  provisions  of  the  Scotch  mea- 
sure? This  raises  a  aerious  Constitu- 
tional question,  and  the  House  will  be 
glad  of  an  answer  from  both  Uinisters. 
»Mb.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith).- 
The  very  admirable  speech — which  was 
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appredatod  on  thii  ride  of  tbe  Hoiue  nc 
loM  th&n  on  the  other — of  my  right  hon. 
lUesd  the  Lord  Advooate  aoquired 
addittonal  interect  not  only  fiom  the 
indication  it  gave  of  the  attitude  of  the 
Ooremment  towards  the  reform  of  local 
goTemment  in  Bootland,  btit  from  the 
term  and  Inminons  aamnuuyof  the  ' 
history  of  local  goremment  in  Scoti 
with  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
prefaced  his  remarka.  Aa  a  Oommis- 
aioner  of  Supply,  I  can  only  say  that  it 
I  had  any  regret  that  my  dutiea  are 
deoeased,  it  wonld  be  that  I  am  ao 
much  better  qualified  to  perform  them 
thaa  I  ever  was  before.  The  Lord 
Adtooate  has  apoken  of  the  baais 
of  his  aoheme  as  if  it  muat  be  exeep- 
tionally  Scotch.  I  hope  he  will 
follow  np  that  admirable  train  of 
reasoning,  and  agree  at  a  later 
stage  to  allow  the  Bills  to  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Oommittee  of  Sootoh  Mem- 
bers. I  do  not  think  that  English  Uem- 
ben  who  hare  to  liatea  to  the  debates 
on  these  Bills  are  likely  to  be  more  ia- 
tereated  in  them  than  I  was  in  tlu 
English  Local  Government  Bill  of  last 
Beasion,  and  I  believe  a  Committee  of 
Scotch  Uembera  wonld  be  the  natural 
outcome  of  the  rifht  lion.  Gentleman'e 
■speech  ;  indeed,  with  a  little  more  atten- 
tion paid  to  the  sentiment  of  national 
feeling,  I  have  no  doubt  we  should  soon 
«ee  a  great  improTemeut  in  the  conduct 
of  8o<rtoh  affaire.  As  to  the  area*  of 
local  government  mentioned  in  the  Bill, 
go  for  as  burghs  are  oonoemed.  some  of 
the  smaller  ones  ought  to  be  merged 
into  the  larger  areas,  because  they  have 
populations  which,  in  many  instances, 
«an  only  be  compared  with  that  of  Old 
Sarum.  In  one  or  two  cases,  such  as  the 
Bebrides,  special  provision  must  be 
made,  because  it  wonld  be  unreasonable 
to  expect  repreeentativea  to  go  from  the 
fiebrides  to  their  oonn^  town.  Oom- 
jniasioners  of  Supply  have,  no  doubt,  dis- 
«harged  their  dutiea  well ;  bnt,  as  they 
are  going  to  disappear  partially,  it  is  a 
sit;  they  do  not  aisappear  altogether. 
The  purposes  for  which  they  are  to  sur- 
vive will  scarcely  bear  examination. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  in  eome  oountiee 
some  means  of  safeguarding  the  finances 
and  the  effloiency  of  the  police  feroe 
night  be  found  van  desirable ;  and,  if 
ttiat  be  ao,  I  think  were  might  be  eome 
provision  similar  to  that  in  the  English 
Bill,  restraining  the  Oonnty  Goaneils 
VOL.  OOOXXXIV.    [tbibd  sum.] 


from  running  into  excessive  debt.  I  do 
not,  however,  wish  to  go  into  details  at 
this  stage  of  the  disousuon.  Aa  to  the 
officials  which  it  ia  proposed  to  leave  in 
the  first  County  Council  elected  under 
the  new  franchise,  I  do  not  know  that 
there  is  a  great  deal  tn  that,  but  I  think 
it  may  just  as  well  be  left  out.  If  they 
are  good  men  they  will  be  returned  on 
thst  account,  and  t  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  have  trusted  to  the 
common  sense  of  the  electors  in  the  mat- 
ter. It  is  not  a  necessary  provision  of 
the  Bill,  and  it  might  arouse  a  certain 
amount  of  hostile  popular  feeling.  Bnt 
the  really  important  point  as  to 
the  election  of  the  County  Oouncils 
is  the  adoption  of  the  service  franchise. 
I  understand  the  Lord  Advocate  wishes 
to  encourage  farm  servants  and  others 
to  take  part  in  local  affairs.  No  doubt 
we  ought  to  exert  every  means  in  our 
power  to  secure  the  development  of  local 
aelf-govemment  in  Scotland,  and  to  ac- 
custom people  in  the  country  districts 
to  manage  their  own  affairs.  But  I 
would  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Parochial  Boards  are  really  the 
only  bodies  on  which  farm  servants  and 
people  in  a  small  way  of  business  can 
be  expected  to  ait  in  oraer  to  take  a  part 
in  county  affurs;  and  if  we  desire  to 
secure  the  good  which  may  be  derived 
&om  local  government  as  an  educational 
system,  we  ought  to  press  for  the  widest 
posrible  extension  of  the  franchise. 
What  we  really  want  is  the  Parlia- 
mentary franchise.  The  franchise  ehould 
be  the  same  for  every  kind  of  public 
body  that  is  elected,  either  for  imperial 
or  for  local  purposes.  There  are  many 
matters  oonnectod  with  the  franchise 
which  are  of  goeat  interest ;  for  example, 
there  is  the  question  whether  women 
will  be  capable  of  sitting  on  the  Scotch 
County  Councils.  I  am  sorry.  Sir,  that 
some  means  have  not  been  taken  for  deal- 
ing with  the  licensing  question.  I  had 
hoped  that,  utherinthis  Bill  or  by  some 
other  Bill,  the  people  of  Scotland  would 
have  been  given  the  control  of  their 
licensing  system.  Justices  of  the  Peace 
might  be  equally  well  swept  away  in 
Scotland  as  the  Commissioners  of  Supply. 
I,  indeed,  think  it  is  absolutely  neoes- 
sary  to  find  some  other  system  by  which 
the  licensing  system  may  be  regnlatad. 
The  only  other  specific  point  to  which  I 
wish  to  allude  has  reference  to  the  School 
Boards.  Now  t  am  exceedingly  sorry 
8T 
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the  right  hon.  Genttemui  has  not  Been  i  c&te  cKnnot  hide  from  hiooseU  the  fact 
hie  wa;  to  merge  soma  of  tbeae  Boards,    that  there  isia  all  parteof  the  Houaewtis- 
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Boardaia  eitremely  unsatisfaotorj.  The 
right  boa.  Gentleman  has  spoken  of  the 
disadTantageB  of  continual  elections, 
bat  if  he  bad  seen  bis  va;  to  merge 
these  Boards  he  would  haTO  done  away 
with  the  neoeaeitf  of  multiplied  elections, 
and  eimpUGed  matters  considerably.  I 
do  not  think  it  wonld  have  been  a 
Tory  great  chapter  to  bare  undertaken. 
The  cumulative  rota  is  not  one  that  is 
appreciated  in  Scotland,  and  one  wbiob 
will  bare  to  go  before  long  in  any  case. 
I  am  delighted  that,  upon  the  educa- 
tional question,  the  Lord  Advocate  baa, 
to  a  limited  extent,  declared  himself 
virtually  to  be  in  favour  of  free  educa- 
tion. I  hope  that,  in  many  wa^s,  the 
system  of  Private  Bill  legislabon,  to 
which  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Oen- 
tieman  has  referred,  will  remain  as 
complete  as  possible.  We  cannot  give 
too  much  local  ppw^'  in  dealing  with 
purely  Private  Bills,  because  there  is 
no  matter  in  which  the  people  of  Scot- 
land are  more  interested,  in  which  they 
stimulate  the  zeal  of  their  Bepresenta- 
tives  more  keenly,  than  the  nuisance 
and  ruinous  ezpenae  of  Private  Bill 
legislation.  In  conclusion,  I  have  only 
to  say  that  we,  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
will  give  the  most  loyal  support  to  the 
right  bon.  and  learned  Qentleman  ii 
the  conduct  of  bis  Bill. 

*Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
I  desire,  as  the  Hepresentutive  of  a  large 
county  constituency,  which  is  deeply  in- 
tereeted  in  this  Bill,  to  exproaa  my 
great  satisfaction  with  the  general  lines 
on  which  the  Bill  is  drawn.  It  is,  in- 
deed, a  great  satisfaction  to  us  that  the 
Lord  Advocate  has  exceeded  our  ex- 
pectations in  respect  to  the  reform  of 
local  government  in  Scotland.       It 

iuite  clear,  from  the  statement  of  the 
ord  Advocate,  that  he  will  have  in  the 
conduct  of  the  Bill  through  the  House 
the  general  assistance  of  Scotch  Mem- 
bers, no  matter  in  what  quarter  of  the 
House  they  sit.  It  haBl>een  my  for* 
tune  to  have  a  good  deal  to  do  with 
municipal  government  as  well 
county  government,  and  I  must 
express  my  regret  that  the  ^stem 
of  administering  the  police,  which  has 
worked  so  well  in  the  large  centres  of 
population,  has  not  been  carried  in  its 
entirety  into  this  Bill.  The  Lord  Advo- 
ifr.   Childtn 


faction  with  this  Bill,  except  upon  thosa- 
pointa  in  regard  to  which  he  has  pursaed 
what  he  bimsolf  calls  a  balf-and-half 
policy.  Why  should  he  be  afraid  to 
trust  the  police  to  the  Oounty  Council  ? 
In  such  centres  as  Glasgow,  Edinburghr 
Dundee,  and  Aberdeen  the  administra- 
tionof  thepolicehasbeenin  thehaiadsof 
the  Coancils,  and  it  is  impossible  for  bint 
to  say  that  it  has  been  otherwise  than, 
entirely  satisfactory.  He  has  been  ai 
little  baiting  in  his  trust  of  the  people. 
If  the  Oonveners  whom  be  wishaa 
to  preserve  have  been  popular  Con- 
veners, and  have  shown  administra- 
tive ability,  why  is  be  afraid  they  will 
not  be  popularly  elected  in  the  case  of 
the  new  Boards  f  I  hope  the  Lord 
Advocate  will  reoonsider  the  points  in 
which  he  has  admitted  he  is  pursuing  a 
half-and-half  policy,  and  that  be  will  still 
further  extend  the  popularity  of  thia- 
great  measure  by  domg  away  with 'its 
manifest  defects.  I  cannot  see  why  tb» 
right  bon.  and  learned  Geatieman  ahoolA 
be  a&aid  to  trust  the  County  Councils- 
with  the  administration  of  free  educa- 
tion. Xotbing  is  more  deprecated  in 
Scotland  than  the  commitment  of  any 
administrative  work  to  permanent  offi- 
cials' The  Board  of  Supervision  in 
Scotiond  is  merely  a  permanent  official. 
It  is  not  a  Boaid,  however  well  it  ba» 
acted,  that  is  at  all  appreciated  as  a 
popular  Board.  Its  interference  with 
small  local  bodies  is  probably  neuessary, 
but  when  we  come  to  deal  with  such 
large  bodies  as  County  Councils  I  see 
no  reason  why  the  Lord  Advocate  should 
be  halting  in  his  policy  and  retain 
certain  powers  for  the  permanent 
officials  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment. The  Bill  will  be  keenly- 
discussed  in  SooUand  during  the  Easter 
Recess,  and  I  hope  the  Lord  Advocate 
will,  at  least,  keep  an  open  mind  on  the- 

S Dints  in  dispute,  and  join  with  bon. 
[embers  upon  the  Opposition  Benches 
in  the,  desire  that  the  Bill  should  h» 
made  satisfactory  to  the  whole  of  Soot- 
land,  and  a  measure  which  shall  be  of 
a  popular  character,  and  settle  the  ques- 
tion of  ooauty  government  without 
amendment  for  many  years  to  come.  I 
trust  he  will  not  cling  too  tightly  to  any 
preconceived  notions  on  what  are  called 
the  minor  parts  of  the  Bill.  We  look 
with   jealousy  upon    the  question   of 
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proprietors  retaining  a  certain  share  of 
power.  Tliere  ie  no  doubt  whatever 
tli&t  taxation  falls  in  the  main 
upon     the     induetrial     cUesea     and 
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tnose  who  make  a  profit  out  of  the 
litnd.  As  a  general  principle,  it  ia 
Tery  fair  that,  on  the  whole,  taxation 
should  be  divided  between  proprietor 
and  teaant.  But  in  making  that  fair 
difiaion.aa  he  intends  to  do,  in  all  future 
transactions,  it  will  be  found  that  there 
will  be  no  injustice  done  to  proprietors 
if  thsinerease  of  taxation  fuls  equally 
upon  both,  and  if  he  gives  the  adminis- 
tratioD  to  the  electors.  I  am  glad  to 
think  that,  aa  f  ar  as  poaaible,  there  is  to 
be  one  collection  of  taxation,  and  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman 
will  see  his  way  to  make  one  register. 
If  we  had  one  register  for  both 
Farliamentar;  and  looal  elections,  and 
one  collection  for  both  Imperial  and  local 
taxes,  we  ahould  make  a  great  saving 
in  the  country,  and  render  local  adminis- 
tration far  more  effective.  I  agree  with 
the  oriticisme  as  well  as  with  the  com- 
mendatioaa  of  the  Bill  from  this  aide  of 
the  House,  and  I  assure  the  Lord 
Advocate  he  may  reckon  upoa  my  humble 
assistance  to  make  this  measure  worthy 
of  his  acknowledged  ability. 

Mr.  W.  8IN0LAIE  (Falkirk)  :  I  de- 
sire to  congratulate  the  Lord  Advocate 
on  the  very  luoid  and  able  speech  in 
which  he  has  introduced  the  Bui.  The 
people  of  Scotland  will  be  glad  to  know 
that  they  are  not  to  have  Aldermen  in- 
flicted upon  them.  The  proposal  of 
District  Committees  of  theCounoil  rather 
than  District  Councits  themselves  will, 
I  think,  be  found  to  be  a  very  ad- 
mirable suggestion,  and  one  that  will  be 
acceptable  to  the  people  of  Scotland. 
Another  valuable  suggestion  is  that  of 
Joint  Committees  of  different  Councils, 
who  can  meet  to  discuss  questions  of 
common  interest.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advocate  when  the  Bills  will 
be  printed  and  delivered  to  Afembers, 
and  whether  there  will  be  a  sufBoient 
nomber  of  oopies  at  our  disposal  to  en- 
able us  to  send  the  Bills  to  those  of  our 
constituents  who  take  an  active  interest 
in  the  questions  ? 

*Db.  CAUKBON  (Qlasgow,  College 
Div.)  :  I  must  congratulate  the  Lord 
Advocate  not  only  upon  the  lucidity  of 
his  statement,  but  upon  the  extra- 
ordinary conversion  of  the  Conservative 
Party   to  ultro-Badicalism  .which  has 


enabled  him  to  make  hia  statement.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  the  conver- 
sion has  some  connection  with  the  notice 
in  favour  of  Home  fiule.  for  Scotland 
which  the  hon.  Uemberf  or  Oaithne8B(Dr. 
Clark]  has  on  the  Paper  for  to-morrow, 
and  the  support  that  motion  has  received 
in  Scotland.  Certainly,  I  think  the  BUI, 
with  a  little  cutting  and  carving,  will 
make  a  first  -  class  Badioal  measure ; 
and  even  though  it  may  not  be  so  out 
and  carved  in  passing  through  the 
House  now,  it  certainly  will  be 
when  the  other  side  come  into  power. 
I  must  especially  congratulate  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  the  conver- 
sion of  his  Party  to  free  education. 
When  I,  eight  or  ten  years  ago, 
brought  forward  a  Bill  on  ibe  subject, 
it  was  looked  upon  as  a  ridiculous 
''  fad,"  utterly  detrimental  to,  and 
subversive  of,  our  best  educational 
interests.  I  think  there  is  very  little  to 
be  said  on  behalf  of  the  proposal  to  refer 
matters  afiTeoting  capital  expenditure  to 
a  Joint  Committee,  consisting  of  seven 
County  Councillors  and  seven  Commie- 
sionera  of  Supply,  with  the  Sheriff  pre- 
siding, but  there  is  not  the  shadow  of  an 
ezcose  for  entrusting  such  a  hybrid  body 
with  the  management  of  the  police. 
There  is  not  the  smallest  excuse  for 
not  following  the  precedent  of  the 
Municipal  Councils  in  this  particular. 
It  would  have  made  the  Bill  more 
symmetrical  and  accordant  with  the 
practice  in  Town  Conncita  if  the  Bill  had 
provided  for  the  election  of  bailies  by 
the  County  Councils,  to  whom  the 
judicial  f  ucctions  of  Justices  of  the  P^aco 
could  have  been  hantlci  uver.  as  they 
are  in  burghs.  The  proposal  of  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  leaven  the  District 
Committees  with  two  members  of  tbe 
Parochial  Board  is  most  vicious  ;  but  I 
approve  of  the  consolidation  of  rates, 
and  trust  the  system  will  be  imitated  In 
burghs.  It  would  be  aa  well  if  the  Lord 
Advocate  were  to  follow  the  practice 
pursued  in  London  a  little  further  and 
make  the  ooUeotion  of  rates  by  quarterly 
instalments.  Let  me  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  it  ia  rather  a  dangerous 
omen  for  the  introductioa  of  a  Bill  to  be 
received  with  universal  approbation, 
because  the  ezpeotations  excited  through- 
out the  eoantry  may  not  be  realized 
whan  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  are 
definitely  known.  It  is  as  well  to  warn 
the  Lord  Advocate  that  on  tU..-  -juesti  .ii 
3  Y  2 
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finanoiftl  alansea  aakin^  for  farther 
mar«ue  of  their  Bftlary  on  this  uoonnt. 
•Ub.  J.  P.  B.  BOBEBTSON :  I  think 
t  ie  sow  desirable  that  I  Bhonld 
refer  to  some  of  the  poista  nii§ed, 
doino;  eo  let  me  return 
raj  Binoere  taanks  for  the  more 
than  oonrteaj  with  which  I  have  been 
treated  in  mj  duty  of  Babmittin^  tiie 
Oovemment  proposaU,  and  the  oon- 
oiliatory  spirit  in  which  those  proposals 
hare  been  received  bj  all  who  have 
spoken.  I  will  tooob  upon  the  several 
points  that  seem  to  demand  sn  answer 
now,  and,  seeing  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Bdinhurftn  in  his  plaoe  I  will 
refer  first  to  the  serrioe  franchise, 
which  he  made  anbjeat  of  remark.  I 
am  sorry  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  tha 
Member  for  Clackmannan  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  is  not  present,  becanse  he 
oould  have  furnished  some  information 
of  an  interesting  kind.  The  right  hon. 
Oentlaman  asks  me  as  to  the  state  of 
the  law  in  reference  to  serrioe  ftasohiaa 
voters  in  Municipal  Elections,  and  I 
have  to  say  the  existing  law  is  doubtful 
in  this  sense — that  in  certain  towns  the 
service  franchise  people  are  d»  faeU 
on  the  raster  in  most  of  the  large 
towns ;  but  in  some — I  may  mention,  for 
instance,  Dunfermline — they  are  not, 
owing  to  the  legal  opinion  ezpressbd  by 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Membw 
for  Olackmannan,  that  they  are  not 
entitled  to  be  on  the  manioipsl  register. 
Indirectly  we  may  clear  up  the  law  oa 
this  point  by  keepiog  an  all  those  who 
are  on  the  register  and  putting  on  those 
who  are  not  on,  but  are  otherwise  quali- 
fied for  the  municipal  register.  The  right 
hon .  Gentleman  folio  ws  up  his  question  by 
asking  what  we  propose  to  do  in  regara 
to  burghs  as  regaras  the  roll,  and  I 
say  we  propose  tne  same  terms  as  in 
counties.  These  terms,  let  me  say—  and 
I  answer  the  hon.  Member  for  Had- 
dington   (Mr.    Haldane]— are ;  —  We 


nf  denominational  education  he  may  not 
find  it  all  plain  sailing.  There  is  a  third 
Bill  the  Lord  Advoeirta  seeks  to  intro- 
dooe— the  Parochial  Boards  BiU.  That, 
nndonbtedly,  is  a  purely  retrograde 
measure  so  far  as  th«  large  towns  are 
oonoemed.  For  years  past  I  myself 
have  introduced  a  Bill  on  the  subject 
whieh  I  consider  to  be  much  simpler, 
and  which  I  venture  to  say  is  likely  to 
become  law  sooner  than  that  introduced 
hy  the  Lord  Advooate.  In  great  towns 
there  esists  to  a  certain  extent  a  repre- 
sentative element  ia  Parochial  Bouils, 
elected  by  owners  and  occupiers  jointly, 
and  aa  the  latter  greatly  outnumber  the 
former,  the  Board  is  elected  on  a  sound 
thongh  oomplex  basis.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes  to  subvert  all  that 
bydiriding  the  electors  into  two  classes, 
and  allowing  each  class  to  elect  half  the 
Parochial  Board.  I  believe  that  when 
this  comes  to  be  understood  in  towns 
there  will  be  such  an  amount  of  oppo- 
eitioD  as  will  prevent  the  Bill  becoming 
law.  In  certain  counties  the  proposal  of 
the  right  hoa.  Gentleman  may  be  an  im- 
provement on  the  absnrd  existing  con- 
stitution of  Parochial  Boards,  but  the 
proposal  to  place  the  election  of  half  the 
Members  of  these  Boards  in  the  hands 
of  the  Board  of  8upervirion  is  absolutely 
preposterous.  There  are  on  that  Board 
nalf-a  dosen'  Bheriffs,  who  sit  on  it 
sx  ejkia.  It  has  no  representative 
chanieter ;  It  is  not  responsible  to  Par- 
liament, and  complaints  have  again  and 
again  been  levelled  agwnst  it.  With 
Tward  to  the  Private  Bill  portion  of  the 
aoheme,  I  have  only  one  observation  to 
make.  When,  a  couple  of  years  ago,  a 
Bill  was  passed  through  this  House — 
T  think  it  was  the  Criminal  Procedure 
Bill— there  were  soms  clauses  in  it 
-devoted  to  a  re-arrangement  and 
incresse  of  the  salaries  of  Judges 
of  the  Court  of  Session,  and  the  then 
liord  Advocate,  in  espluning  the 
provisionB  of  that  Bill,  told  us  in  con- 
nection with  this  proposal  that  he  had  i 
-view  for  purposes  of  Private  Bill  legii 
lation  the  imposition  of  additional  duties 
on  these  Judaea,  and  pay,  therefore,  was 
^ven  in  consideration  of  these  prospec- 
tive additional  duties,  I  trust,  therefore, 
-that  in  bringing  forward  this  Bill  whieh 
Ihrows  upon  them  this  additional  duty, 
the  Oovemment  will  remember  that  the 
Judges  have  already  been  paid,  by 
Anticipation,  and  that  we  shall  not  have 
Dr.  Cmuron 


desire  to  enable  serrice  franchise  holders 
to  come  on  the  County  Council  roll,  and 
they  can  do  so  by  giving  notice  of  their 
desire  to  contribute  to  the  County 
Council  rates.  In  doing  so  fhey  will  be 
entered  on  the  register.  Then  I  am 
asked  whether  we  projtose  to  onen  up 
another  vista,  as  to  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Local  Oo- 
vemment Bill  will  anawer  for  himself  at 
the  right  time,  but  I  may  eay  now  that 
we  do  not  propose  that  in  these  elections 
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lodgen  should  exeroiM  a  vote.  I  am 
Baked  how  we  jnstil^  the  control  of  the 
capital  expeoditure  in  oouatiea,  while  in 
burghs  there  is  no  such  control.  The 
first  and  mo«t  obrioue  anaver  is  that  in 
bo^hs  oooupiers  are  rated  eqnall;  with 
owuers.  The  functions  of  the  District 
Comtnittee  will  relate  to  roads  and  public 
hiffhwa^s  ;  but  poseibl;,  if  experience 
should  justify  it,  other  functions  may  be 
added.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Hamber  for  CUckmannan  (Hr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  said  he  hoped  our  proposals 
upon  Private  Bill  legislation  would  not 
do  away  with  the  beneficial  system  of 
local  inquiry  which  takes  place  when 
Prorisioaal  Orders  are  being  obtained. 
We  do  not  interfere  with  these  inquiries 
unless,  and  until,  a  Provisional  Order 
0(nnes  as  a  Bill  before  Parliamsnt. 
Various  remonstrances  have  been  ad- 
dressed to  the  Government  on  account 
of  some  of  the  claims,  and  which  are 
apparently  likely  to  lead  to  disouseion, 
and,  as  I  do  not  wish  now  to  enter  upon 
controversial  argument,  I  will  not  refer 
to  them  except  as  to  one  point  raised  by 
the  bon.  Member  for  East  Aberdeen 
(Mr.  Eaalemont).  The  hon.  Member, 
taking  an  interest  in  the  subject  which 
is  wul  known,  has  stated  a  claim  for 
part  of  the  money  which  at  present  is 
proposed    should    be  devoted   to  other 

C>oses  than  education,  £36,000  for 
ds,  and  £30,000  for  the  Highlands. 
On  this  point,  if  the  hon.  Qentleman 
wilt  wait  until  hs  can  see  the  pro- 
vieions,  I  think  he  will  see  that  the 
arrangements  are  more  or  lees  of  a  com- 
plicated character  not  to  be  entered  upon 
pieoo-meal,  and  when  we  have  not  the 
means  of  full  discussion  before  us. 
Lastly,  I  am  asked  a  much  simpler 
question  when  the  Bill  will  be  in  the 
hands  of  Members  f  On  that  I  can 
only  say  that  I  do  not  anticipate  any 
long  delay,  and  hope  it  will  be  ready 
during  this  week. 
*Ma.  C.  8.  PARKER  (Perth} :  There 
are  one  or  two  questions  I  should  like  to 
put  to  the  Lord  Advocate.  I  am  sure  it 
must  be  his  desire  that  the  oountiy 
should  have  the  opportunity  as  soon  as 
possible  of  understanding  not  only  the 
broad  principles  but  the  working  of  his 
proposals,  and  though  I  join  with  every 
other  hon.  Member  who  has  spoken  in 
oongratulatiDg  him  on  the  extreme  clear- 
ness and  lucidity  of  the  account  be  gave 
us  of  them,  it    was,   of  coarse,   as  a 
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question  merely  of  time,  impossible' 
within  the  period  at  his  disposal  to  make 
clear  everything  about  these  four  Bills. 
I  desire  information  first  as  to  the  Pri- 
vate Bill  legislation,  and  next  aa  to  the 
school  fees.  I  assums  that  the  Oommis- 
siou  is  intended  to  supersede  the  Com- 
mittees of  both  Houses  of  Parliament. 
But  will  there  remain  possible  any  such 
appeal  as  at  present  exists  from  one 
House  to  the  other  on  the  details  of 
Bille  V  It  seems  to  me  that  some  appeal 
might  very  well  remain  in  the  event  of 
parties  not  being  satisfied  with  the  de- 
cision of  the  tribunal,  but  I  should  be 
glad  to  know  whstber  that  is  the  view 
of  the  Qovernment.  If  there  is  to  be 
anything  like  an  effective  appeal  this 
can  only  be  provided  by  the  House 
still  occasionally  appointing  a  strong 
Committee  to  review  clauses,  instead 
of  the  whole  House  dealing  with  them', 
A  strong  Oommittee  would  be  more 
easily  appointed  under  the  new  system 
becauee  the  House  will  be  relieved 
of  much  ordinary  Committee  work. 
I  should  like  to  know  also  whether  it  is 
contemplated  that  the  Judge  who  is  to 
form  part  of  the  tribunal  shall  give  the 
whole  of  his  time.  The  other  ques- 
tion on  which  I  should  like  a  little  more 
information  is  a  totally  different  one, 
namely,  as  to  school  fees.  Will  all  that 
is  proposed  appear  in  the  Bills  whioh 
are  going  before  the  country  during  the 
Easter  ReoesB  ?  I  preeume  there  is  no 
intention  to  eompulsorily  abolish  fees, 
either  in  Board  or  other  schools.  But 
how  is  it  proposed  to  apportion  the  re- 
lief from  fees  among  the  different 
schools  f  There  is  the  embarrassing 
denouitmtional  question.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  people  of  Scotland, 
though  they  are  mostly  Protestant,  will 
support  snob  utterances  as  we  have 
heud  lately  in  public  about  making  an 
absolute  stand  against  nving  their  fair 
share  of  such  rdief  to  Catholic  schools. 
The  large  Protestant  majority  would 
not  beeounjust  aatosay,  "We  will  take 
this  probate  duty  to  remit  fees  in  our 
Protestant  schools,  but  we  will  let  none 
of  it  be  given  to  the  Catholics;  we  will 
drive  them  into  the  Board  Schools, 
however  contrary  that  may  be  to  their 
religious  principIeB."  Again,  there  was 
a  plan  put  before  the  public  lately  fay 
the  right  hon.  Qeatleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain)— who  proposed  to  ascertain  what 
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uooant  of  feu  at  present  is  being  paid 
•t  the  Mvend  ecnooU,  or  olaawa  of 
wdioots,  and  to  dietribnta  the  amount  of 
money  to  be  Riven  in  exactly  the  aatae 
proportion.  That  would  be  exceedingly 
UDuir  in  its  operation,  and  more  so 
in  Scotland  thian  in  England.  In 
Glaagow  there  are  Board  Schools— 
take  the  case  of  Qamett  Hill  School  for 
example— where  the  education  is  so 
high  that  parents  whose  children  might 
go  to  the  Aoademiea  send  them  to  these 
'schools,  to  prepare  more  cheaply  for  the 
Unirersity,  and  for  the  Indian  Oivil 
Serrioe  and  other  examinations.  On 
Ur.  Chamberlain's  principle,  these 
Bchoola  would  receive  a  much  larger 
shore  than  the  Oatholic  schools  and 
others  where  the  poorest  children  go, 
which  would  be  very  unfair.  I  should 
be  glad  to  know  whether,  in  the  first 
place,  the  grant  will  go  to  pay  the  fees 
of  those  poor  ohildrpn  whose  parents 
at  present  nave  to  apply  to  the  Parochial 
Bcwrds.  In  that  way  some  relief  would 
be  given  to  the  general  ratepayer  as 
well  as  to  the  parents.  That  would 
be  equitable ;  and,  nest  to  that,  the 
fees  to  be  provided  might  go  for  thoas  in 
the  lower  standards,  which  would  include 
most  of  the  poorest.  Ijastly,  passing  to 
another  subject,  I  think  there  is  con- 
siderable force  in  what  was  said  by  the 
hon.  Ifember  for  the  College  Division 
with  respect  to  the  additional  functions 
whioh  it  is  proposed  to  assign  to  the 
Board  of  Superriaion.  That  Board, 
and  as  it  is  not  a  representative  body, 
as  the  hon.  Member  said,  is  not  repre- 
•ented  in  this  House— at  any  rate,  it  is 
only  represented  in  the  way  that  the 
bisons  Board  or  any  other  Department 
iu  Scotland  is  represented  j  that  is  to  say, 
when  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  is  in 
the  other  House,  we  can  only  regard 
them  as  represented  by  the  Lord 
Advocate.     But,  considering  the  oom- 

riition  of  the  Board  of  Supervision, 
do  think  it  unwise  to  tnrow  on 
tbem  in  this  Bill  the  additional  function 
of  determining  the  number  of  members 
to  sit  on  the  Parochial  Boards,  or,  still 
more,  such  a  function  as  to  determine, 
in  parishes  where  the  owners  are  few, 
which  of  the  oooupiera  shall  ut  on  the 
BoBi4  in  the  interest  of  the  owners.  If 
that  is  done  at  all,  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  it  is  proposed  that  it  should  be 
d<me  subject  to  some  active  control  by 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland. 
Hr.  C.  a.  Parktr 


Ma.  OALDWEIJj  (Glasgow,  St. 
Bolioz} ;  I  join  in  what  has  been  said 
as  to  the  clear  statement  of  the  Lord 
Advocate;  but  while  his  statement  of 
the  Bill  has  been  in  every  respect  dear, 
at  the  same  time  there  are  points  on 
which  a  considerable  amount  of  difiisr- 
enofl  of  opinion  will  exist  in  Scotland. 
The  majority  of  the  people  of  Scotland 
belong  to  the  Liberal  Par^,  and  neoee- 
:  sarily  they  will  look  at  this  Bill  from  a 
Liberal  point  of  view.  Now,  one  of 
the  points  I  was  vsry  sorry  to  see  the 
Lord  Advocate  did  not  go  in  for  was 
the  Parochial  Boards  being  entirely 
elective  bodies.  He  seems  in  some  way 
to  mistrust  the  ratepayers  as  a  body, 
and  to  insist  on  one^alf  of  the  Board 
being  elected  by  the  owners  and  the 
other  half  by  the  occupiers.  Now,  I 
do  not  think  there  is  any  reason  for  dis- 
trusting the  ratepayers  in  the  matter  of 
the  Parochial  Boards.  As  has  been  aU 
ready  pointed  out,  the  School  Boards 
are  elected  by  the  ratepayers  without 
distinction  of  class,  and  the  School 
Board  members  who  have  been  elected 
have  belonged  generally  to  what  might 
be  termed  the  owners'  class.  Although 
you  have  representation  without  distino- 
tion  of  clasi,  yet,  in  point  of  fact, 
when  the  ratepayers  elect  repre- 
sentotives,  they  elect  those  who 
have  time  to  devote  to  the  work, 
and  who  have  also  shown  oapaoity  for 
the  management  of  local  affairs,  and 
there  has  been  no  occasion  whatever  for 
treating  with  the  slightest  distrust  If  em- 
bers who  have  been  elected  by  the  ordi- 
nary ratepayers.  Take,  for  instance, 
the  case  of  Parochial  Boards.  It  is  a 
mietaks  to  suppose  that  the  ratepayers' 
members  are  more  likely  to  be  lavish 
than  the  owners'  members.  On  tbe 
contrary,  all  experience  shows  that 
the  ratepayers'  members  would  be  more 
on  the  side  of  economy  than  even  the 
owners' representetives;  and  it  must  also 
be  recollected  that  if  you  are  to  have 
owners'  representatives  you  will  have 
distinctions  on  the  Board  which  ought 
not  to  exist.  You  would  be  apt  to 
have  the  Board  divided  half  on  one  side 
and  half  on  the  other  according  as  tbeir 
individual  interests  might  arise.  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  in  Scotland  there  will  be 
a  unanimous  condemnation  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  class  membarship  of  Parochial 
Boards.  There  ie  no  ground  whatever 
for  introducing  so  much  claes  prindple. 
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As  regards  the  mftnagement  of  oountieB 
l3i«n  can  be  no  doubt  that  it  may  be 
neoessary  to  resort  to  what  we  tor;  term 
District  Oonncils.  It  is  evident  that 
nnder  the  Bill  the  Hembers  of  these 
Oonncila  as  well  as  of  the  County 
Ooancila  will  prinoipally  belong  to  the 
•owner  class.  Experience  has  ibowD  in 
connection  with  the  Hoad  Tmetees  that 
where  you  hare  representativee  of  the 
OommisslonerB  of  Supply  and  represen- 
tatives  of  ratepayers,  the  repreeenta- 
tires  of  the  ratepayers  aro  not  able  to 
Attend,  and  that  the  work  devolves  upon 
the  Commia donors  of  Supply.  The  Dis- 
trict Oonncils  in  the  Oounties  will,  prac- 
tically, therefore,  be  managed  by  the 
-owner  olass.  That  being  so,  I  think  it 
Ib  a  pity  that  the  Lord  Advocate  should 
have  introduced  a  distinction  between 
■capital  outlay  and  ordinary  mainten- 
ance, and  I  do  not  think  it  will  be  neces- 
sary to  take  any  measures  to  protect 
the  interests  of  the  landowners.  If  euoh 
measures  are  adopted  they  wilt,  I 
think,  give  rise  to  a  great  amount  of 
friction.  The  system  of  tutroduoing  into 
the  District  Oouncils  members  from  the 
Parochial  Boards  is  practically  intro- 
dueing  the  system  of  Aldermen.  A  man 
'from  a  Parochial  Board  will  have  the 
same  status  as  one  elected  by  thousands 
of  ratepayers,  which  will  militate  against 
the  honour  of  his  position  on  the  District 
^uncil.  Besides,  men  witi  seek  the 
portal  of  the  Parochial  Board  as  an 
■entrance  to  the  Council  tosavo  the  trouble 
and  expense  of  an  election,  and  in  that 
^ray  the  prestige  of  the  Council  will  be 
injured.  With  respect  to  the  grants 
for  free  education,  there  is  in  Scotland 
A  greater  reason  for  taking  such  a  step 
than  in  England,  as  the  compulsory  age 
is  14,  and  the  standard  to  be  reached  is 
the  fifth,  whereas  in  England  the  age 
for  leaving  is  one  year  earlier  and  the 
compulsory  standard  to  be  attained  is 
only  the  fourth,  so  that  Scotch  parents 
are  deprived  for  one  year  more  thau 
English  of  their  children's  earnings. 
This  loss  will  amount  to  £10,  averaging 
the  earnings  at  4s.  a  week,  whereas  the 
relief  which  will  be  received  on  school 
fees  at  an  average  of  13s.  a  year  for  six 
years  will  only  be  £A.  With  regard  to 
making  education  free,  I  venture  to  say 
-that  it  should  only  be  free  up  to  Stan- 
■dard'Y. — the  compulsory  standard.  It 
should  not  go  beyond  that, '  and  it 
fihould  be  based  on  a  reasonable  amount 
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of  school  fees.  That  would  be  found 
to  be,  perhaps,  about  1  Os.  per  child  in 
average  attendance,  orperbEips  less,  and 
the  principle  on  which  the  uoremment 
should  proceed  in  giving  the  aUooation 
to  denominational  schools  as  well  as  the 
School  Board  echoob  shonld  be  to  fix 
on  a  certain  amount  per  child  in  average 
attendance  as  given  out  of  the 
local  rates  in  respect  of  there 
being  no  school   fees  exacted.    With 


the  Roman  Catholics,  getting  grants  in 
respect  of  the  abolition  of  school  fees,  it 
is  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  those  sohoola 
do  not  relieve  the  ratepayers  of  an 
enormous  amount  of  expense,  the  fact 
being  that  if  they  were  to  be  shut  up  a 
very  heavy  additional  burden  would  fall 
on  the  local  taxpayers,  who  would  be 
called  on  to  provide  a  largely  increased 
number  of  school  buildings.  The  rate- 
payers have  a  oonsiderable  interest  in 
the  question  whether  every  child  shonld 
be  driven  into  the  Board  Schools — that 
interest  lying  in  the  other  direction, 
namely,  that  as  far  as  possible  the  chil- 
dren should  be  educated  out  of  the  Board 
Schools  and  so  effect  a  saving  in  the 
rates-  Moreover,  it  cannot  be  contended 
that  when  it  is  making  education  com- 
pulsory the  State  has  a  right  to  dictate 
the  kiLd  of  religious  instruction  the 
children  ought  to  receive.  It  is  sufB- 
cient  if  the  children  are  able  to  undergo 
au  examination  showing  that  they  can 
comply  with  the  particular  standards 
they  are  in ;  but  on  the  question  whether 
religious  education  abould  be  given  in 
the  denominational  or  the  Board  Schools 
the  State  can  have  no  claim  to  interfere. 
There  can  be  no  right  of  any  snob  inter- 
ference founded  on  any  principle  of  jns- 
tice.  With  regard  to  the  proposals  made 
in  reference  to  Private  Bill  legislation, 
I  am  not  quite  sure  how  far  the  system 
intended  by  the  Bill  would  prove  of  ad- 
vantage. It  seems  to  me  that  it  would 
simply  amount  to  this,  that  you  will 
have  the  Counsel  in  Scotland  nstead  of 
keeping  us  under  the  Counse  in  Eng- 
land, and  that  it  is  very  much  a  question 
of  whether  the  Edinburgh  lawyers  are 
anxious  to  utpear  before  the  OommiS' 
sioners  in  reference  to  these  local  Bills. 
We  have  had  some  experience  of  oom-' 
missions  in  Scotland,  among  them  being 
the  recent  Commission  on  the  Boundaries 
Bill ;  and  with  regard  to  that  particular 
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OonmiuioD,  I  Tentnre  to  a^t  tb&t  if 
the  inquiry  had  b««n  held  in  Londan  it 
would  have  been  much  ohoftper  than  it 
WM,  the  fees  then  paid  to  couiuel  beioe 
nwdk  larger  than  the  ieee  paid  to  connau 
before  Oommitteaa  apataita.  Another 
obJMtioii  to  thii  Boheme  for  dealing  with 
^Tate  Billa  is  that  the  proposal  to 
remit  the  oonaideiation  of^  legisladTB 
anaotmenta  to  Gommiaeio&en  ia  a 
amnawhat  aerioua  innovation  on  long 
aaUbliahed  uaage,  and  that  in  maki) 
it  70U  will  ba  giTing  riae  to  a  practioe 
acting  apon  preoedenta,  whereaa  wh 
we  expect  when  a  Bill  ie  brought  before 
Parliament  ia  that  we  abould  have  the 
advantage  of  the  wiligbtened  oondd 
tion  which  Ifembera  of  Fariiament  are 


willing  to  give  to  matters  of  legislatioa. 
This,  bowerer,  will  be  set  aside  bj  the 
I,  who  will  not  act  on  the 


liberal  and  adTSnoed  notions  which  pre- 
vail here,  bat  will,  in  the  main,  oonfine 
themselves  to  ooDsiderations  fonnded 
on  prescription  and  precedent.  I  think, 
therefore,  it  would  be  detrimental  to  the 
due  progress  of  legialaiioD  to  have  our 
Bills  judged  bj  Commissioneni,  instead 
of,  as  heretofore,  by  those  who  repre> 
seat  the  interests  of  the  people.  If  there 
ia  to  be  a  body  sitting  in  Scotland  to 
deal  with  questions  of  Private  Bill 
legislation,  I  venture  to  say  that  it 
ought  to  be  a  Committee  of  Members  of 
the  Houses  of  Lords  and  Commons,  ap- 
pnnted  by  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
mt  in  that  way  we  should  have  our 
political  interests  specially  represented 
in  all  matters  affreting  our  Private  Bill 
legislation.  We  should  thus  have  so 
nutny  Uembere  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  so  many  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  spedally  selaotad  for  the  purpose, 
aittiug  as  a  joint  Committee,  hearing  the 
evidence  and  arguments  for  and  against 
tile  Bills,  and  judging  on  the  principles 
which  guide  the  Committees  sitting 
npatairs.  This,  I  maintain,  would  be  a 
more  workable  system,  and  would  be 
more  likely  to  command  the  confidence 
of  the  parties  conoeraed  than  the  plan 
sow  proposed  of  dealing  with  these 
matters  by  Oommiaaion,  because  when 
the  Bille  deliberated  upon  by  the  Cora- 
mieeinners  oome  up  to  this  House  there 
will  necessarily  be  a  considerable  amount 
of  diaonssion  and  wire-pulling,  with  the 
view  of  overbearing  the  deoiaions  arrived 
at  on  points  upon  which  Members  of 
this  House  will  differ  from  the  Commia- 
J/r.  Caldvtll 


eio&ers  as  to  matters  of  fact  or  qneation» 
of  expediency.  These  are  the  only 
observations  I  feel  it  necessary  to 
make  at  this  sta^e  of  tbe  Bill.  There- 
is  no  doubt  that  it  is  a  considerable  im- 
provement on  what  has  hitherto  been 
the  praotioe  in  Scotland ;  but  it  is 
evident  that  a  great  deal  more  will  hav» 
to  be  done  in  onler  to  make  it  thoroughly 
satiafaotory  to  &a  8oottiah  people.  At 
pieaent  we  cannot  expect  more  Uian  the 
mere  akeleton  of  a  meaaore ;  but  it  is  to 
be  hoped  that  in  the  course  of  time,  aa- 
the  County  CounoUa  get  developed,  we 
may  be  able  to  aoqoire  much  larger 
powera  than  are  now  au^osted,  oombin- 
ing,  at  the  same  time,  effidenoy  witb 
economy.  There  seems  to  roe  to  be  no- 
reaaon  why  the  County  Councils  should, 
not  ultimatdj  have  the  revision  of  the 
Local  Boards  over  eaoh  county,  and  ao- 
get  rid  of  a  oonsiderable  amount  of 
difficulty  such  as  has  hitherto  occurred. 
I  simply  point  out  these  matters  aa  re- 
quiring to  be  dealt  with  at  some  future- 
time,  and  I  complain  that  they  have  not 
been  introdueed  into  the  present  Bill. 
In  conclusion,  I  will  only  add  that  I 
think  the  Lord  Advocate  has  introduced 
a  Bill  which  ia,  upon  the  whole,  a  great 
advance  on  tbe  existing  steto  of  thinga^ 
and  that,  in  what  I  have  said  I  have  only 
indicated  what  I  should  regard  as  an 
improvement  of  the  measure. 

Sia  0-.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy):  I 
think  we  all  join  ia  the  congratulations 
that  have  been  offered  to  the  right  hon. 
Oeotlenian  the  Lord  Advocate  on  the- 
manner  in  which  he  has  introduced  the- 
Measure  now  before  the  House,  although. 
I  must  confess  that,  while  listening  to 
hia  impressive  periods,  I  felt  somewhat 
disappointed  at  finding  that  the  Bill 
bad  not  a  larger  scope.  At  any  rats 
there  are  many  on  this  side  of  the  House- 
»ho  will  agree  with  me  in  saying  it  is 
not  so  large  a  Measure  as  we  had  hoped.. 
It  is,  I  think,  to  be  regr^ted  that  the 
Bill  does  not  touch  on  matters  witiL 
which  it  might  well  hare  dealt.  For  in- 
stance, it  doee  not  in  any  degree  deaL 
witb  what  I  may  call  the  ptoviuoe  of 
home  rule  or  central  rule  in  Scotland ;. 
and,  further,  1  ma^  aay  that  in  my 
opinion  there  ia  nothing  iu  the  BitI  that 
will  tend  in  any  way  to  relieve  the  con- 
gestion of  business  in  tbe  British  Parlia- 
ment, although  I  hope  it  may  bring 
about  a  coueiderable  improvement  in. 
regard  to  Legialation  in  Scotland.    It 
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Beema  to  me  thst  one  of  the  mun  prin- 
oiplea  of  the  Bill  ia  to  deprive  the 
penBhes  of  the  little  edministratiTe 
power  th^  now  poseeu ;  though  in  thia 
respect  itu  asomewh&t  smalleT  meuuTe 
tbtui  the  English  Act.  I  thinlc  we 
might  hftTB  had  apl«n  which  would  have 
^Teo  OB  larger  areas  in  which  the 
lurghs  of  the  counties  might  ha*e 
been  united  for  eome  purposes,  and  I 
cannot  but  regret  that  no  attempt  has 
been  made  in  Uie  Bill  to  group  toeether 
some  of  the  smaller  areas,  such,  for  ex- 
ample, OS  the  counties  of  Kinross  and 
Olaokmannan,  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Bill.  When  the  Lord  Adrooate  came  to 
apeak  of  the  unit  of  administration,  I 
was  in  hopes  he  was  going  to  make  ibe 
parish  the  unit  of  administration ;  and 
what  I  find  le  done  iu  the  Bnglish  Bill 
is  to  take  away  from  the  parish  what 
little  administration  it  posseased,  under 
the  head  of  sanitation,  end  to  leave  it 
umpl;  an  orgaoization  for  the  relief  of 
the  poor.  It  is  my  impression  that  for 
the  administrattOD  of  the  smaller  rural 
areas  what  is  wanted  is  something  in  the 
nature  of  the  village  communes  on  the 
Continent,  such  as  are  to  be  found  iu 
Eranoe  and  Bussia,  and  also  in  India. 
As  regards  the  District  Councils  they 
ore  to  be  mere  delegatiollB  from  the 
County  Councils.  Let  me  say  one  word 
about  Local  Government  finanoe,  as  ex- 
plained in  this  Bill,  I  will  not  enter 
into  the  question  of  the  so-called  de- 
centralization of  finance,  and  the  locali- 
zation of  taxes,  but  my  opinion  is  that  in 
Scotland,  where  some  counties  are  rich 
and  others  poor,  the  expenses  will 
bs  thrown  on  large  and  poor  areas, 
while  some  of  the  richer  counties  will 
gain.  As  regards  the  aiding  of  local 
taxation  Scotland  gets  only  £171,000  out 
of  the  whole  amount  in  aid  of  local  tax- 
ation which  has  been  given  to  the 
United  Kiogdom,  and  I  think  Scotland 
has  not  been  treated  very  fairly. 
As  regards  the  application  of  that 
sum,  such  as  it  is,  I  am  one  of  those 
who  have  always  been  very  strongly  in 
favour  of  tn»  education,  and  I  rejoioe 
to  hear  that  in  that  direction  Her  Ua- 
jssty's  Qovemmeut  mean  to  make  some 
OM  of  this  money.  At  the  same  time 
I  fear  they  will  find  rooks  ahead 
in  the  shape  of  this  voluntary  quea- 
&m,  which  is  a  very  difficult  one 
indeed  to  deal  with.  I  was  rather 
nuprised   to    hear   of   onr    Parochial 


schools  being  regarded  as  denomino' 
tional  schools.  In  one  sense  they  are,  - 
but  the  managers  have  the  Oonscience 
Clause,  and  I  hope  hon.  Uembers  will 
see  no  danger  in  the  Shorter  Catechism. 
I  was  taught  the  Shorter  Catechism  in. 
my  youth,  and  aoythitig  more  appro- 
priate to  use  I  cannot  conceive.  Ibeheve 
in  Bcotland  we  are  rapidly  becoming 
free  &om  religious  bigotry,  and  that  we- 
are  approaohiDg  the  time  when  we  shall 
tw  able  to  supply  secular  teaching, 
leaving  religious  education  to  those  - 
whom  it  concerns.  Uy  feeling  is  this, 
that  if  people  who  have  denominational, 
crotchets  choose  to  stt  up  schools  along- 
side the  Board  School,  let  them  pay  for 
them.  Now  as  regards  the  Aldermen. 
The  Lord  Advocate  said  that  we  have 
no  Aldermen  in  Scotland,  but  I  beg 
to  assure  him  that  Aldermen  are  an 
ancient  iostitution  in  that  country.  I 
find  that  there  was  an  Alderman  at  the  ' 
head  of  the  burgh  of  Cupar  several  hun- 
dreds of  yeant  ago.  However,  the  Alder- 
men in  English  counties  have  turned 
out  such  a  failure,  that  I  am  very  glad 
they  are  omitted.  At  the  same  time,  I 
should  have  been  very  glad  had  the 
Government  proposed  County  Bailies, 
who  perform  excellent  functions,  and - 
are  magistrates.  I  should  have  been 
very  glad  if  the  people  of  the  counties,  - 
as  in  the  burghs,  could  have  elected. 
their  own  magistrates.  As  to  the  Ser- 
vice Vote,  I  entirely  agree  with  what  was  ' 
said  in  reference  to  it  by  the  hoo.  Uem- 
her  for  Haddiugton.  I  altogether  ob- 
ject to  the  proposals  of  the  Govemmeat 
with  regard  to  the  Service  Vote.  The 
Goverument  ought  either  to  give  this  Ser- 
vice Tote  or  to  refuse  it.  It  seems  tome - 
that  ptactirally  the  Service  voter  has  to 
pay  Uie  rate.  He  is  in  the  same  posi- 
tion as  a  compound  householder.  He 
'las  his  house  as  part  remuneration,  and 
I  the  landlord  pays  the  rates,  it  has  to  - 
be  accounted  for  by  the  service  holder. 
I  hope  very  much  that  Her  Uajesty'a  • 
Govern  men  t  will  admit  the  service 
holders  to  the  vote.  The  service  holder 
in  Scotland  is  a  most  excellent  and  gene- 
rally a  most  useful  man.  I  know  a  ■ 
gardener  who  is  a  service  holder,  and 
who  is  also  Chairman  of  the  local  School 
board,  the  laird,  a  most  excellent  mem- 
ber of  the  Board,  beiug  under  hiio.  I 
do  hope  that  this  most  useful  class  of 
men  will  be  brought  into  this  scheme  of  ' 
the  Government.    As  regards  the  whol» - 
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tli*t  there  should  be  ■  coincidence  be- 
-tween  the  county  and  the  burgh  regis- 
■ter,  that  is  to  say,  the  county  register 
flhould  be  based  on  the  burgh  register, 
a.ni  every  county  Totor  should  bo 
allowed  to  rote  for  the  burgh;  and 
you  should  have  a  supplementary 
.list  for  women,  if  women  are  to  be 
in  County  Councils,  though  -  I 
hope  we  shall  not  have  them 
anywhere  else:  As  to  Private  Bill 
legislation,  I  am  very  glad  that  Her 
Majesty's  (Jovernment  propose  to  make 

•  an  experiment,  though  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  say   how    far    I    think    that 

-experiment  will  be  a  success.  I  hope 
we  shall  come  to  what  we  have  in  some 
of  the  States  of  America,  where  distinct 
rules  are  laid  down  by  law  as  to  how 
and  under  what  circumBtances  a  railway 
may  or  may  not  be  made.  It  would  be 
an  exceedingly  difficult  thing  for  any 
body  of  a  judicial  oharaoter  to  decide 
«uch  a  question  as  that  raised  the  other 

■  day  in  reference  to  the  Highland  EaU- 
way  and  the  railway  to  the  West  Coast 
of  Scotland.  One  part  of  the  proposal 
seems  to  me  an  excellent  one— namely 
that  local  BiUs  should  be  submitted  to 
the  opinion  of  the  County  Council ;  for 
instance,  as  to  whether  a  railway  was 
desirable  or  not.    There  might  be  some 

-difficulty  in  respect  of  the  Bills  of 
burghs  being  reviewed  by  the  County 

■Council.  As  regards  Railway  Bills, 
however,  I  think  the  proposal  to  submit 
them  to  the  opinion  of  a  popular  body  is 

-a  most  excellent  one.    I  shaU  not  detain 

~  the  House  longer. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

ii^Stl^d  ^^  *  *°  ^'°"'  Ooverament 

♦Dn  CAMERON:  I  wish  to  ask  the 
lK)rd  Advocate  whether  the  resultoofthe 
revision  arrived  at  after  considerable 
♦xpens©  by  the  Glasgow  Boundaries 
Commission  a  couple  of  years  ago,  are 
proposed  to  be  revised  by  the  Boundary 
uom  mission  ? 
*Mii  J.  p.  B.  KOBEETSON :  The 
Boundary  Commission,  under  this  Bill, 
will  be  confined  to  the  rectification  of  the 
frontiers  between  burghs  and  counties 
or  counties  and  counties.  The  ease  to 
-which  the  hon.  (Jentlemon  refers  does 
-not  come  under  that  class  at  all 

*Mr.    C.   e.   PARKER    (Perthl:    At 
■  What  aUge  will  the   learned    Lord  be 
Sir  a.  CampieU 


about  the  scheme  of  school  fees? 
♦Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  I 
doubt  whether  I  am  in  order  in  answer- 
ing the  several  interrogatories  of  the 
hon.  Member;  but,  if  it  is  permit 
Bible,  I  will  answer  them  categori- 
cally. When  a  Bill  is  sent  from  one 
House  to  the  other,  we  do  not  prevent 
the  appointment  by  the  Second  House, 
BO  to  speak,  of  a  Select  Committee. 
That  is  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House  itself.  The  second  point  i«  that 
aa  to  whether  the  Judge  will  give  hit 
whole  time  ?  Certainly  he  will  during 
the  progress  of  the  inquiry,  but  that 
would  not  mean  for  the  whole  yen. 
Would  the  Government  abolish  all  fees? 
Certainly  not.  As  to  the  portion  of  the 
fees  to  which  the  hon.  Member  referred, 
it  is  necessarily  a  matter,  more  or  less, 
of  detail.  I  do  not  know  that  I  cansay 
anything  more  useful  than  that  onr 
general  object  will  be  somewhat  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  views  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman. 

*Me.  ES3LEM0NT  (Aberdeen):  If 
in  order,  I  would  ask  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate to  what  extent  he  means  to  relieve 
school  fees  in  Scotland? 
*Ma.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  That  ia 
not  a  matter  which  can  be  properly 
entered  intoitt  this  stage.  I  would  be^ 
the  hon.  Member  to  observe  that  this 
is  a  matter  which  involves  a  considerable 
amount  of  detail  in  the  practical  work- 
ing out  of  the  methods.  I  think  I 
have  sufficiently  indicated  the  principle 
on  which  the  Government  propose  to  act, 
and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  rooeire 
his  judgment,  I  am  certain  he  will  have 
abundant  opportunity  of  expressing  his 
views. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  Are  the  Bills 
in  type  ? 

*Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  They 
are  not  ready  for  issue,  but  I  do  not  think 
they  will  be  long  delayed.  As  I  have 
Baid  to  an  hon.  Oentleman  before,  I  hope 
they  will  be  out  before  the  end  of  the 
week. 
Motion  agreed  to. 
Question  put, 

"  That  kave  be  granted  to  bring  id  a  BiU  to 
make  lupplementarj  prorisioas  for  -amanding 
the  lawi  relatiDg  to  Local  OoTerment  ia  Soot- 
land." 


QueBtioQ  pat, 

"  Hist  le>*ab«  gnuit«d  tobruigina  Bill  to 
amend  tho  U««  nUlias  to  tha  eleotioa  of 
Fkroctii&I  BoMdain  Soou&nd." 

Agreed. 

Question  put. 


fiilla  relating  to  Sootlud.' 

•Mr.  0HILDER8  (Edinburgh) :  I  do 
not  think  hon.  MemberB  quite  under- 
stand from  the  answer  whion  the  Lord 
Advocate  gare  just  now.  whether  after 
ao  inquiry  into  a  Bill  in  Scotland  under 
tbo  antboritj  of  one  House,  it  might  then 
be  referred  bj  the  other  Houbo  to  s 
Select  Committee. 

*Ma.  J.  P.  B.  E0BERT80X :  No,  Sir. 
The  object  of  the  Bill  is  reotly  this,  that 
there  shall  be  a  local  inquiry  by  a  Oom- 
mission.  That  will  be  accepted  pro- 
bably by  the  House  which  has  directed 
the  inquiry  as  to  ezistiu);  facts.  At  the 
«ame  time,  that  is  not  a  matter  on  which 
it  oonid  with  propriety  oontrol  the  action 
of  the  other  House,  and  ooneequently 
that  should  be  left  to  the  judgment  of 
-the    House    which   comes    second    in 

The  Motion  was  agreed  to. 


laCAJ.  OOTBaKUBNT  ^SCOTLUID)  BILL. 

•'  On  MoUoD  of  The  Lord  Advocate,  BiU  to 
anecd  the  Lawi  reUting  to  Local  Qoreminent 
in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  The 
Lord  Advocate,  Ur.  William  Henry  Smith,  Mr. 
Ohancelloi'  of  the  Eicheqaer,  and  Hr.  Solicitor 
Oeneial  for  Scotland." 

Bill  prewnted,  and  read  flnttjme.  f^BilllST.] 

xooAL  oovBRiTMBHT  (bootlamd)   sdpplb- 

XBNTABY  PBOVIBIOHS  BILL. 
"On  Motion  ofThe  Iiord  Advocate,Bill  tomaVe 
finppleinentary  ProTiBioni  tor  amending  the 
Lsw*  relating  to  Loosl  Qovemment  in  Soot- 
land,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Tbe  Lord 
Advocate,  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith,  Mr. 
Chancallorof  theExcheqaer,  and  Mr.  Solicitor 
Oennal  tor  Scotland." 

Bill  preawitsd,  and  read  flrrt  time.  [Bill  188.] 

PABOOHUL  BDASDS  (8C0TI.UID)  BILL. 

"  On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advoaate,  Bill  to 
amend  the  1««b  relating  to  the  elsctiun  of 
Farochial  Boardi  in  ScoUand,  ordered  to  be 
bronghtinby  The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Willi»m 
Benry  Smith,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Eiobe- 
qner,  and  Mr.  Solidtor  Oeneral  tor  SoolUnd."    I 

Bill  prdseDted,  find  read  flrsl  time.  [Sill  189.] 

FBtTATE  BtLLB  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

"  Od  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advoests,  Bill  to 

amend  the  procednre  in  reg&rd  to  Prtvate  BilU 
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relatiog  to  Seotlsnd,  ordered  to  be  brooght  in 
by  The  Lord  AdvocaU,  Mr.  WilUam  Honrv 
Smith,  Hr.  Chancellor  of  the  Eicheqaer,  ana 
Mr.  Solidtor  Geoersl  for  Sootland." 
Bill  presented,  snd  read  first  time.  [BiU  190.] 

ORDERS    OF  TRE  DAT. 


SUPPLT-CIVIL  BERVTCE  ESTIMATES : 

Supply — Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  I. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed 

"That  ■  anm,   not  ezoeeding  £36,379,  be 

granted  to  Her  Majeity,  to  complete  the  lum 

necesaarr  to   defray   the   Charge   which    will 

come  in   courae  ul  payment  daring  the  year 

ending  on  the  Slit  day  of  Uarcb,  1890,  (or  the 

Bnildiegs  of  the  Hoaiea  of  Parliament." 

•Mr.  W.  a.  MAODONALD  (Queen'a 
County,  Oaaory) :  Mr.  Courtney,  when 
I  was  interrupted  in  my  remarks  upon 
this  rote  the  other  night,  I  was  en- 
deavouring  to  point  out  the  distinction, 
to  me  a  Tery  real  one,  between  the 
veDtilation  of  the  House  itself,  and  of  the 
rest  of  the  building.  With  regard  to  the 
ventilation  of  the  House  itself,  I  said, 
I  did  not  wish  to  speak  at  any  length, 
becaUBO  I  had  not  suoh  scientitio  know- 
ledge  OB  would  enable  me  to  speak 
wisely  upon  the  question,  but  I  did  not 
wish  to  be  understood  that  I  was  by  any 
means  BstisGed  with  the  results  achiered 
even  in  this  Chamber.  The  effect  pro- 
duced in  our  heads  rsry  often  is  in 
itself  sulfioient  to  prove  that  we  are 
suffering  from  bad  ventilation.  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  the  hotalrpumped 
into  the  House  is  not  particularly  con- 
ducive to  health.  But  what  I  have 
been  mainly  cnnBideriug  is  the  ventila- 
tion of  the  rest  of  the  Duilding,  and  it 
Beems  to  me  that  we  labour  under  the 
great  defect  that  the  ventilation  is  not 
systematic,  that  there  is  no  attempt  to 
itilate  according  to  any  definite  rule 
principle.  OuoaaianaUy  a  window 
may  be  opened,  and  a  door  swung  back, 
but,  speaking  generally,  the  House  is 
hermetically  sealed.  The  temperature 
of  the  House  ie  kept  up  to  a  certain 
height,  but  I  believe  I  am  right  in  say- 
ing it  is  the  opinion  of  those  beat  com- 
petent to  form  a  judgment,  that  reaaoa- 
I  able  changes  of  temperature  are  good 
for  the  human  body.  We  may  be 
breathing  the  moat  pestilential  atmos- 
phere, while  the  thermometer  is  register- 
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temperature,  naniel;,64d«greaA. 
wa  ahould  be  all  healthier  aod  bett^  if 
we  bad  an  sTarage  mean  temperature 
io  the  House  of  about  60  degraea.  One 
•ource  of  the  peatilential  atmosphere 
is  the  emplojment  of  gas.  I  wish 
we  oould  have  the  electric  light — oar- 
tainlj  in  most  parts  of  the  bnildiog — 
although  I  do  not  mean  to  saj  that  we 
should  then  get  rid  altogether  of  bad 
air.  The  iutroduotioD  ol  the  elaotrio 
U^ht  ma;  be  ooatly,  but  then  the  oos- 
stituanoiea  of  the  oonntrv  are  interested 
in  the  health  of  thair  BepresentativeB; 
ths7  are  Interested  in  the  legislators 
of  the  oouDtry  haTing  clear  head*, 
good  conatitutiona,  and  good  tampan 
when  diaoharging  the  work  of  the 
ooDDtry.  I  think  it  is  moat  important 
that  the  rentilation  of  tha  House  ahould 
be  confided  to  some  instructed  person. 
If  we  are  to  have  thoroughly  good 
ventilation,  it  muat  ba  BoientiSa  ventila- 
tion :  it  must  be  conducted  upon  a 
rational  principle  bj  one  man  who 
quite  understands  the  matter.  I  beg 
to  move  the  raduction  of  the  Tote  bj 
£600. 

Uotion  made,  and  Queation  propoaed. 
"That  Item  E,  of  £16,000,  for  Warming, 
Ventilating,  Lighting,  fto.,  be  reduced 
b;  £500  "—{Mr,  IF.  A.  MatdonaU). 

•Thb  FIB8T  COMMISSIONER  or 
WOBKS  (Mr.  Flunkxt,  Dublin  ITni- 
Tarsity) :  I  deaire  to  say,  in  tha  first 
place,  that  I  have  never  beard  many 
of  these  points  raised  before  to- 
sight ;  in  the  aeoond  place,  that  the 
ay  stem  of  ventilation  adopted,  not 
only  in  this  Chamber,  but  through- 
out tbesa  buildings  generally,  is 
aooording     to      the      moat      approved 

Erinoiples  of  ventilation  modern  science 
as  been  able  to  auggeat;  and  in  the 
third  place,  that  una  officer,  as  able  and 
expenenoed  and  trustworthy  an  offioer 
as  we  tx>uld  have,  has  charge  of  the 
whole  establiehmant  as  regards  ventila- 
tion. The  hon.  Gentleman  has  expressed 
a  desire  that  tha  syatem  of  elactrio  light- 
ing should  be  carried  further.  The 
House  is  aware  that  we  have  since  the 
last  Session  bean  able  to  extend  the 
system  of  electric  lighting  to  a  certain 
extent,  that  is  to  say  to  the  Members' 
entrance  and  to  some  of  the  rooms  oon- 
neoted  with  the  reporters'  gallery.  Wa 
hope  during  tha  Easter  Beoesa  to  extend 
Mr.  W.  A.  UtudanaU 


it  to  the  Lobby  outside  this  Hoose  and  to 
some  other  portions  of  the  buildings,. 
but  I  do  not  think  the  Oommittee  would 
approve  of  our  entering  n[K>n  a  very 
lai^e  eoheme  of  eleotrio  lightii^  in  th»- 
present  state  of  soienoe  on  the  subject. 

OoiAnxL  NOIAN  (Oalway) :  I  do  not 
quite  agree  with  the  views  of  my  boa. 
Friend  (Mr.  W.  A.  Hacdonald),  «» 
to  the  ventilation  of  the  House  itself. 
Uy  hon.  Friend  finds  very  little  fault 
except  in  one  parttoular;  be  thioke- 
there  ought  to  be  a  varying  tamparature^ 
We  have  at  the  head  of  me  Tenlilating^ 
Department  one  of  the  most  sdentifio 
man  in  England — indeed  be  ia  on  the- 
queation  of  ventilation  the  standard 
authority  in  England — and  at  the  preaent 
moment  I  understand  that  medical  men 
reoommend  uniform  temperature.  X 
think  that  oonaidering  the  immenee- 
number  of  people  ancomntodatad  in  this 
building,  it  is  wonderful  how  well  the 
place  is  ventilated.  Personally,  I  should 
like  to  point  out  that  the  upper  smoking 
room  is  continually  overcrowded. 

Thc  OHAIBHAN  :  That  is  not  rele- 
vant to  this  item. 

CoLOHXL  NOLAN :  Then  I  will  umplj 
aay  I  trnst  we  shall  bava  an  extensioii 
of  the  system  of  electric  lighting.  It  is 
no  answer  to  us  to  say  that  the  Office  of 
Worke  are  waiting  until  the  system  ia 
properly  developed.  If  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  is  going  to  wait  until  such 
time  as  that,  the  electric  light  will  be 
no  use  to  the  present  Parliament.  What 
is  the  use  of  our  providing  for  the  next 
Parliament  F  Wa  have  tu  pravida  for 
our  comfort  and  health,  and  I  think  the 
First  Commiisionar  of  Works  should 
see  that,  as  aoou  as  possible,  the  arrange- 
menta  for  a  development  of  elaotrio  light- 
ing in  the  House  are  extended. 

Mr.  RADOLIFFfc:  COOKE  (Ne wing- 
ton,  W.)  :  I  cannot  help  thinking  the 
temperature  of  the  House  is  kept  too 
high.  I  have  noticed  that  it  is  kept  at 
e'l  or  65  degrees,  while  in  tha  Lobby  the 
other  night  it  was  as  high  as  »S  degrees. 
Un fortunately.  I  have  had,  during  the 
last  week,  serious  illness  in  my  house, 
and  the  doctor  ordered  that  the  tempera- 
ture of  the  flick  room  should  be  kept  at 
64  degrees.  It  ooours  to  me  that  if  64 
degrees  is  a  proper  temperature  for  a 
sick  room,  it  is  scarcely  a  fit  temparatore 
for  the  Houae  of  Oommons. 

8ia  W.  FOSTER  (Derbyahire,  Ilkes- 
ton] :  I  must  confess  I  was  disappointed 
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with  the  right  hon.  Oeatlemui'B  itatd- 
meot  OS  to  the  iatrodaotion  of  the 
eleotrio  light.  WfaatsTer  be  the  ooB< 
dition  of  aoieaoe,  the  Uemhera  of  the 
Honae  of  OommonB  ought  to  haTO  the 
adTantege  of  the  beat  form  of  light  vet 
invented.  When  ire  remember  that 
ever;  gas  bnmer — eren  of  the  most 
improved  kind— consumes  as  much 
oxygen  as  five  Uembers  of  the  House, 
he  will  see  that  we  ought  to  have  all  the 
gas  bnmere  not  oo1,t  in  the  House  itself, 
but  In  the  lobbies  and  other  pans  of  the 
building,  replaced  bj  a  means  of  light- 
ing wbiiji  would  not  interfere  with  the 
parity  of  the  air.  The  right  hon. 
■Gentleman  says  this  is  the  first  time 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  bad 
atmosphere  of  the  Hoase.  I  remember 
that  in  the  last  Parliament  we  were 
•obUgedto  suipendasittingon  aoooontof 
the  noxious  atmosphere.  It  is  essential 
that  in  this  Ohamber  we  should  have  the 
purest  air,  in  order  that  we  ma;  bring 
to  our  work  the  best  possible  tntelleotnal 
vigour.  One  cannot  get  that  intelleotual 
vigour  and  clearness  of  sight  which  we 
need  unless  we  breathe  the  purest 
atfflos^ere.  The  general  temperature 
of  the  House  is  not  oonduoive  to  vigorous 
intelleotual  effort.  It  is  woba^  five 
or  six  degrees  too  high.  But  when  we 
leave  the  House  and  pass  into  tiie  outer 
apartments,  espedally  the  Division 
iJobbies,  and  the  Lobby  just  outside, 
the  atmosphere  is  still  worse.  We  do 
not  have  Uie  building  fiushed  with  fresh 
air  as  it  ought  to  be.  Every  part  ought 
to  be  flushed  srverv  night  ana  morning, 
asd  on  Tueed^B  between  the  morning 
and  evening  sittings.  I  have  notic^ 
that  when  hon.  Members  make 
speeches  is  this  Ohamber  they 
always  require  some  kind  of  bever- 
tM  to  eustun  them  in  the  effort 
TbaX  is  mainly  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
atmos^ere  we  breathe  is  unnaturally 
dij.  The  right  hon.  (Gentleman  says 
the  ventilation  of  the  Honse  is  con- 
ducted  on  the  most  approved  soientifio 
principles.  I  know  a  little  about  vea- 
^lation.  It  has  been  a  stndy  of  mine 
for  many  years,  and  I  have  never  had 
much  fatith  in  soientifio  ventilation.  I 
believe  an  open  window  or  an  open 
door  is  after  all  the  best  form  of  ven- 
tilation. When  one  goee  through  the 
hospital  wardn,  as  I  do  every  other  day, 
«ften  during  the  Session,  I  find  an  open 
window  the  best  system  of  ventilation. 
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I  ehoold  like  to  see  a  similar  means  of 
ventilation  adopted  hefe,  even  at  the 
risk  of  produoing  a  draught.  I  have 
obeerved  that  the  oompleuons  oS  hon. 
If  embers  become  bleached  by  continuous 
attendance  in  the  House,  and  I  believe 
that  a  cooler  and  moister  ur  in  the 
Honse,  its  rooms  and  lobbies,  wontd 
conduce  to  the  efficiency  of  the  work, 
the  personal  comfort  and  the  longevity 
of  the  Kembers  of  the  House,  of  the 
o£ELcers  of  the  House,  and  of  those 
engaged  in  reporting  the  Debates.  On 
that  aooount  I  urge  very  strongly  on 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  intro- 
duction of  electric  light  and  a  Jarger 
flushing  with  pure  air  of  the  House 
and  the  adjoining  apartments. 

Ub.  TATTON  EOEBTON  (Cheshire, 
Knutsford):  I  think  that  the  ^tem 
of  ventilstioii  is  as  nearly  perfect 
ss  it  can  be.  What  is  wrong  is  the 
eonroe  of  the  air  with  which  the  House 
is  supplied.  That  air  is  already  vitiated 
insteadof  beingfreshandpure.  Indeed, 
it  has  alreadjAieen  breathed  before  we 
breathe  it.  The  subject  is  worthy  of 
being  reported  upon  by  a  Committee, 
and  a  Oommittee  on  which  I  served, 
which  was  known  as  the  "  Btink  Com- 
mittee," was  anxions  to  make  the 
necessaty  inquiry,  but  wss  precluded 
fVom  doing  so.  If  the  House  can  be 
supplied  with  purer  air,  that  alone 
would  do  something  to  preserve  the 
health  and  prolong  the  life  of  Members. 
*Ma.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
The  point  I  wish  to  raise  is,  compara- 
tively speaking,  a  small  one,  namely, 
the  lighting  in  the  Dining  Boom,  whidt 
is  open  to  Uembere  and  their  friends. 
The  eleetrio  light  there  ie  so  bad  that  on 
several  occasions  candles  have  had  to  be 

Elaoed  on  eome  of  the  side  tables.  I 
ave  already  made  this  the  subject  of 
formal  written  oomplaint  to  the  Eitehan 
Oommitfee,  and  trust  that  it  may  reosive 
attention  from  the  First  Commissioner. 
De.  FITZGEBALD  (Longford,  8.) : 
I  wish  to  support  my  hon.  Friend  (lb. 
W.  A.  Usodonald)  in hiBpiotest  sgainst 
the  scisatiSo  torture  which  is  inoioted 
upon  Members  of  the  House  by  means 
of  what  I  can  prove  to  be  vitiated  atmo- 
sphere. The  symptoms  which  a  man 
experiences  when  he  obtains  a  seat  in 
the  Honse  are  moat  trying,  but  they  are 
nothing,  after  all,  to  the  symptoms  he 
experienoea  when  he  has  the  honour  to 
oatob  your  eye.     First  of  all,  he  Att 
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bere  posaibly  for  *  ooupte  of  houra.  His 
pnlse  beoomM  weak,  tha  Kotioa  of  hii 
hesrt  beoomes  slow.  There  is  ao  doubt- 
as  70U,  Sir,  hare  no  doubt  obRerred 
from  time  to  time — a  difficult;  in 
breathing^.  Any  keen  oboeirer  will 
notice  that  hoa.  Oentlemen  wbo  ait  on 
these  Benches  are  bieathing  more  or  less 
tioxa  their  sbdomi Dal  regions.  There  is 
a  ourious  sensation  of  hanger,  and  one 
eannot  eat  when  fbodis  preeeoted  to  bim. 
The  whole  system  oulminates  ia  the 
state  of  ooma,  which  we  often  see  ex- 
hibited by  Qentlemen  who  sit  on  the 
Benches  below  the  Oangway.  These 
are  the  nndonbted  eymptoms  of  poison- 
ing by  carbonic  aoid  gas,  and  the  air 
which  produces  these  symptoms  must  be 
Tery  heavily  charged  with  the  gas.  Welt, 
Sir,  there  are  many  ways  of  Tentilattng 
the  chamber.  You  may  do  it  in  a 
natural,  and  you  may  do  it  in  an  un- 
natural way,  but,  I  think,  of  all  the 
pieces  of  scientifio  blundering  that  was 
ever  perpetrated  upon  an  lutelligent 
body  of  men,  it  is  that  which  has  been 
adopted  in  ventilating  this  Ohamber.  I 
am  told,  and  I  believe  it  cannot  very 
well  be  contradicted,  that  the  air  which 
we  breathe  bere  is  obtained  &om  the 
oellars.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  sure  you  will 
^ree  with  me  that  there  ia  nothing  in 
the  world  which  keeps  well  in  a  cellar 
but  wine.  This  air,  passing  into  the 
House,  is  charged  with  carbonic  acid 
gas  which  passes  through  the  floor 
an  unnatural  way,  and  in  so  doing  it 
obtains  a  double  charge  of  the  gas, 
which  is  in  turn  thrown  out  through  the 
skins  of  hon.  Members.  Surely  you  do 
not  want  to  be  scientists  to  know  that 
this  carbonic  acid  gas  must  go  some- 
where. It  is  bad  enough  that  it  should 
be  inflicted  upon  us,  but  you  must 
remember     it     passM     through     the 

S ratings  into  the  ladies'  gallery;  and 
lereforo  you  are  not  only  poisoning 
yourselves,  but  you  are  poisoning  thane 
poor  ladies  who  are  good  enough  to 
come  down  here.  Now  you  will  say  it 
is  of  no  use  complaining  about  the 
Tentilation  anlcss  you  can  suggest  a 
remedy.  I  propose  presently  to  suggest 
a  remedy,  and  nope  that  it  will  be  put 
into  operation.  No  man  in  his  senses, 
except  one  suffering  irom  acute  bron- 
ohitis,  would  live  in  en  atmosphero  of 
over  60  dMfrees,  and  here,  therefore,  we 
have  proof  in  the  first  place  that  soien- 
tists  are  hambags,  and  in  the  second 
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place,  that  we  are  being  soieatificaliy 
poisoned.  What  is  the  result  of  living 
in  an  atmosphere  of  64  degrees,  and  ia 
a  vitiated  atmosphere  like  this  f  It  ia- 
the  symptoms  of  which  I  have  spokenr 
and  tba  effeots  are  twofold.     They  are- 

Siresent,  and  they  are  remote.  I  have  re- 
erred  tn  the  present;  to  the  remote  X 
propose  now  to  call  attention.  After 
you  have  sat  in  this  House  for  six,  eight, 
or  ten  months,  your  head  becomes  aa 
bare  as  a  billiard  ball,  and  I  think  it 
may  be  observed  that  four-fifths  of  the* 
Members  of  this  House  oannot  read 
without  glasses,  and  are,  in  fact,  half 
blind.  Now,  this  LB  a  dear  case  of  poison- 
ing by  oarbonioacid  gas.  Thousandaot 
pounds  have  been  spent  on  the  veotila- 
tion  of  this  Ohamber,  but  I  am  going  to 
perform  a  service  to  this  country,  and 
to  Parliament,  by  suggesting  a  remedy 
gratuitously,  and  I  think  that  remedy 
can  be  applied  at  a  cost  of  frjm  £30  to 
£30.  Let  those  scientifio  gentlemen,  for 
whom  I  have  great  respect,  aouept  my 
remedy  if  they  will.  In  the  first  place, 
you  must  get  out  of  the  foggy  atmo- 
sphere of  science,  and  you  must  walk 
into  the  clear  air  of  common  sense.  Let 
your  carpenters  get  to  work  during  the 
Recess,  and  stop  up  those  holes  in  tha 
floor  which  let  up  the  air ;  open  your 
windows,  which  ooostitute  the  proper 
outlet  for  the  carbonic  acid  gas,  and 
then,  without  having  recourse  to  Boienoe, 
hon.  Members  will  be  able  to  sit  hero  ia 
comfort,  and  listen  to  the  speeches  of 
their  colleagues,  while  I  am  perfectly 
certain  that  the  ladies  who  come  down 
will  be  very  much  benefited  by  the 
change  of  atmosphere. 

Bib  OEOBaE  OAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, Ac.)  :  I  must  express  the  extreme 
surprise  I  felt  when  I  heard  the  right 
hon.  Gvntleman  say  he  had  never  heard 
of  these  complaints  before.  Why,  Sir, 
we  hear  complaints  night  after  night  on 
this  matter.  It  was  an  acknowledged 
fact  that  for  many  years  the  House 
contained  the  worst  possible  air ;  the 
scientific  gentlemen  in  charge  of  the 
ventilation  had  been  pumping  up  the 
air  from  the  drain,  and  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  since  the  Committee  caused 
that  drain  to  be  stopped  up,  a  vot 
great  improvement  has  been  effected.  I 
heartily  endorse  the  proposition  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  that  the  Oommittse 
should  be  allowed  to  go  a  little  further 
and  to  look  to  the  upper,  as  well  as  to 
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the  under,  ventilatioii  of  the  Honae. 
remember  it  being  remarked  in  one 
debate  that  we  wanted  a  little  of  Gtod'a 
ftir  instead  of  Dr.  Percy's  air. 
Why  should  we  have  this  artificial 
sir  from  Dr.  Percy,  instead  of 
beine  allowed  to  have  God's  air? 
While  I  am  speaking,  I  should  like  to 
aak  how  it  is  that,  while  the  electric 
light  has  been  extended  in  this  House, 
there  has  been  a  simultaueoua  increase 
in  the  charge  for  gas  ?  The  gas  com- 
panies are  even  worse  tyrants  than  the 
water  companies,  for  they  get  a  good 
price  for  an  article  which  is  invari- 
ably bad,  and  I  therefore  think  we 
are  entitled  to  know  why,  while  there  is 
a  large  increase  in  the  cbarge  for  elec- 
tric light,  there  ia  an  addition  of  £840 
to  the  charge  for  gas  ? 

Mn.  CONTBEARE  (ComwaU,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  wish  to  ask  a  question  in  re- 
fard  to  the  electric  light.  I  see  it  has 
een  introduced  into  the  entrance  Lobby, 
and  I  wish  to  know  why  it  should  not 
be  extended  to  the  Cloak  Boom  ?  This 
point  was  brought  up  last  year,  and  it 
was  then  pointed  out  that  the  archi- 
tectural beauties  of  that  room  were 
being  spoiled,  owing  to  blackening  by 
the  gas.  I  do  not  think  the  extension  of 
the  electric  light  would  be  very  expen- 
sive, and  it  would  undoubtedly  preserve 
a  portion  of  the  House  in  which  we  all 
take  great  interest,  and  which  is  one  of 
the  finest  parte  of  it,  architecturally 
speaking.  I  would  also  aak  the  right 
bon.  Gentlemen  if  he  will  not  reconsider 
his  decision  which  he  has  just  announced 
in  regard  to  the  further  extension  ol  the 
light?  He  suggests  that  we.had  better 
wait  until  we  can  get  a  perfected  system; 
but.  Sir,  you  wiu  have  to  wait  until 
Doomsday  if  you  wait  for  that;  and  I 
think  it  would  be  absurd  to  postpone 
the  general  use  of  the  light  until  then. 
■Why,  the  railways  would  never   have 
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tn  the  Beporters'  Booms,  and  so  on. 
They  are  very  dangerous  and  incon- 
venient, and  I  think  it  would  be  a 
great  advantage  if  gas  or  the  slsctric 
light  could  be  substituted  for  them.  As- 
far  as  the  general  question  of  the  venti- 
lation of  ^e  Chamber  is  concerned,  I 
have  noticed  that  when  the  Chamber  is- 
not  occupied,  the  windows  are  kept 
closed.  Now,  I  hope  that  orders  will 
be  given  that  they  snail  be  thrown  open 
when  the  House  is  empty,  in  order  that 
iresh  air  may  be  introduced.  I  do  not 
desire  to  cast  any  reflection  on  the  cha- 
racter or  ability  of  those  who  are  en- 
trusted  with  the  ventilation  of  the 
Chamber,butl  thinkwehave  the  fullest 
right,  when  the  Vote  comes  up,  todiscusS' 
these  matters,  and  I  hope  that  some  ot 
the  suggestions  which  have  been  thrown 
out  in  the  course  of  thedehate  will  be 
carefully  considered, 

Mb.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.) :  I  con- 
sider that  the  discussion  has  been  a  very 
useful  one.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Ilkeston, in  referring  to  the  atmosphere 
of  this  House,  spoke  of  it  ae  having  a 
tendency  to  make  people  prematurely 
old.  Well,  I  have  oeen  a  Member  of 
the  House  nearly  four  years.  When  I 
entered  it  my  hair  was  perfectly  black;, 
now  it  is  auaost  white.  But  that  is 
not  all.  Last  year,  having  been  in  con- 
stant attendance  from  the  beginning  of 
the  Session  till  the  middle  of  July,  I 
left  England  invalided,  and  for  four 
weeks  I  was  confined  tomy  bed,  while 
my  convalescence  occupied  another  four 
weeks,  and  I  thoroughly  believe,  Mr. 
Courtney,  that  this  was  due  to  breathing 
the  poisonous  atmosphere  ot  the  House. 
I  am  only  ^d  that  by  the  mercy  of 
Providence  I  have  been  sufficiently  re- 
stored to  resume  my  labours. 

Mh.  LABOUCHEEE  (Northamp- 
ton; :  I  rise,  Sir,  to  reassure  the  con- 
stituents of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has- 
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lag  ftt  the  end  of  thin  Ohamber,  uid 
instead  of  passiaa;  through  the  Ijadtes 
•Gallery,  it  goes  through  the  suapeQders 
above.  We  have  been  told  that  the 
windowe  ought  to  be  opened.  Why, 
Sir,  thftt  would  make  a  dranght 
downwards,  and  disorganize  the  whole 
-lyatem;  it  would  destroy  the  perfect 
ventilation  which  we  now  enjoy.  There 
31,  however,  one  little  point  I  wiih  to 
oall  attention  to.  Bun  is  now  pouring 
through  into  the  Opposition  Lobby.  I 
do  not  know  whether  that  is  a  deeply 
laid  scheme  on  the  part  of  the  (ih>Tem- 
ment  to  ewamn  the  Opposition.  In 
conclusion,  I  wish  to  eay  that  Dr.  Percy 
is  a  gentleman  who  thoroughly  under- 
'Stands  the  system  of  ventilation,  and  it 
is  hard  that  we  should  denounce  him 
when  bia  system  is  as  near  perfection 
as  possible. 
•Mr.  PLTJNKET:  I  should  have 
spoken  before  in  order  to  disabuse  the 
minds  of  bon.  Members  of  the  feeling 
'Of  terror  probably  produced  by  some  of 
the  speeches,  had  it  not  been  for  a  hope 
that  terror  might  cause  an  immediate 
exodus  of  Members  and  that  the  dis- 
cussion should  in  that  way  be  brought 
-to  an  end.  But,  Sir,  I  can  confirm 
-the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member 
-/or  Northampton  that  the  air  we 
breathe  ii  the  purest  that  can  be 
"brought  from  outside  the  House,  and  it 
is  carried  away — not  through  the  Ladies' 
Qallery,  but  through  the  roof.  I  have 
been  asked  as  to  the  electric  light  in  the 
"Dining  Boom.  We  have  tried  the  experi- 
ment of  dispersing  the  light  in  the  dif- 
ferent comers  of  one  room,  and  as  a 
result  die  light  will  be  similarly  dis- 
persed throughout  the  o&er  Dining 
Booms  with  as  little  delay  as  pos- 
sible. The  reason  why  the  electric 
light  system  had  not  been  carried  out 
-more  completely  in  this  House,  is  that 
hitherto  we  have  not  been  quite  clear 
whether  it  would  be  cheaper  to  manufac- 
ture the  electric  light  for  ourselves  than 
to  take  it  from  one  of  the  electric  light 
ing  companies.  We  are  still  watching 
the  development  of  that  question,  but 
in  the  meantime  we  are  extending  the 
light  as  much  as  with  our  present  plant 
we  can.  As  to  this  year's  Estimate  for 
gae  showing  an  increase  over  that  pro- 
vided fur  in  last  year's  Estimate,  it  is 
accounted  for,  first,  in  calculating  the 
amount  that  may  be  required,  we  must 
iremember  the  gas  burned  during  the 
Mr.  LaioucAtr* 
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Autumn  SesMon;  and,  aeoondly,  by 
the  fact  that  more  rooma  are  now 
lighted  with  gae,  and  that  in  the  Ee- 
portere'  and  other  Booms  eeveral  gaa 
fires  have  been  introduced.  Further 
than  that,  there  is  a  general  demand  ftw 
more  brilliant  light;  for  instance,  witliin 
the  last  few  years  the  amount  <rf  gaa 
burned  in  the  Lobby  outside  this  Cham- 
ber has  increased  100  per  cent. 

•Mb.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  :  I  think 
that  we,  the  Party  of  reform,  who  are 
not  confined  to  one  side  of  the  Hoase, 
have  some  reason  to  complain  of  the 
spirit  in  which  we  have  been  mot  by  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works.  He  has 
altogether  denied  the  reality  of  our 
complaints,  and,  I  suppose,  doubts  their 
realty  still,  in  spite  of  the  medical 
testimony  that  has  been  brought  forward. 
Now,  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
baa  not  replied  to  my  argnmente;  my 
speech  referred,  not  to  the  Tontilataoa 
of  this  House,  but  to  the  air  in  the_  re- 
mainder of  the  building.  If  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  had  met  us  in  a  spirit 
of  concession  and  promised  that  some 
attention  should  be  paid  to  this  matter, 
I  should  not  have  persisted  in  my  op- 
position, hut  I  regret  that  it  will  now 
be  necessary  to  divide  the  Oemmittee. 

Ma.  W.  M'ABTHUB  (Cornwall, 
Hid.)  :  My  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  item  of  £'2,000  for  oil  lamps.  That 
strikes  me  as  rather  heavy,  for  if  you 
had  five  hundred  lamps  in  use,  and  yon 
burnt,  say,  a  ahil  lings  worth  of  oil  per 
week  in  each— which  I  tiiinlc  is  an  out- 
side estimate  —  you  would,  in  tbirt? 
weeks,  spend  only  £7S0.  I  think  there 
must  be  some  serious  waste  in  this  item. 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  Qentlemao  will 
look  into  this  matter. 
•Mr.  PLUNKET  :  This  question  has 
been  raised  severat  times.  I  may  point 
ont  that  the  charge  is  not  only  for  oil. 
but  also  for  the  hire  of  the  lampe,  and 
I  cannot  hold  oat  any  immediate  nope  of 
reducing  the  item. 

Mb.  W.  M'ABTHUB:  I  aak  hon. 
Members  as  men  of  business  if  there  is 
any  sense  in  an  Assembly  like  this  hiring 
its  oil  lamps  ?  I  should  like  to  know 
what  we  pay  for  the  hire.  I  fancy  if 
any  one  of  us  wanted  lamps  in  our 
houses  we  should  be  looked  on  as  fit  for 
Bedlam  it  we  started  by  hiring  the 
lamps.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  would 
amplify  his  statement    by  telling    us 
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rbere  he  hires  the  lamps,  and  what  be 

lays  for  them  f 

*Mb.  PLUNKET:  I  will  aMertain. 

Ma.  0'H£A :  I  should  like  the  riffht 
lOD.  G^entleman  to  telt  us  whether  the 
amps  are  hired  on  the  three  years'  sja- 

Mb.  E.  power  (Waterford) :  Prao- 
:ioaliy,  my  hon.  Friend's  Amendment 
unounta  to  a  Yote  of  Censure  an  the 
First  Oommiaeioner  of  Works ;  but  mj 
lion.  Friend  has  made  some  mistakes. 
Ihe  present  system  of  ventilation  was 
invented  some  35  years  ago,  and  three 
or  four  Oommittees  have  sat  on  the  ques- 
tion. It  is  universally  admitted  that  no 
[>ne  more  oompeteut  to  manage  this 
mtem  oould  be  found  than  Dr.  Percy. 
The  variationa  in  temperature  are  settled 
by  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman,  as  the 
caae  may  be,  and  the  ceosure,  if  any, 
should  be  directed  against  them.  I 
would  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  Committee  ol  last  year 
should  be  re-appointed,  and  then  per- 
haps my  hon.  Friend  would  withdraw 
his  Amendment. 

Ma.  FITZOEBALD  (Longford,  8.) : 
I  do  not  wish  to  reflect  in  any  way  upon 
Dr.  Peroy,  but  I  say  that  Dr.  Percy  is 
deceived  by  the  atmosphere  of  scientific 
knowledge  in  which  he  is  moving.  I 
decline  to  believe  that  the  carbonic  acid 
gas  that  is  geuerated  in  this  Chamber 
can  be  conveyed  through  the  ten  little 
pipes  in  the  ceiling.  It  is  a  fallaay. 
We  are  being  poisoned — there  is  no 
doubt  about  it — and  until  we  have  the 
House  ventilated  upon  some  scientific 
principle  we  shall  continue  to  be 
poisoned. 

*Ma.  W.  A.  MACDONALD :  If  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  will  re-appoiot  the 
Committee,  I  will  not  press  the  matter  to 
a  division.  I  may  say  that  I  do  not  wish 
to  make  a  personal  attack  upon  anybody, 
but  merely  to  assert  the  great  principle 
of  healthy  aanitation. 

Question  put  and  negatived. 

Original  question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  E.  C.  MDWItO  FERGUSON 
(Leitb,  fto.) :  Last  year  the  question  was 
raised  as  to  placing  Beports  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  this  House  in  the  different 
lobbies  and  rooms  where  Members  spend 
the  intervals  of  their  time ;  and,  in  order 


great  inconvenience  when  Members  are 
iQ  the  Lobby  or  other  parts  of  tho 
House  not  to  know  what  is  going  on 
here.  The  numbers  of  the  House  are 
so  inordinately  large  that  it  is  impossi- 
ble for  ns  all  to  find  places  here,  even 
if  we  would.  A  great  many  speeches 
are  made  to  which  very  few  people 
desire  to  listen,  and  it  would  effect  a 
veiy  great  eoonomy  of  time  it  hon. 
Members  could  arrange  to  come  in  at 
the  time  when  they  felt  their  preseuce 
was  required.  A  gopd  many  speeches 
would,  I  think,  be  spared  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  not  forceo  to'  loiter  about  the 
House  in  order  to  discover  the  exact 
minute  at  which  their  presence  bere  is 
needed.  The  fact  of  who  presides,  of 
who  is  addressing  the  House,  and  the 
course  of  the  debate  ought,  I  think,  to 
be  posted,  either  thtough  the  tape 
machine  or  in  some  other  way,  in  the 
Lobbies,  Smoking  Booms,  etc.  The  only 
objection  I  have  heard  urged  against 
the  proposal  has  come  from  the  Whips. 
I  do  not  think  everything  can  be 
aacrifioed  to  the  Whips,  and  I  beg  to 
move  the  reduction. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  ram,  not  exceeding  £36,329,  b* 
muted  tor  the  aud  BerviiM."— (Vr.  Munra 
F*rfut*n.) 

*Mn.  PLUNKET :  I  think  thor» 
is  a  great  deal  to  be  said  in 
favour  of  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member,  and  I  nave  more  than  onoe 
expressed  that  opinion  in  this  House. 
I  prepared  at  one  time  a  scheme 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  effect 
to  such  a  propofiat,  but  decided  op. 
position  was  threatened  from  many 
different  quarters  and  it  was  abandoned. 
If  there  was  a  sufficient  apparent 
unanimity,  or  even  the  epinion  of  a  con- 
siderable majority,  in  favour  of  the 
change,  I  would  certainly  do  my  beet 
to  have  it  carried  out.  It  is  not 
necessary  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £50. 
Let  the  hon,  Qentleman  satisfy  m» 
that  there  is  a  considerable  majority 
of  the  House  in  favoor  of  the  proposal, 
and  I  will  endeavour  to  deal  with  it. 

*Mn.  B.  OEDGE  (Btookport) :  I  must 
say  I  do  not  see  why  we  should  depart 
from  our  Constitutional  mode  of  ex- 
presung  our  opinions  in  this  House.  It 
is  not  oompetent  for  an  hon.  Member  to 
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we  ean  do  !■  to  vote  foi 
Ko  doubt  this  Houw  is  won*  supplied 
with  news  of  what  is  done  inside  it  than 
an;  plaee  in  London.  If  yoo  go  hbins 
to  dine  and  want  to  know  what  ia  going 
on  1&  the  House,  you  are  obliged  to 
go  to  yoar  Olub.  If,  like  good  bojs, 
;oa  oome  straight  to  the  House,  in 
obedienos  to  jova  Whip,  all  van  oaa 
do  is  to  hang  about  in  the  hops  of 
finding  oat  what  has  happened.  I  hope 
that  tslegraphia  infonnatioQ  will  oe 
giren  to  as,  an^  that  mj  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Flunket)  will  not  press 
upon  us  the  idea  that  if  we  want  any- 
thing we  are  to  get  op  "  round  robins  " 
to  the  Gorwament.  Perhaps  my  right 
hon.  Friend  will  be  able  to  indnoe  the 
telegraph  oompaues  to  give  as  the  in- 
formatioii  gratis  if  he  is  hard  pressed. 
We  supply  them  with  infbrmattoa,  and 
it  is  not  too  muoh  to  ask  that  tber 
should  give  us  reports  of  our  prooeed- 
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.  8.  BTTXTON  (Tower  HamleU, 
Poplar) :  Whilst  I  should  be  glad  to 
obtain  an  addition  to  oar  present  means 
of  knowing  what  has  happened  in  the 
House,  I  am  totall;  opposed  to  the 
rsuggestioQ  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Ur. 
Munro  Fergnaon)  that  we  should  hare 
information  tel^n^phed  over  the  building 
as  to  what  is  going  on  at  the  moment.  I 
do  not  think  mat  the  present  attendanoe 
of  hon.  Uembms  in  the  House  is  too 
great  except  on  big  oocasions,  and  I 
believe  the  adoption  of  my  hon.  Friend's 
proposal  would  tend  to  diminish  that 
attendance  rather  than  to  increase  it.  Of 
oourae  we  should  all  rash  in  if  we  knew 
that  my  hon.  Friend  was  going  to  speak, 
bnt  as  far  as  humble  individuals  like 
myself  are  oonoemed,  our  only  chanoe  of 
sotting  an  audience  is  to  wait  in  ths 
House  until  ohanoe  faTours  us.  I  trust 
that  the  Amendment  will  be  pressed  to 
A  division,  and  that  it  will  bs  rejected. 

Ub.  a.  pease  (York):  I  believe 
-that  Sir  E.  Buxton,  when  a  Member  of 
-thisHonse,  got  up  a  memorial  in  favour 
4)f  a  proposal  of  this  kind,  and  that  it 
was  signed  by  a  very  large  number  of 
Members  on  both  udes.  A  distinct  de- 
claration was  then  made  from  the 
-Oovemment  Bench  in  favour  of  giving 
Uembers  some  facilities  of  the  kind. 
For  my  own  part,  I  strongly  support 
the  proposal  that  such  faoilitieB  shoidd  be 


(Kent,  Medway) :  If  we  are  to  e 
(he  oonvenienoe  of  Memban  who  will 
not  take  the  trouble  to  be  in  the  House 
we  had  better  have  tdephones  to  all  the 
rooms,  so  that  hon.  liembers  ooold  bear 
the  debates  without  attaring  the  House 
at  all.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  an  ab- 
surdity to  suppose  that  hon.  Members 
who  do  not  sit  in  the  House  ean  be  kept 
oontinually  posted  np  in  what  ia  giring 

Ub.  H.  OABDNEB  (Essex,  Safion 
Walden):  I  heartily  support  the  pro- 
posal of  mj  hon.  Friend  tiie  Member 
ror  Leith  (Ur.  Munro  Fergnaon) ;  bat  if 
the  right  bon. Gentleman  will  give  ufl  any 
assuranoe  that  this  very  useful  lefona 
can  be  carried  out,  I  hope  my  hon. 
Friend  will  not  prooeed  to  a  divimon. 

Question  put  and  nsgatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Ma.  FHILIPPS  (Iduiark,  Mid):  I 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentii-man 
the  First  Oommiaaioner  of  Works 
whether  it  is  not  possible  to  remove  the 
grating  from  the  Ladies'  Gallery.  The 
straagen  who  find  seats  above  the  olook 
are  allowed  to  vatoh  the  proceedings  of 
the  House  without  having  a  screen  in- 
terposed between  them  and  us,  and  I  do 
not  see  why  the  ladies  at  the  other  end 
of  the  room  should  not  be  permitted  to 
do  the  same.  Only  24  ladies  are  allowed 
to  oome  here  at  once,  and  only  those  in 
the  ^nt  row  can  see  what  is  going  on. 
It  seems  to  me  to  be  a  ridiculous  thing 
to  keep  the  grating  where  it  ia. 

Ub.Q.A.OAT^DISHBENIINCE 
(Wiiitehaven) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Commissioaer 
whether  any  steps  have  been  taken  to 
place  the  control  of  the  whole  of  this 
building  under  one  Uioister.  A  portion 
of  the  Houses  of  Parliament  are  at  pre- 
sent under  the  control  of  the  hereditary 
Great  Chamberlain,  and  it  was  by  the 
leave  of  the  hereditary  Great  Obamr 
berlain  that  a  statue  was  erected 
in  the  Oentral  Hall,  which  greatly  in- 
terferes with  and  disfignres  its  beauty. 
The  Great  Chamberlain  is  an  official 
over  whom  Parliament  has  no 
control  whatever,  and  I  wish  to  know 
whether  any  steps  have  been  taken  to 
place  the  building  under  the  control  of 
one  official  ? 

•Mr.  PLUKKBT:  The  subject  of 
the  Ladies'  Gallery  has  been  very 
frequently     raised    in     this     House, 
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do-  not  think  the  House 
]■  in  fftTour  of  any  alteration  in 
the  direction  m^^ated  by  the.  hon. 
Oentleman  opposite  (Ur.  Philipps).  ta 
answer  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Oavendiah  BmujdoIc)  I  have  to  say  that 
no  step  hu  been  taken  to  interfere  with 
the  jariBdiotion  of  the  Lord  Chamber- 
lain. ^^ 

Ur.  PHtUPFB  :  As  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  eeemB  to  have  no 
reason  for  refasinff  to  remove  .the 
{^rating*,  except  that  uie  House  has  never 
pronounced  in  favour  of  its  removal,  I 
think  the  best  thing  is  to  give  the 
Honse  an  opportunity  of  pronouncing 
an  opinion  on  the  subject ;  and  I  there- 
fore move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £100. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  sum  not  exceeding  £36,279 
be  granted  for  the  said  Servioes." — TJfr. 

I  do  not  know  whether  my  hon.  Friend 
has  proposed  tiiis  reduction  in  the 
intareata  of  Members  or  of  the  ladies. 
Hyovn  opinion  ia  that  the  ladies  would 
prefer  to  have  the  grating.  I  do  not 
think  we  are  so  particularly  orna- 
mental that  they  desire  further  facilities 
to  look  at  us ;  and  whilst  they  have  the 
gating  in  front  of  them  they  can  be 
more  at  their  ease,  and  need  not  unless 
they  wish  oome  in  evening  dress.  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  my  hen. 
Friend  has  polled  the  ladies  on  the 
fiuhject.  I  do  not  think  they  desire  the 
removal  of  the  ^ting;  and  I  shall 
therefore  vote  against  the  Amendment. 
•8iE  B.  N.  FOWLER  (London) :  I  re- 
oolleot  that,  twenty  years  ago,  on  the 
Motion  of  Mr.  9amuelsoo,  brother  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean 
(Mr.  Q.  B.  Bsmuelson),  we  had  a  great 
debate  on  this  subject,  snd  decided 
■gainst  removing  the  grill.  I  do 
not  see  why  the  Hoose  should  differ  now 
{rota  the  dedsioa  then  arrived  at. 

The  Committee  divided:— Ayea  73; 
Noes  192.— (Div.  List,  No.  66.) 

Original  Qnestioo  ^ain  proposed. 

Mr.  HEBBEBT  OABDNER  (Essex, 
Saffron  Walden) :  I  have  given  notice 
of  an  Amendment  by  the  redaction  of 
the  Vote,  which  I  hope  I  may  not  be 
obliged  to  move,  attendon  being  given 
to  my  request.  Hon.  Members  who 
have  oocasion  to  visit  the  Tea  Boom 


during  the  afternoon  know  how  incon- 
veniently crowded  it  frequently .  ia,  so 
that  Members  cannot  find  a  slace 
at  the  t^blM,  and  are  detainea  an 
unreasonable  time  from  the  House. 
Eight  tables,  with  four  chairs  each, 
give  but  32  plaoes  for  the  whole 
of  the  Members  of  the  House,  and  tb9 
addition  of  chairs  and  tables  will  not 
meet  the  requirements.  I  would  ang- 
geat  that  the  room  in  which  the  papers 
are  now  laid  out  ahould  be  added  to 
the  Tea  Boom  and  that  the  papers 
ahould  be  placed  in  the  Library.  It 
would  be  a  simple  change  to  make,  and 
a  mcoh  larger  number  of  us  would  then 
be  able  to  take  tea  at  the  same  time. 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  MeQiber  for 
Cookermouth  (Sir  W.  Law  son)  and 
friends  of  the  Temperance  movement 
ahould  aapport  me  in  this,  beeauae  if 
Members  fail  to  find  accommodation  in 
the  Tea  Boom  they  are  driven  to  other 
plaoes  where  drinks  are  supplied  of  not 
BO  harmless  a  character.  I  beg  to 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £75. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a-  sum,  not  exoee^ng  £86,304, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Servioe," — I  Jfr. 
S^itrt  tforAMf.) 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE  (Northamp- 
ton) :  t  can  hardly  agree  with  my  hon. 
Friend.  It  was  in  1882,  I  think,  that, 
mainly  through  the  alliance  between 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Fad- 
dington  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  and 
myself,  it  was  agreed  we  should  have  a 
Smoking  Boom  on  the  same  floor  with 
this  House.  It  was  agreed  wo  ahould 
have  the  Tea  Room  aa  a  Smoking  Boom, 
and  a  very  fair  Smoking  Boom  it  would 
be.  But  a  much  respected  Member  of 
this  House,  Mr.  Bereeford  Hope,  opposed 
the  proposal,  and  got  up  a  "round 
robin"  againat  it.  The  present  Smoking 
Room  would  then  have  oeoome  the  Tea 
Boom.  Bat  then  we  are  still  in  the 
same  Smoking  Boom,  hugger-mugger, 
from  30  to  80  together  at  one  time  in  a 
room  much  too  small,  and  often  when 
we  retire  &om  the  exoitement  of 
debate  here,  for  the  soothing  in- 
fluence of  nicotine,  we  cannot  find  a 
vacant  seat.  Of  late,  much  accommo- 
dation is  required  by  Gentlemen  engaged 
inoheas.  I  do  not  object  to  cheas,  but 
let  us  have  a  Smoking  Boom  and  a  Chesa 
Boom  in  aome  proportion  to  the  numbers 
of  Members  using  it,  and  we  can  give 
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1882  bot  for  th0  defm«DOB  paid 
tothewisheaot  the  late  Ur.  Bereeiord 
fiope,  and  I  bone  now  that  the  First 
CommiHioner  of  Works,  whom  I  eome- 
fimea  eee  looking  through  the  heaTj  at- 
moapbere  of  tbe  Smoking  Soom  with  an 
expreeeion  of  pity  and  despair  on  bia 
face,  will  give  ua  lome  hope  that  a 
^tter  arrangement  will  be  inade. 
•Mr.  PLDNKET  :  It  ii  only  within 
the  last  few  days  that  I  explained  to  the 
Committee,  in  relation  to  another  Vote, 
that,  as  one  reealt  of  the  opening  of  new 
rooms  on  the  other  side  of  Weatminater 
Hall,  I  sboald  be  able  to  provide  an 
additional  smoking  room  for  Members 
of  this  House,  ana  I  do  submit  that, 
oonsideriiig  how  long  this  Yote  has  been 
under  dieoiusioD,  the  question  of  whether 
the  tea  should  be  taken  to  the  Smoking 
Boom,  or  the  smoke  to  the  Tea  Boom, 
should  not  further  detain  the  Committee. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £110,824,  tooompletethasum  for 
Fubho  Buildings,  Great  Britain. 

*Hb.  MONTAOU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
'Wfaitaohapel)  :  The  Tower  of  London 
comes  within  the  limits  of  my  ooa- 
stitueoey,  and  I  propose  to  moT*  a  re- 
dtiotioii  of  this  vote  by  way  of  giving 
expression  to  opinion  on  a  matter  that 
ooDcema  the  inhabitants  of  Whitecbapel. 
I  have  to  ask  why  the  public  are  ez- 
eluded  from  the  riverside  promenade, 
aooesB  to  which  they  enjoyed  in  former 
Umes.  Twoyears  ago  I  presented  to  the 
Secretary  for  War  a  petition,  signed  by 
S,000  of  my  constituents,  praying  that  the 

Subliomightbavefreeaooess  to  the  Tower 
ardens  a^eo  to  the  riverside  promenade. 
X  thankfully  acknowledge  that  the 
first  request  was  granted,  and  in  conse- 
quence, thousands  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  East  End,  principally  of  the  working 
olaeses,  have  enjoyed  these  gardens, 
laid  out  by  the  Metropolitan  Public 
Gardens  Association  at  a  oost  of  £1,000, 
and  maintained  at  an  annual  expendi- 
ture of  £150.  The  expense  of  mainte- 
nance would  be  considerably  reduced  if 
the  Tower  authorities  would  direct  the 
Attendance  in  the  Gardens  of  a  oounte 
of  Beefeaters  to  act  as  caretakers.  13ie 
duties  would  not  be  onereos,  and  the 
uniform  of  the  Teomen  of  the  Guard 
irould  be  an  additional  attraction.  The 
Mr.  UitHuAtr* 


coaceeuon  made  by  the  Seeretaiy  for 
War  was  made  in  an  eoonomioal  spiritj. 
he  stipulated  that  the  laying  out  or 
the  gwden  should  not  be  a  source  of 
public  exnense;  therefore,  the  money 
had  to  DC  obtained  from  ootaide 
sources.  It  is  perhaps  a  nmilar 
economical  spirit  that  prevents  ai 
military  band  playing  there  in  the 
summer.  Last  year,  a  police  baad> 
played  there  every  Saturday,  and  this 
year  it  has  been  arranged  that  they  shall 
play  every  alternate  Saturday.  I  applied 
to  Uie  Constable  of  the  Tower  to  fill  up- 
the  gaps  by  allowing  the  military  band 
to  may  on  the  other  Saturdays,  bat  he 
replied  that  the  band  was  occupied  at 
the WestEndofthe  town.  Idonotdoubt 
that  the  band  is  more  pleasantly  and 
profitably  employed,  but  they  would  be 
more  usefully  employed  in  giving  fl^<>y- 
ment  to  the  people  of  the  East  End, 
whoea  opportunitiee  of  mnsical  enjoy- 
ment are  more  rare.  Then  the  use  of 
the  riverside  promenades  is  refused. 
The  resson  assigned  is  that  war  storee- 
ara  landed  there.     This  is  a  very  old 

story 

•Mr.  PLUNKET:  The  hon.  Gentie- 
man  will  forgive  me  for  interrupting 
him,  but  the  question  cannot  be  appro- 
priately rdsed  on  this  Vote — It  comee 
under  the  War  Office  Yote. 
•Ua.  MONTAGU :  I  apprehend  that 
access  to  the  Tower  Gardens  might  weU 
be  discussed  under  this  Tote  ? 

Thb  CHAIBMAN  :  It  is  a  qnestioo 
of  fact  what  portion  of  the  expenditure 
upon  the  Tower  comes  under  Item  B. 
If  the  First  Commissioner  says  the 
grounds  are  not  referred  to  under  the 
item,  then  it  would  not  be  proper  to 
discuss  tho  question. 
•Me.  PLUNKET :  I  have  aaoerlainetf 
the  fact,  or  I  should   not  have  inter- 

ipted  the  hen.  Member. 

Mr.  MUNBO  FEEGDSON  (Leith, 
&o.}  :  I  take  the  opportunity  of  oalling- 
the  attention  of  the  First  Oommiastoner 
to  the  want  of  facilities  for  seeing  the 
public  records  in  the  Becord  Office.  It 
IS  proposed  to  bring  in  the  aleetrio  light, 
and  I  think  the  public  m^ht  derive 
some  advantage  from  a  better  exhibi- 
tion of  theee  records.  At  Paris,  in  the 
Palais  d'AJTohivee  there  is  the  most 
interesting  collection  in  Europe  perhaps, 
and  so  arranged  that  the  history  of 
France  fbr  centuries  can  be  read  is  th» 
actual  documents  inoloeed  in  glass  oaaee 
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along  tli«  walla.  Id  the  Beoord  Offioa 
iit«Te8tiii{(  dooumento  are  stowed  awa;, 
and  quite  iaacceaaible,  owing  to  the  un- 
fitnoM  of  the  baildiug  for  exhibitioD.  In 
France  the  oolleotion  is  open  on  cer- 
tain daya  to  the  public,  other  days  being 
reserved  for  Boientifio  men,  and  I  trust 
it  may  be  possible  to  allow  our  Beoord 
-Office  to  do  some  educatioaal  work,  that 
the  public  may  derire  some  advantage 
from  tbe  coUeotioD. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £4,500,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Admiralty,  Extension  of  Buildings. 

(4.)  £12,800,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Turniture  of  Public  Offices,  Oreat 
.Britain. 

($.}  £210,614,  tooompletflthesamfor 
Bevenue  Department  Buildings,  Great 
-Britain. 

(8.)  £34,740,  to  cnmplete  the  sum  for 
County  Court  Buildings. 

(7.)  £22,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Ifetropolitan  Police  Court  Buildings. 

(8.)  £6,717,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Sheriff  Oourt  Houses,  Scotland. 

(y.)  £175,000, toconipletethesum for 
'Surveys  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  MUNHO  FEEGUSON  (Leith, 
-Ac.)  :  I  should  like  to  ask  whether  there 
is  any  prospect  of  the  new  survey  of 
Scotland   proceeding  at   a  more    rapid 

£Bce  than  has  marked  its  progreas  of 
ite? 

*Ma.  PLUNKET;  Yes.  I  answered 
-a  question  on  this  subject  the  other 
day,  and  waa  able  to  assure  the  hon. 
Member  who  asked  me  that  as  soon  as 
the  anrvey  of  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire 
is  oompleted,  which  will  be  within  the 
next  two  years,  then  three  or  four  divi- 
sions of  the  Survey  Staff  will  be  at  once 
applied  to  a  re-survey  of  those  six 
counties  of  Scotland  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  is,  I  think,  principally  inte- 
rested. With  a  view  to  fadlttating  the 
work  a  Survey  Office  will  be  opened  at 
Edinburgh. 

Mb.  U.  3.  KBNNT  (Tyrone,  Mid): 
May  I  ask  if  any  progress  has  been 
-made  with  the  Survey  in  Ireland,  or 
what  the  Qovernment  propose  on  that 
subjeot  ?  Further,  I  would  ask  whether 
any  new  maps  have  been  produced 
for  the  use  of  thsLand  Court  in  Ireland? 
.Alro,  I  would  suggest  that  new  maps 
-should  be  produced  at  a  price  that  would 


bring  them  within  the  reach  of  suitors 
in  the  Court.  At  present  an  exorbitant 
price  ia  charged — a  prohibitory  price  ao 
far  as  suitors  are  concerned. 
*Mb.  PLUNKET:  Yes;  the  Survey 
is  proceeding  satisfactorily  in  Ireland. 
The  hon.  Member  probably  knows  the 
revision  of  the  Survey  on  the  6-iach  scale 
has  bsen  proceeding  for  some  time;  bat 
by  order  of  the  Treasury  in  1887  the  n- 
viaion  will  in  future  be  made,  and  ia  now 
being  made,  on  the  25-inch  acale. 
*Mit.  M,  J'.  KENNY :  Will  it  be  made 
un  if orm  f 

•Ma.  PLUNKET:   I  believe  it   will 
eventually.  ^ 

Mb.  HALDANE  (Haddington):  Are 
we  definite^  to  underatand  uiat  Lancar 
shire  and  Yorkshire  are  the  only  twQ 
English  counties  of  which  the  Survey  is 
not  complete ;  and  that  when  these  two 
counties  are  completed,  proceedings  will 
be  taken  immediately  for  surveying  the 
six  remaining  coanties  of  Scotland? 
♦Mb.  PLUNKET  ;  That  is  ao. 
Ma.  BLANK  (Armagh,  S.):  I  would 
press  the  queation  of  my  hon.  Friend  as 
to  tbe  expeneiveness  of  the  Qovernment 
maps,  which  prevent  their  use  being 
availed  of  in  the  Courts.  Seeing  that 
Parliament  votes  money  for  the  Survey, 
I  cannot,  for  tbe  life  of  me,  see  why 
such  a  high  rate  should  be  charged  for 
copies  of  these  maps.  The  cost  of  the 
smallest  map  is,  I  believe,  £l  lOs.,  and 
that  is  the  amount,  perhaps,  of  several 
years'  reduction  of  rent  on  a  holding.  I 
would  impress  upon  the  Department  the 
iaaue  of  cheaper  maps  for  tbe  use  of 
suitors. 
*Mb.  PLUNKET :  The  state  of  the 
case  is  that  maps  were  produced  for 
the  Land  Oourt  at  considerable  ex- 
lense,  and  are  often  used  by  the  suitors. 
t  is  supposed  that  the  expense  is  re- 
coverable from  the  partiea  to  the  differ- 
ent suits  in  the  Land  Court ;  but  it 
has,  unfortunately,  been  found  very 
difficult  to  make  this  auoi  really 
available.  Again  and  again  tbe  out- 
standing balancea  have  been  so  large 
that  attention  has  been  called  to  them 
by  the  Public  Accounts  Committee,  bi 
I88U,  tbe  outstanding  balances  were 
£10,667 odd, and  on  DecemberSl,  1888, 
they  had  risen  to  £13,000  odd.  I  am 
afraid  it  is  not  possible  to  promise  any- 
thing further  on  the  subject 

Ma.  BLANE:   Why  should  not  tbe 
Qovernment  prepare  cheap  mapef  Poor 
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tenanti  who  appear  bsfore  th«  XxnA 
Commiasion  Court  endeBToaring  to  ob- 
tain a  reduotioQ  of  root,  have  to  show 
their  holding  on  draftinga  transferrvd 
on  parchment  from  the  Ordnanoe  maps, 
and  then  often  coit  more  than  several 
jeara     of     the     redactions     ultimately 

ranted.    The  smallest  of  theee  maps, 
believe,  {-oats  £1  10s.,  which  is  a  very 
aerious  item  for  theae  poor  people  to 


have  to  pay. 
•Mb.  p.  8.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye) :  Will  not  the  rieht  hon.  Oentle- 
man  consider  the  dedraDility  of  making 
these  maps  more  acceptable  and  avail- 
able to  a  large  class  of  persons  than  is 
at  present  the  case  ?  In  those  oountries 
whsre  there  is  a  oompnlsory  system 
of  land  registration  maps  are  kept 
in  the  Poet  Offices  and  other  pubuo 
places,  and  the  public  can  oonsnlt  them, 
10  some  oases,  for  a  small  fee,  and  in 
other  cases  for  no  fee  at  all.  This  sys- 
tem does  not  prevail  in  Eufrlaud  ;  but  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  if  it  did  it 
would  be  of  great  couvenience  to  people 
who  desire  to  consult  maps  of  their  own 
localities  from  time  to  time.  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  will  take  into  his 
favourable  consideration  the  advisability 
of  adopting  some  suob  scheme  as  this. 

Mil.  U.  S.  KENNY:  The  quea- 
tion  I  raised  was  not  as  to  litigants 
in  the  I^anded  Estates  Court,  but  thoee 
before  County  Courts  and  Judges  of 
Assise.  At  the  present  moment  it  is 
impossible  to  obtain  an  Ordnance  Sur- 
vey map  in  Ireland  on  the  smallest 
?ueetion  of  title  for  less  than  £1  10s. 
say  that  that  is  an  absurd  charge,  and 
amounts  very  often  to  absolute  injustice 
being  done  to  a  poor  litigant.  The 
63,000  cases  in  arrear  in  the  Landed 
Estates  Court  are  due  to  the  action  of 
the  Land  Begistry  itself,  who  require 
these  maps  to  be  put  in  as  evidence. 

MR.LAB0DOHEBE  (Northampton^ : 
I  do  not  gather  from  the  statement  in 
the  Estimates  that  much  is  realized  from 
the  sale  of  these  maps.  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  said  the  cheapest  cost  is 
£1  10s.  for  a  pmrtion  of  a  district 
or  a  county.  It  is  an  old  system  on  the 
part  of  the  Oovemment  to  have  large 
protits  and  small  sales,  but  what  we 
would  desire  to  see  would  be  large  sales 
and  small  profita.  The  paper  on  which 
these  maps  are  printed  does  not  cost 
30s. ;  but  a  certain  amount  of  the  cost  of 
getting  up  the  Survey  is  charged  on  each 
Jtr.  BUM 
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map  sold,  and  the  result  is  that  poor 
people  cannot  buy  them.  The  Snrvne 
cost  much  more  ttian  is  realised  by  Re- 
maps, and  I  think  we  ought  to  stretch  a. 
point  and  let  the  cost  of  survey  be  a. 
little  more,  so  long  as  the  result  will  be 
'o  cheapen  theprioe  of  the  maps. 
•Ur.  FLUNkET  :  The  cost  of  prepar- 
ing the  maps  is  only  that  of  paper  and" 
printing.  Nothing  is  charged  for  the 
Survey  of  which  these  maps  are  the 
I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
reasonable  for  anyone  to  expect  to  get 
the  maps  for  less  than  is  at  present 
charged. 

Mb.   LABOUOHERE:    Are    we   to 
believe  that  theee  maps  oost  30a.  ? 
Ma.  JACKSON:  No. 
*Mr.  PLtTNKET:   That  which  ooets 
30s.  ie  I  believe  a  drawing  of  a  particular 
holding.     I  am  speaking  of  the  ordinary 
Survey  available  to  all  the  country  for 
all  purposes.       The  maps  are  produced 
as  cheaply  as  possible. 
*Mb.  F.  8.  STEVENSON :    Will  the 
right  hon.  Oentlemau  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  sending  the  maps  down  to 
the  localitiea  ?    He  might  send  them  to 
the  most  populous  loMlities  Brat,   and 
afterwards  to    the    leas  populous  parts 
of  the  country. 
*Ub.  FLUNKET:  I  willoonsider  the 
matter. 

Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid):  I 
always  refrain  from  giving  nnneoeesaiy 
trouble  to  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  who  ia 
invariably  most  oourteons  in  his  answers, 
but  I  must  ask  for  some  explanation  as 
regards  one  of  these  sub-heads.  I  desire 
to  know  how  it  ia  that  there  is  a  large 
decrease  in  the  pay  of  labourers  con- 
nected with  the  Ordnance  Survey,  and  I 
must  say  I  do  not  know  why  it  should 
be  left  to  an  Irish  Member  to  ask  the 
question  7  I  find  there  ie  a  deorsase  of 
£7,410  in  the  pay  of  the  poor  labourers 
who  do  the  work,  and  I  wish  to 
know  how  it  cornea  about.  I  think 
we  are  entitled  to  inquire  into  these 
small  items,  especially  as  in  one  direction 
we  notice  an  increase,  and  as  ths 
answers  we  get  are  frequently  of  a  very 
unsatisfactory  character. 
*Mr.  PLUNKET  :  The  Survey 
to  which  the  Item  "A"  refers 
ia  approaching  its  completion;  there- 
fore, it  is  not  neoeiieary  to  em> 
ploy  as  much  labour  in  connection 
with  it  now  as  has  been  essential  in  th»' 
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put.  The  inorMM  the  hos.  Member 
nu  referred  to  ie  owiog  to  the  faot  that 
we  did  not  take  quite  enough  money 
last  year,  and  we  are  anxioua  thii  year 
to  avoid  that  oafortaDate  atate  of 
things. 

Ds.  TANNER :  I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
remain  aatiafied  with  that  answer,  al- 
tiiotigh  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
given  it  with  nie  naual  conrtm.  I  do 
not  like  taking  np  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee OD  ench  a  email  qtatter,  but  this 
disciuaioD  will,  I  think,  show  that  it  is 
impouible  to  get  a  eatisfaotory  explana- 
tion from  the  people  who  are  ependieg 
the  money  of  the  taxpayers. 
*Hr.  CBEM£B  (Shoreditofa,  Ba^er- 
aton):  Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  will  explain  how  it  is  that  under 
Item  "  A,"  which  has  referenoe  to  "  the 
staff,"  which,  I  believe,  includes  the 
well-paid  offloials,  who  do  the  least 
work  and  get  the  best  par,  there  is 
only  a  reduction  of  £80,  whilst  there  is 
snob  a  great  redaction  under  Item  "  0," 
which  covers  the  labourers.  I  hope 
that  on  grounds  of  fairpUy  the  tight 
hon.  Gentleman  will  give  as  some  ex- 
planation of  this. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  should  like  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Qentieman  whether,  since  we  bad 
this  Vote  under  consideration  last  year, 
he  has  given  sny  attention  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  possibility  of  making  better 
arrangements  for  the  sale  of  the  Ord- 
nance Survey  maps?  Diaeatisfaotioa 
has  been  expressed  on  mora  than 
one  occasion  with  the  monopoly 
oerlain  houses  possess  in  the  sale 
of  these  maps,  and  it  has  been 
pointed  out  that  it  would  tend  very  much 
to  the  convenience  of  the  public  gener* 
ally  if  the  agencies  for  the  sale  of  the 
Ordoanoe  maps  were  extended.  I  would 
ask  also  if  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  has 
had  an  opportunity  of  oonsidering,  since 
we  discussed  that  Vote  last  year,  the 
■uggestion  I  made  that  speoia]  attention 
should  be  extended  to  the  mining  die- 
tricts  of  the  country  in  regard  to  this 
matter  of  Survey  ? 

ThiGHAIBMAN:  Thehon. Member 
was  reminded  last  year  that  the  Geolo- 
gical Survey  is  not  under  this  Vote. 

Mb.  CONITBEABE:  I  was  led  into 
the  error  by  seeing  the  words  "  Enmv- 
ing  the  Geological  Survey"  in  the  Esti- 
mate.    However,  I  will  bring  the  snb- 
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jeot  on  under  a  Vote  for  the  Science  and 
Art  Department. 
*Mr.  PLTTNKBT:  The  reduction 
inder  Sub-head  "C"  is  not  so  much  for 
labour  as  Oivil  Assistants.  It  is  neces- 
sary to  employ  a  staff  to  supervise  the 
revision  of  the  Survey  as  it  is  going  on, 
and  the  oonrse  we  are  now  adopting  is 
the'  result  of  experiments  we  have  made.  * 
We  believe  that  the  system  we  have 
adopted  is  the  best  for  the  oonvemence 
of  the  pnbUc. 

Mr.  O'HEA  :  I  think,  looking  at 
the  usefnlneas  of  the  Ordnance  Survey 
sheets  in  the  Land  Courts,  that  some 
means  should  be  adopted  to  prevent  the 
public  being  unnecessarily  taxed  on  their 
acquisitiou  of  them. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  tam,  DOt  excMding  £7,210,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majoity,  to  defisj  the  Ohargs 
which  will  Dome  in  oonna  of  payment  dorins 
the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  Uarch  1880, 
for  the  Kxpensat  of  the  Erection  and  Uainta- 
nanoe  (indndtaff  Bents,  &c.)  of  Buildings  for  . 
the  Department  of  Science  Mtd  Art." 

Ma.  A.  ACLAND:  I  beg  to  move 
that  you,  Sir,  do  report  Frogreee,  and 
aak  leave  to  sit  again. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again,"— (J/r.  Arthwr 
Aeland,) — Put,  and  agreed  to. 


Order  for  Committal  read. 
Objection  taken  to  farther  proceed- 
ings. 

BEMOVAL  OF  'WBECKS  AOT  (1887) 
AMENUUENT  BILL.   (No.  3.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Cotnmittea.) 

Clause  1. 

Da.  TANNER  (Cork,  Mid) :  I  should 
like  to  ask  how  it  is  that  hon.  Oentie- 
men  opposite  are  so  prone  to  deal  with 
and  obstruct  Irish  measnres  which  we 
to  the  best  of  our  ability  try  to  carry 
through  ?  Although  I  have  been  asked 
not  to  do  so  by  hon.  Gentiemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  to  whose  opinion  I 
desire  to  defer  in  every  way,  I  cannot 
help  on  this  occasion  moving  that  you, 
Mr.  Courtney,  do  now  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leare  to  sit  again.    It  is  rather 
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£100  shall  be  paid  to  each  of  them, 
upon  oondltion  that  each  ipeads  the 
£100  cm  a  higher  ol&ss  sahool.  There 
an  higher  claeB  schools  ia  Uontrose  and 
Abioath,  and,  therefore,  those  boroagfas 
are  oontent.  The  only  objection  oomes 
from  Forfar,  which  has  no  higher  class 
eohool  within  the  meaning  of  the  scheme. 
It  has  a  Qovemment-grant-eamiag 
school  within  the  meaning  of  the  Eduoa- 
tion  Act ;  but  before  it  oould  convert  it 
into  a  higher  class  sohool,  so  u  to  claim 
its  share  of  the  surplns  income,  it  woald 
hare  to  give  up  the  Oovemment  grant. 
A  Parliamentary  Commiaeion  has  ia- 
veatigated  this  question,  and  has 
recommended  that  where  these  higher 
class  schools  are  established,  Govern- 
ment grants  should  be  given  to  them 
jnit  as  to  elementarj  schools  established 
under  the  Education  Act;  and  it  is 
upon  that  recommendation — and  pend- 
ing legislation  upon  it — that  the  Oom- 
missionera  have,  X  submit,  erroneously 
taken  upon  themselves  to  put  a  penalty 
upon  Forfar,  and  they  say — "Unless 
yon  establish  a  higher  olaas  school,  you 
ehall  not  have  a  share  of  this  fund." 
The  matter  becomes  all  the  more  im- 
portant when  it  is  remembered  that  the 
money  was  intended  by  the  testator 
for  the  education  of  poor  children 
in  Ihindee ;  and  by  the  proposal  of  the 
scheme,  which  is  objected  to  by  Forfar, 
it  is  asked  to  spend  the  £100  share  not 
in  the  education  of  the  poor,  but  in 
secondary  education.  The  position  of 
the  School  Board  is  this — tbey  are 
divided  in  opinion,  and  printed  state- 
ments on  the  subject  have  been  issued 
by  the  Board  and  by  the  Town  Oonnoil, 
and  oiroolated  in  Oiis  House;  and  so 
strong  is  the  public  feeling  in  Forfar 
upon  the  subject  that  a  Petition  has 
been  signed  by  1,100  ratepayers  out  of 
3,100,  asking  that  the  action  of  the 
Town  Council  may  be  sanctioned.  On 
these  grounds  I  beg  to  move  the  Uotion 
which  stands  in  my  name. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  im  hamble  Addren  be  pr«MOted  to 
!HeT  Majesty,  praying  Her  Hajesty  to  withhold 
Her  uoDHQt  from  the  icheinB  for  the  manage- 
ment of  the  endowment  in  the  Bnrgh  of 
'Dondee  and  Cmuatv  of  Forfar,  known  ai  the 


Mb.  CALDWELL  (St.  Bolloi,  Glas- 
gow) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  beg  to  seoond 
the  Motion.  The  scheme  proposed  is 
to  carry  ont  the  sjmtem  of  the  Charities 
Endowments  Oommissioners,  whereby 
they  have  been  asking  for  a  good  many 
years  past  to  take  the  funds  for  the 
purpose  of  promoting  secular  edncation 
in  the  country.  The  result  of  all  their 
efforts  during  the  last  eight  years  has 
been  that  secondary  edncation,  instead 
of  being  promoted,  has  been  on  the  de- 
dine  in  Scotland.  Owing  to  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Sohool  Board  system, 
elementary  education  i»  becoming  almost 
the  sole  education  in  the  parochial 
schools  of  Scotland.  A  secondary  educa- 
tion is  being  furnished  out  of  the  public 
schools.  The  Endowment  Oommis- 
sioners think  they  will  promote  secondary 
education  by  big  aeoondary  schools, 
and  by  eliminating  the  secondary 
education  from  the  elementary  schools. 
Experience  shows  that  to  be  a  fatal 
policy,  and  the  longer  it  continues  the 
more  secondary  education  will  go  down 
in  Scotland.  What  does  the  School 
Board  of  Forfar  say?  That  they  are 
willing  to  carry  on  the  old  Scotch  system 
of  having  secondary  edncation  in  elemen- 
tary schools.  They  wish  to  continue  the 
ordinary  grants  they  have  aa  a  Board 
School,  and  also  to  get  this  £100  for 
promoting  secondary  education  in  their 
school.  Ifitisasoundtheorythattechnical 
education  should  be  adopted  in  our 
ordinary  schools,  then  it  will  not  do  to 
adopt  the  scheme  in  its  presentform, 
*Ma.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities) :  This  Motion  re- 
fers to  a  scheme  of  some  magnitude.  Itia 
a  scheme  which  chiefly  affects  Dundee, 
but  also  to  some  small  extent  three 
burghs  represented  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  has  brought  for- 
ward the  Motion.  The  proportionate  in- 
teres!;  init  of  these  different  communities 
will  be  understood  when  I  point  out  that 
of  any  surplus  funds  five-sixths  go  to 
Dundee,  and  the  remaining  six^  is 
divided  equally  among  the  three  burghs 
—Arbroath,  Montrose,  and  Forur. 
Forfar,  therefore,  from  which  nlace  alone 
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fsttowd,  yet,  latbai  tiuo  Iom  it,  they 
would  take  it  ■■  offarad  in  die  echnme. 
The  aohnne  hoe  (he  beartr  af^rovel, 
tiot  aaiy  of  Doodee,  but  of  the  ednoK- 
tional  AnthoritiM  in  Arbroath  and 
Hontroee,  and,  to  a  oartaia  extent,  of 
thoee  in  Foi&r;  and,  th«i«fiite,  I  hop* 
the  Honoe  will  not  think  of  atondng 
it,  aa  it  will  eflaot  a  great  reform  m  th» 
administration  of  the  endowment. 

Ha.  E.  BOBEBTSON  (Dundee) :  A« 
Tnprnannting  thr  boroogh  moat  laigelT' 
intareated  in  thii  aoh«ae,  I  with  to  tKf 
I  hope  that  the  House  will  not  aoeept 
the  Motion. 


the  Town  Ooiincdl ;  hat 
aathoritj,  the  Bohool  Board — as  repre- 
sented b^  its  Obaimuui — are  at  least  by 
a  majority  opposed  to  the  proposition 
now  before  the  House.  I  wonld  -call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Oom- 
missionevs,  in  fixing  the  ooaditioiu  of 
the  maA  of  £100,  give  the  altama* 
tire  Qiat  if  the  Forfar  School  Board  do 
not  choose  to  estabUsh  a  higher  olass 
school  in  the  meaning  of  the  Education 
Act,  then  the  money  may  be  expended 
in  sending  foandatitHiers  to  an 
adranced  school  elsewhere.  The  in- 
tention is  that  the  Forfar  Sohool 
Board  shall  erect  part  of  their 
academy  into  a  higher  class  sohool ;  and 
to  show  that  this  is  not  regarded  with 
alarm,  the  minority  of  the  Sohool 
Board  say  that  while,  of  course,  they 
wonld  prefer  to  reoeive  the  grant  nn- 
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The  following  is  the  corrected  version  of  the  Speech  delivered 
by  Mr.  F.  H.  Evans  in  the  course  of  the  Debate  on 
Naval  Defence,  on  the  4th  April,  and  is  to  be  taken  in 
place  of  the  Report  commencing  on  Page  1651  of  this 
Tolume : — 


HOtrSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Huridag,   4th  April,    1889. 


I  Lord  the  Member  for  Marjiebone  (Lord 
0.  Bereefijrd),  who  eajB — 

"  I  then  made  it  perfectly-  cleu  that'  the  T4 
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Mr.  EVANS  C Southampton) :  I  desire 
to  pat  before  the  House  a  question  which 
must  deeply  affect  the  expenditure  upon 
our  Nary,  and  which  has  not  y%t  been 
alluded  to  by  those  who  have  ta^en  part 
in  the  debate.  In  doing  this  I  shall  have 
to  quote  the  remarks  that  have  been 
made  on  prior  occasions  \tj  one  or  two 
of  the  Members  of  this  House.  In  the 
TV'mm  of  the  9th  of  March  there  ia  a 
letter  from  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Faddingtoa  (Lord  B.  Oharchill)  in 
which  the  noble  Lord  said — 

"  For  the  parpoBM  of  eS^nally  ibBiigthei)- 
ing  the  Navr  there  ii  again  onivanal  wreement 
as  to  the  absolute  necesaity  lor  piecue  intor' 
mation  ai  to  the  duties  which  th»  Navy  ought 
to  b«  expected  to  perform  in  the  event  of  war 
with  one  or  other  i^  the  Eitn^eaa  Powers." 
That  is  as  to  the  duties  the  Navy  ma; 
be  expected  to  perform  in  time  of  war. 
Then,  again,  in  the  TVntN  of  the  same 
date,   there  is  a  letter  from  the  noble 


our  commerce  and  to  inaore  the  delirary  of 
onr  food  inpply  and  raw  material  in  caae  of  a 
war  with  Fnuice  alon^  if  we  are  to  adopt  the 
only  right  principle— ni.,  '  to  watch,  and,  if 
pouihle,  deatroj  erer}'  warahip  of  an 
enemy.' " 

And,  beyond  this,  there  is  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  who  is  reported  in 
Hantard  as  having  said —    . 

"We  are  the  caniert  of  the  Ms-bome  pro- 
dncti  of  the  world,  and  it  ia  utterly  imposaible 
to  inppose  that  the  whole  commerce  of  the 
world  IS  coming  to  an  end  becanse  of  tlie  action 
of  20  or  30  cruisers." 
And,  again,  the  noble  Lord  had  eaid~ 

"  We  ihould  be  able  to  protect  OUT  mun  trade 

To  what  do  these  remarks  all  point, 
unless  it  is  that  the  Admiraltr  are  not 
able  to  define  the  duties  the  Navy  will 
be  expected  to  perform,  and  that  the; 
are  setting  aside  a  certain  amount  ot 
naval  power  for  the  protection  of  the 
maritime  oommerce  of  the  counttr.  Z 
propose  to  show  that  all  the  expenuture 
which  is  mad^  in  that  direction  is  use- 
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lees,  and  oan  be  of  no  anil  in  any 
einmnutaiicea  whaterer.  I  am  Beoona 
-to  no  man  in  mj  desire  to  liare  a 
thoroughly  effective  Xavy,  bnt  I  oannot 
go  with  the  hon.  Baronet  who  has  cited 
Gobden  with  a  view  of  showing  that 
peace  can  be  maintained  withoat  such 
aids ;  and,  as  he  has  called  in  Cobden 
.ae  a  witness,  I  will  call  him  in  too, 
and  remind  the  House  diat  he  onoe  said 
— "  Out  life  as  a  nation  depends  on  our 
having  the  mastery  of o  urcommunications 
by  aea."  I  am  unfortunately  familiar 
with  the  terrible  devaatatiana  of  war.  I 
.Imow  what  war  means  and  what  it  would 
mean  to  this  country,  and  I  may  add 
that  the  ooQnty  I  live  in  would  be  one 
of  the  first  tti  suffer  in  case  of  a  European 
■  conflagration.  It  will,  therefore,  be 
understood  that  if  I  say  anything  against 
the  Vote,  I  am  quite  alive  to  flie  great 
TEsk  incurred  if  any  mistake  is  made. 
We  are  the  CBrriers  of  about  seven- 
elevenths  of  the  produce  of  the  world, 
What  would  be  tne  effect  of  war  upon 
this  maritime  commerce  ?  There  are  two 
-occasions  which  may  be  taken  to  form 
our  judgment  on  this  point  —  the 
American  War,  and  the  scare  about 
Bussia  three  years  ago.  When  war  in- 
terferes with  maritime  commerce,  it 
does  so  first  by  creating  a  war  premium, 
which  has  to  be  paid  on  what  is  being 
carried.  You  have  the  capital  in veated 
in  the  ships  and  the  capital  invested  in 
the  cargo,  and  every  charge  that  has  to 
be  made  in  order  to  keep  a  ship  going 
must  eventually  be  sustained  by  the 
cargo.  When,  therefore,  war  takes  place, 
the  cargoes  belonging  to  the  nation  at 
war  have  to  pay  a  war  premium.  Well, 
what  does  that  premium  amount  to  ? 
Before  the  American  Civil  War  of  1860 
the  Uereey  was  full  of  American 
clippers.  The  Americans  were  our  great 
oompetitora  in  the  Korth  Atlantic  carry- 
.ing  trade;  in  fact,  they  had  rather  the 
better  of  it.     The  first  premium  that  was 

raid  as  a  war  premium  was  only  5s. ; 
ut  when  the  Alabama  and  Shenandoah 
.  oame  out  the  premium  advanced  until 
once  or  twice  it  reached  as  high 
as  £40.  It  does  not  require  any 
great  amount  of  intelligence  to  know 
that  Buch  a  premium  as  that  abso- 
lutely killed  the  Mercantile  Sfarine 
of  America.  Of  course  it  might  have 
been  possible  to  have  resuscitated  it 
but  the  reason  why  it  was  not  was  this 
the  enormous  cost  of  the  civil  war  made 


it  neoesaaiy  to  ruse  an  enormooa  amonnt 
of  taxation.  The  Americana  taxed  every- 
thing, including  steel  and  iron  ;  and  the 
reeult  was  that  as  we  were  at  that 
time  passing  very  rapidly  into  the 
steam  carriers,  no  American  could  boOd 
a  steamer  at  anything  like  the  price 
that  we  could,  so  that  it  became 
impossible  for  America  to  compete 
wiUi  aa  in  the  carrying  trade  of  the 
world.  Then  the  navigation  laws  of 
America  prevented  the  Americana  &om 
buying  ships  in  foreign  countries  and 
sailing  them  under  the  American  flag, 
and  the  result  was  that  we  were  left  aa 
carriers  of  the  main  commerce  of  the 
world.  Having  alluded  to  the  effect  of 
the  increased  prsmium  of  insurance, 
during  the  American  Civil  War,  I 
now  come  to  the  scare  ae  to  a  war  with 
Bussia.  Although  that  was  only  the 
faintest  suspicion  of  a  scare,  it  resulted 
in  a  premium  of  ISs.  per  cent,  on  our 
main  trade  routes.  Now  let  us  take  the 
case  of  a  great  war.  So  great  is  oar 
superiority  in  regard  to  our  llfercantile 
Uarine,  not  only  in  apeed  and  efficiency, 
bnt  also  in  numbers,  that  I  should  thiu 
hettreen  SO  and  90  per  cent  of  the  faat 
steaming  vessels  of  the  world  belong  to 
this  country.  In  the  cose  of  a  small 
war  the  Hercantiie  Marine  of  England 
would  defy  the  risks,  as  the  number  of 
steamers,  in  oompariaon  to  orutserswhich 
could  be  sent  out  against  them,  would  be 
so  overwhelming ;  but  the  effect  of  a 
great  war,  if  continued  for  any  consider- 
able time — and  it  is  in  contemplation  of 
the  possibility  of  a  great  war  that  this 
expenditure  ia  to  be  incurred — would  be 
to  destroy  the  whole  of  the  Mercantile 
Uarine  of  this  country,  by  reason  of  the 
high  war  premium  which  would  be 
exacted.  When  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  tells  me  it  is  utterly  im- 
poasible  to  suppose  that  the  whole 
commerce  of  the  world  is  coming  to 
an  end  through  the  action  of  20  or  80 
cruisers,  I  will  tell  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  he  does  not  comprehend  what 
he  is  speaking  about.  When  the  mer- 
chants of  England  find  it  impossible  to 
bring  their  goods  imder  the  flag  of  Eng- 
laudowingto  the  extra  war  premiums,  the 
cruisers  the  Admii-alty  ore  going  to  build 
will  wander  along  the  main  trade  routes, 
the  sole  carriers  of  the  English  flag.  It 
is  said  the  British  people  possess  such 
pluck  they  will  face  that  state  of  things; 
but  it  ia  not  a  question  of  pluck  ;  it  ia  a 


j..yCjOOgle 


IJUtJHLlUU  Ul   pUUDUB,   SUUUDgH,   lUlU  pDUUU 

— the  produce  will  be  coDveyed  b;  the 
cheapest  carrier.  It  ia  a  great  pity  that, 
vith  regard  to  what  an  hon.  Member 
opposite  called  our  main  line  of  de- 
feucs,  but  which  I  must  call  oar  one 
line  of  defence,  on  which  we  ought 
to  be  unanimous,  we  have  no  con- 
fidence in  the  administration  of  the  Ad- 
miialtj.  There  ia  no  sacrifice  which 
anj  man  who  hEis  onoe  seen  war  would 
not  make  to  stop  the  invader  from  put- 
ting his  foot  on  our  ahores.  What  is 
the  policy  of  the  Admiralty  ?  They  ore 
going  to  build  70  ships  all  at  once.  If 
a  manager  of  any  of  onr  great  companies 
were  to  say,  as  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  baa  said,  that  he  proposed  to 
lay  down  at  once  a  Fleet  equal  in  propor- 
tion to  the  70  vessels  now  proposed  by 
the  Admiralty,  he  would  notlongremain 


ID  ine  puBiHun  ui  maDugur.  xiiepuucy 
of  the  great  companies  is  to  put  down 
just  as  few  vesaels  as  is  nacessan',  anA 
then  watch  for  improvements.  Inven- 
tors innumerable  will  press  their  patents- 
upon  you — it  is  the  art  of  the  manager 
to  avail  himself  of  the  best— he  must 
keep  his  Fleet  equal  to,'or  better  than, 
his  competitors.  Ifo  more  suicidal 
policy  can  be  devised  than  to  lay  down' 
70  vessels  on  a  fixed  plan,  which  the 
improvements  of  the  next  few  jeam 
might  render  almost  obsolete.  For  these- 
reasons,  showing  the  lack  of  any  real 
and  comprehensive  study  of  the  duties- 
which  the  Navy  will  be  called  upon  to 
perform  in  time  of  war,  I  am  sorry  I 
nave  suoh  a  lack  of  confidence  in  the 
administration  of  the  Admiralty  that  I 
feel  constrained  to  vote  against  the 
Beeolution. 
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697 
Sluioe  GatM,  KilUloa,  e>7 
Poaaoiibj  BiUte,  376 
Outrage   npon   Mr.  and    MU*    Creagh  at 

Qnio,  16, 17,873 


OULITBOBHK,  Viscount,  Laneaehire,   N.B. 


Oraitbrook,  Viscoant  (Lord  PreeiddDt 
ot  the  Oounoil) 
Edooation  Coda,  1683,  1889. 1391 
Laroenj  Aot  (1861)  Amandment  (Uie  of  Fin- 

arm*}  Bill.  1768 
Nailonal  Portrait  Oallerj,  1135 

Ubavfors,  Earl  of 

Compmiei  Relief  Bill,  3  R.  335 
Llaendng  Aol  (1373)  Amendoieiit  Bill,  3   R. 
933 

(Jbavfohd,  Mr.  D.,  Lanark,  N.E. 

Armj  Annual  Bill— Committal,  1 103 

Coat  Minei  Regulation  Asl   (1887)— DaeMat 

and  Aaoenc  of  WorkiasD.  13 
Judicial  Facton  (Soolland)  Bill.  3  R.  1107 
Looal  GoTiinmsot  (Sootlaad)  BilU,  ISSI 
ParluunoDt— Bniineatof  llooae,  1301 

Obemer,  Mr.  W.  B.,   Shoridihit,  Hag- 

Naval  Defeooe,  773,  778,  781 

Commitiea,  1398,  1W9,  I3S0,  1303 
Sopplj— fIoa*e>  ot  farliament,  1428,  1133 

Roral  Palxoei,  87 1 

Rojal  Parkland   Pleaaure  Gardeui,  1084, 
1093,  10S7 

SurTeji,  1901 
Vaoaination  Aata,  ITSS 
Weight*  and  Meuurae  Bill,  2  R,  1111 


Crilly,  Mr.  D.,  Mano,  N. 
Ireland — Natioi 
41,43 


Ltion— Reanlt    t'aei 


Orobbley,  Sir  S.,  Suffolk,  Loteettoft 

Ramoval  at  Wreoka   Aot  (1877)  Amendment 
Bill,  3H.  943 

Crnel^  to  Children  PrereDtioiL  Bill 
s.  Read  3*  April  4,  1379  [Bill  87] 

CiTBiTT,  Bight  Hon.  0.,  Surre]/,  Xpiem 
Supplj— Kojal  Park!  and  Pleaaare  Gardana- 


Ciulotiu  and  Inland  Ravenue  Act,  1888^ 
Saehuy   Carriaget 


Cuttonu 
Mrrdtandiu  Marki  Act,  QueMioo,  Mr.  0.  V. 

Monan  :  Aaiwer,    The    Seoretar;    lo   the- 

TreaaarT  Mar  33,  731 
OJieeri—Bnuri  of  La6our,Q,atiliaa,  Mr.  Joha 

Moilej ;     Aaavrr,    The    Seeretarj    to    tha; 

Treainr;  JTnr  38,  1019 
Ofieiri  »l  Urerfool,    Queition,  Ur.    Patrick 

O'Brien:    Anoar,  Tba    Seoralarji    to     tbe 

Traaiurr  Jfdr  18,81,  33 ;  Jfor  25,  TM 
Slatitlieal  Dtparlmenl—SlMH  Start'  ScheMfl,. 

QpUnliooi,  Mr.  Maedooald   Cameron  ;  An- 

iwcra,  Tha  Seoretar;  to  the  Traatnrj  Mar 

i6,  730,  731 


Jo^CjOOgle 


•Ooazos,  Hon.  G.  N.,  Lanetuhire,  South- 
port 
ParliuneDt — ParniBBt  ofUentbera,  IISV 

Cypru*-  Turlith  2Ubut« 
Quflition,  Colonel   Bri<lgeai>n  ;  An(ir«r,  Tha 
Chnnoellor  of  iho  £iDbiqaar  lUar  21,  376, 


Daruho,  Mt.  0. 1.,  Dtpiford, 

ConUgioDi    DiBHKi   (Animalt)    AoU— Foot 

knd  Mouth  DiKu«,  1S3S,  1809 
Supplf — Marlborough  Houta,  8T6 

Dalbtuple,  Sir  C,  fytwicK 

MarrUge  with  n  Deoeued  Wire's  Siater  (Seot- 
Und)  Bill,  3R.  1521,  IA26 

Uavbv,  Sir  Horace,  Sloekton 

Xrraj  —   Hojal     A.rtiller}  —  Mijor-Geaenl 

Downea,  MO 
Iraland-Criminal  Law  and   Proaednn  Aot— 

Mr,  Slack,  710.711 
MerobiDt  Shipping  (Tonnnge)  Bill  3R.,  leflS 
Trust  Fuoda  lD?Mtm«nt  Bill  3EI.,  1604,  IfiOS 


DE  CoBAOf,  Mr.  E.  8.  W.,  Bet/att,  E. 

Ireland— I'oor  Rate,  31.  Si 

i'arliainent — Buainasa  orths  llouie,  104,  40S 

DE  La  Wabb,  Earl 

Railwajfl— SerTiDtt'  OTertima,  1546 

DB  Lisle,    Ur.    E.    3.    L.,    Ltieiit*r- 
thira.  Mid. 

Slave  Trade,  926 

Supplj—Ciril   Seriicei  and  RiTenua  Depart' 
ments,  363,  602,  003,  601 

UoiiMi  of  pHrliament,  1414,  1126 

I'oat  OSoe  Tclegiapha,  1067 

Ro;*l  Parka  and  I'leaauro  Garden i,  1083 

Waslminater  Uall,  1191 

Denuait,  Lord 

Armr— DiacipUna— Priiate  Colltna,  838 
liuraiinn  of  hpeeehea  in  Parliameat,  2  R.  3 
1 'a rlia men t— Standing  Ordera,  8)3 

Women'*  Suffrage  Bill,  1T7U 
Women'a  auffrage  Bill,  3  K.  1 


DE  Bos,  Lord 

ArmT— Uixipline — Pritate  Colltna,  837 

DE  KoTHSCHiLD,  Baron 

Sole  or  lnlo:iicating  Liqiiora  on  Sundaji 

■i  a,  986 
Supplj— Poat  Office  TelcfErapha,  1051 
Teltgraph  Clerka,  1710 


DK  WOKMB,  Boron  U.  (Under  Secreterj 

of  State  for  the  Colonies),  Livtr- 

pool.  Eait  ToxUth 

AlHoa  (South)  Gold  Fielda— Rudd  CoDoaauoB, 

1716,  1717 

U  Bangaela.  61T,    837.  838,  839,  1385, 

1383 
Swaziland.  1803 
Zululand— Diniiulu,  131,  133 
Alrioa  (Weit    Coaat)   Qold    Coait— Politinl 

Hriaoncn.  1803 
Auatralia  (Wealern) 'Chief  Jaatioa  Oulov't 
Absence  1031,— Mr.  [^ke,  1119, 1 J» 


Land— Coloi 


a,  731 


Responal 

Sir  F.  Napier  Broome.  1229 
Cejlon — Memorial  aa  lo  the  Govemnr,  ISH 
Oo  I  on  im— Colonial  Conatitutiona,  1807 
Ireland— Real  dent  Magialratea— CipUiDSM- 

graie.lSS,  136,371,397 
Lagoa,  Licariaing  Lawa  in,  126 
Malla— Baluting  the  Biabop,  1783 
Sugar  Bounties   Conremion,   708,  I1M,1M1, 

I3S2 
Sappl;— Pondoland  and  Swaiiland,  96,  97,  HI 
West  tndiea— Bauntf  tjfSUm,  SttS 
DeiDPrara.  1630 

Jamaica  GoTernoirnt  Railwaya.  SIS 
Winnipeg  and  HudaoD'g   Baj    Raiiwaj  Cm- 
pan  iea,  1653 


Dnj-wTiT,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swantea  Toien 

Parliament -Now.  Writ  for  Central    Binning. 

ham— Notice  ol  Motion,  169T 
Supply— Roral  Parkland   Pleasure  Gudn^ 

1091 
Wales— Tithe  Agitation— Panbrrn, II S7 

Dispensary  Eonses  (Ireland)  Act  (18791 
Amendment  Bill 

«.   Orderfora- Jfjraa,  1111  [Bill  IW] 

Dixon-Harixamd,  Mr.  F.  D,,  Midilitm, 

JTxbridgt 
Cuatoma— Abolition  of  Exaiae  CoUeoton'  Ofl- 


I,  10 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  lABdi 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Order  Bill 

c.  Read  3°  and  passwi.  Mar  36,  631 

[BlUU] 
{.  Read  1**  Mar  Si 

Road  2'»  ^ptii  6,  1681 

Cornmittee  *  ;  Reported  April  3,  1718 

DuiT,  Mr.  E.  W..  Banffthir* 

Naral  Defence -Committee.  1281.  ISM 
Na»j— Eipendituro    in  the  year  18S8-39,  »" 
Parliament— Busineas  o>  the  lloasa.  613 
Scotland- Fiar'a  Hrioaa,  369,386 

DuQDALE,  Mr.  J,  a.,  J^araiekthiri,  Sim- 

Paliee  UranU  to  (^unties,  1681 
DunsoNALD,  Earl  of 

Afrioa  (East  Coast}- NjasM.  SSJ 


Daratlon   of  Speechea  in  Parliameat 
BiU 

I.  3B.  JfurlS,  3  (No.al) 

Dtkb,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.   (Vice 
President   of    the    Committee    of 
Council  on  Education],  Sent,  Dart- 
ford 
Ednoitino  Depsriment  (England  andWalei) — 
Board  Sohooli— Rotnrtitown,  371 
Cbrlst'i  IlopiUl  Sohima,  SOT 
Ilaughlej  Vettrjp  Meetiog,  ITSe 
Ireland  Scienee  and  Art  MuMum,  1030 
Mediaallj  Trained  Sohool  Inspeetora,  fiOS 
New  Code,  733,  6S9,  10t2,  ITIS  ;  Section 

19— Botany,  ISTO 
Sohoola— Snitterfletd      £iainiDation— The 

Creed,  I TST 
Supplj — Fnblio  Bdiiaat[o&  In  England  and 


Seeletiatiieal  Commiuionert 

MitrnpolUan  Ettatit,  Boundary  Oullinel,  <iaet- 
tioni,  Mr.  Channing,  Mr.  J.  Rowland*, 
Mr.  J.  Stuart ;  Answera,  Sir  H.  Selwjn- 
IbbetKtn  April  i,  1613 

Ineome  and  Grants  ia  IValei,  llaeation,  Mr. 
T.  EJlis  ;  An*wer,  Tbe  Under  SeoretaiT 
for  tbe  Home  Department  dprti  8,  1800 

Edvoation  Defartmbivt  (Eholaitd  aitd 
Walks) 

Board  SehooU — Hye — Veilry  Meeting  in, 
QueatiDQK,  Mr.  F.  S.  SteTsnlon,  Mr.  [I. 
Gardner:  Anaweri,  The  Vioe  freaident  ot 
the  Commiltee  of  Council  on  Kducation 
April  8,  17SS  ;  Queationa.  Mr.  Franoia 
SieienaoD,  Mr.  [I.  Gardner  ;  Answera,  Thi 
President  of  the  Local  Go*ernment  Board, 
The  Vice  Preaident  of  the  Committee  of 
Oennoil  on  Ednontioa  April  4, 1560  ;  Ritliy, 
Question,  Sir  W.  Foster  ;  Anawer,  Mr.  J. 
W.  Lowther  Mar  19,  139;  Roberttoum— 
Qaeation,  Mr.  Woodhead  \  Anawer,  The 
Vice  Preaident  of  the  Council  Mitr  21,  373, 
S7*  ;  SnittiT^U  Examinatimt-The  Critd, 
Qaeation,  Mr.  Cobb  ;  Anawer,  Tbe  Viae 
Preaident  of  the  Committee  ol  Council  on 
Education  Aprils,  1787 

Chritt'i  Seipiiat  Scheme,  Queitioo,  Mr.  Uud- 
della ;  Anawer,  Tbe  Vioe  Preaident  of  the 
Council,  Mar  22,  £07 

UedicaUy  Trained  Sfhuel  Impeetort,  Qae«- 
lion,  Dr.  Farqubaraon  ;  Anawer,  Tlie  Vice 
Preaident  ifar  23,  SOS 

Ifew  Code,  Queation,  Mr.  F.  S.  Powell ;  An- 
awer, Tbe  Vioe  Preaident  Mar  26,  732  ; 
Qneation,  Mr.  A.  Acland ;  Anawer,  The 
Vioe  President  Mar  28,  i65  ;  Queationa,  Mr. 
J.  G.  Talbot,  Viacount  Cranbarao,  Mr.  Mud- 
della  \  Anawert,  The  Viae  Preaident  Mar  28, 
1013;  Queation,  Mr.  U.  Gardner;  Anawer, 
The  Firit  Lord  of  the  Treasure  April  i, 
1G04  ;  Queationa,  Mr.  Oldrojd,  Mr.  S/dnsj 
Baxton;  Answer,  The  Vice  Preaident,  The 
First  Lord  of  tbaTreaanrr  April  6,  1715; 
Seetion  \S—BoUmy,  Queslion,  Mr.  Rankin  ; 
Answer,  The  Vina  Freudrot  April  i,  1578 


EDtroiTioN  DiFiRTMiKT  (  Rnglana  and  Waitt)— 

Poor  Law  Sthoolt,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Jams*- 
Stuart  1  Answen,  Tbe  Preaident  of  the  Lo««l 
Government  Board  Jfor  38,  lOtS 

Edaealien  Codt,  IBS9 
I.  Motion  proposed  April  6.  1081 

Bdaealional     Endoammti      {SeoUand)     Act;. 

Queation,  Mr.  Hugh  Elliot ;     Answer,   Tbs 

Lord  Advoeote  April  5,  1T03 

Educalinal  EndoamentiiSailland)  Atl,  1882 

(Morgan  MoMpiial,  Dundei),  Rea.    April  S^ 


EaERTOH.  Hon.  A.  deTatton,  Chtthirt, 
SnuUfori 
Supply— Eouaesot  Parliament,  1882 

Egypt 

Deeoralioni  for  Eff^lian  (itmpaign  of  1881-5, 


Egyptian  Fn/erene*  Loan.  Question,  Sir 
Rubert  Fowler  ;  Anawer,  Tbe  Under  Seore- 
tarj  for  Foreign  Affairs  April  B,  1707 
Buatin:  Military  Operation!— OiurtUa  War, 
/are — Intercepting  Supplitt,  Queation,  Sir 
Geo.  Campbell  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Seore- 
tarj  for  Foreign  Affairs  April  8,  1799 

ElementuT    Edncation    (ContinnatioB 
School]  Bill 

«.  Ordered;  read  1°*  JTar  26,  8S5    [Bill  171] 

Elementary     Edncation      Provirional 
Order  Confiimation    (Acton,  ftc)  Bill 

(.   Read  3-  *  April  B,  1681  (Ko.  U) 

Ellbkborouoh,  Lord 

Armr— Discipline— Private  Collina,  828 

£lijot,  Hon.  A.  R.  D.,  Roxburgh 

Marriage    wilb     a    Deceased    Wife's    Sister 

(SoDlland)  Bill,  a  R.  I5U 
Snpplj — CiTil  SerTioes  and  ReTenae  Depart- 


Eluot,  Hon.  H.  F.  H.,  Aryikire,  K. 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland  Act)  170> 

Ellib,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Nottingham,  Stuh^iji 
Arm; — Troops  in  Ireland,  30 
Coal  Mines  Regulation  Aots,  1712,  1713 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Aot — Nam- 


land,  377 
Murder    of    Inspector    Martin — Penons 

Arrested,  377 
Party  Emblemi— 833,  831 
Police  Superiiaion—Mr.  Witwn,  103,  10« 
Resident    Magistrates  —  Captain   SegniTS, 

R.H.  371 
Rojal   Irish  Constabulary — Police  pawet 

in  Gweedore,  31 


C-t 


Elui,  Mr.  J.  E.—eoHl. 

Ueeatiog  Law— SherifTorNottingluim,  810 
Hemkan  of  Pulument  (Cbargss  knd  Allsg*. 

tiont)— The  Speeial  ComidiBiioD— 413 
Oolonel  Hughsi-Hillatt,  816 
PmrlUment— Butioeu  of  the  Ilouae,  172,  173; 

Euter  Reoeu,  I3t7,  1697 
Soppljr — Citil   SerrioM  and  Kerenue  U«part- 
loeiiM,  !03,  2  SB 
Boon*  of  PkriikmoDt,  U01,  U09, 1121 
Poit  Office  Telegnphe,  lOSO 
Ror>l  Parka  and  Pleuore  Garieni,  1087 

Elms,  Sir  J.  W.,  Sm-ray,  Kingttm 
RiohiiioDd  Park,  IS,  IS 

Ellis,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Msriotuththirt 

Anaj  (Annual)  Bill,  3R.  IS17 
Piaheri«— Dove;  Fiihorj  Boaril,  3S,  10 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police — AUe^d  Peijarr 
In  Wales,  SOB 
Cardiff  AiBiiei— Jamei  Tijlor,  199 
MerthjrPolioo— Captain  Linduj,  6S9 
Local    GoTcrDineDt  Board— Count;    Council 
Electiaa  Eipcneei,  89 
fTount;    Connolla — Sammanwi  tO    attend 
Meeting*,  IfiTS 
Ua^itracT— NcmioatiOD    of  Count;   Hafte- 

tratei,  1S79 
Narj-Cardifan  Ba;,  393,  731 
Raiaia— Statiatioi,  394 

Walsa — Eceletiaatioal  Commiaaioncrs'  Inoome 
and  Granta,  1800 
Titbe  Agitation — Cardiganshire  and    Pem- 
brolieehire — Application     for   the    Mili- 
tar;,  1317 
Pembrjrn,  S28,  639,  730,  731,  lSfl8 
Riot*  at  Pen-r-sani,  100 

Slphinbtone,  Lord 
H.M.S.  "Sulun/'a,  S 
Naral   Defence  Act— Roral   NaTal   Artitler; 

Volunteer   Corpi,   498,  SOI,   1374,  1378, 

1377 


Smiifration 

Arqentint  Sepublie,  Qaeationa,  Ur.  Lane,  Mr. 
Bridlautfa,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor;  Aniwen, 
The  Under  Secretarj  for  Foreign  Aflairi 
MarSS,  1032;  Queation,  Mr.  John  O'Con- 
nor ;  Anawer,  the  Under  Secretnrj  for 
Foreign  Affaira  April  3,  I39S  ;  Qnetttona, 
Major  Rasch,  Mr.  Dradlaugh  ;  Answer^  the 
Under  Secretarj  for  the  Coloniea  April  B, 
1711;  (tuettion,  Mr.  li rad laugh  ;  Anawer, 
the  Under  Secretar;  for  Foreign  Affain, 
1784. 

Jriih  Emigrant!,  Qoeationa,  Mr.  O'Eceffe 
Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mr.  BradJaugh,  Mr. 
Lane ;  Anawera,  The  Under  Seeretarj 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  Mr.  Speaker  Mar  26, 
840,841,  843 

Emigration  and  Jmmigraiion  {Foreigner!), 
Motion  for  Select  Committee  (Mr.  Akera 
Douglaa),  Agreed  to  Mar  3S,  811;  Cam- 
mittee  named  Mar  38;  Qucatiani,  Mr. 
Howard  Vincent,  Mr.  J.  T.  Bruoner,  Mr. 


Btnigratim  .—Coot. 

Bradlaugh ;  Answcn,  Mr.  Speaker,  tba  Pint 
Lord  of  the  Treaiar;  Mar  35, 7S« 
EmigratioD— Motion   for    Select    CommitMa 
(Mr.  Ritchie)  Apra  4,  1S80 

Emplogtn'  and   Workmtn'i  Act   1875 
Adjudication    at   Wakefield  :    Qnsitioo,    Mr. 
Bradlaugh  ;  Anawer,  The  SeoreUr;  «f  St>U 
for  the  Uoma  Department  April  I,  1S41 

Gbeeb,  Lord  (If  aster  of  the  Holla) 

Laroen;  Act  (1881)  Amendment(Dn  of  Fln- 
arma)  Bill,  1771 

EssLKUOirr,  Mr.  P.,  AbtrdMiuktrt,  £. 
Emigration  and  Iminigration  (Poreign«n),81I, 

812 
BoraeSeih   (Sale   for  Food)   Bill  ComnittM, 

16TS 
Local   Goremnent    [Sootland]    BilU.    18S9, 

1876 
Parliament— Buiiueii  of  the  Bonaa,  1719 
Poatoarda,  1699 
Sootland—Unirarattie*  Bill,  1014 


Factor's  Bill 

/.  Pniented  ;  read  1>*  Jfor  IB,  19S    (No.ST) 

Factor!/  '^*'* — 

Certiffiiig  Surgaoni ;  Qnaation,  Mr.  AddiaoD ; 

Aniwar,  Tbe  Seor«tar;  of  State  for  the  Dcoa 

Department  April  8, 1800 
Emplojoient    b;    a    Hnaband   of    hia   Wib, 

Q,uaation,   Mr.  Broadbarst ;    Anawer,  na 

Saerelar;  of  Stato  (or  the  Home  Dapwt- 

ment  MirSS,  1143 

Farquhakson,  Dr.B.,  Ah«rd»fiuMrt,  W. 
Education  —  Medicallj-trained    School    !■■ 

apecton,  SOS 
Soppl; — Civil  Serrica*  and  Rerenae  Depart* 

manta,  308 

llonaea  of  Parliament,  tllT,  1437 

Rofal  Parka  and  Pleaiara  Gardani,  884 
Vaccination  Acta,  1731 

Felloweb  Mr.  A.  £.,  MxtntingdonMr*, 
Rami»y 
PolioB— Pajmeat  of,  1387 

Fenwick,     Mr.     C,      Northumltrlntd, 
Wansbeck 
Burjing  an  Sundaja  in  Walei,  718 
Coal  Minea  Regulation  Act.  717.  718 
ParltamcDt — Pajment  of  Hembara,  Rea.  1171 

Ferguson,  Mr.  B.  O.  Munro,  Ltith,  Ift. 
Agricultural  Holding*  (Scotland)   Aot  (1^ 

Amendment  Bill,va.lll3 
Local  Gavernment  (Scotland)  BJUa,  Rea.  ISH 
Parliament— Buaineaa'  of   (be    Ilouae,   ISM, 

leoo,  leoi 

Pajment  of  Memberi,  t20S 


[MU, 


doy  Google 


THaiiioii,  Mr.  R,  C.  Manra. — cant. 

Supptf— Ciiil  SarviceB  and   RgTeoae  Dtpart- 

menti.  303,  S6G,  346 
Emigralion  of  Crofter*,  Ac,  S3S 
Houui  of  ParlUmoDt,  1896,  1890 
PoatOfflOfl  Telegraphs,  lOST 
BotbI  Pall  on,  806 
RotkI  Parks  and  Pleiture  Gardens,  10TS, 

1079 
Soneya,  1897 

Ferottsbon,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs),  Manehetter,  N.E. 

.Africa— Central— Bombardment      of     TaDgi, 
833 
East  Const— British  Indian    Subje«ta,  SiH 
British  SubJMtg  at  Saadani,   14 
Zirobeii,  1024 

Zaniibar,  British  Agenof  at,  £i8 
Zaniibar—  Blockade  of  the  Iilaada  of  Pemba 

and  Zaniibar,  43 
Weit  Coast — Impartatioo    of    Anna    sod 

Ammunition,  81S 
Opobo  and  Agenni  Creek.  1010 
Alaska- Fisber J  Rights,  lOaO 
Argentine  Rapubiio,  K migration  10,840,  841, 

842,  1033,1398,  1390,  1713,  1T81 
rhili— Nitrate  Loan,  732 
Ecj'pt — BgTptisn  Preferenoe  Shares,  1707 
SnakiD  —  Militar;     Operations  —  QaeHIU 
Warfare— iDteroeptiogSopplio,  1797 
Foreifn  ABiur* — Correspondence  between  Sir 
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5.  StannaoD,  Ur.  H.  Gardner  ;  A  ~  ~" 
The    Praddont   of  the   Loaal  Qot« 


Loctl  OoTernment  (Irelud)  FrorUcaul 
OrdenBiU 

e.  R«ad3<>*  JforlB.KS 
RaportBd.4>nI8, 1783 

Local  OoTemment  ProTitdonal  Ordan 
(No.  1)  BiU 

e  Ordand ;  raad  V  •  April  8,  1T8S    [  BUI  189] 

Local  Ooremment  Provliioiial  Ordort 

(Ho.  2}  BiU 
«.  Ordsrvd :  raad  1>  *  April  8,  1188  [SUl  18S] 

Lockl  Gomnmflnt  ProviiioiuJ  Ordm 

(Ho-  3}  BiU 
0.  Oidersd;  read  l"'  Aprili,  ITSS  [Bill  IH] 

Local  Gorenunrat  Frorisioiud  Ordm 

(Ho.  4)  Bill 
«.  Ot^arad  :  iwwl  I**  April  8, 1788  [BiU  IBV] 

Local  OoTemment  (ScotUnd)  KU 

0.  HotioD  Tor   Laara  to  Intradaoa  Bill  April  B, 
1818 
Ordered  ;  read  1>  •  April  8,  1817  [BiU  161] 

Local  OoTemment   (Snotland]   Bapple- 

mentarj  FroTiiioiu  Bill 
e.  Hotlon  br  Lmvo  to  introdoo*  Bill  April    8, 

1818 
Ordarwl ;  read  1**  April  8,  IS7T  [Bill  188] 

Loedl   B4Un —Auutanee  Jnm    His   Ai- 
furiai  Exthtqiter 
QoBatioD,    Col.  nolan;    Aniwor,   Tb*  Oban- 
oellw  of  the  Ezohaiur  JTitr  3tt,  llSf 

Loecd  TWtriton — LiMneu 
Qaaitioiu,  The  Earl  of  UUltown,  Lord  Staolar 
of  Alderlof ;  Aoawen   Viaooont  TonriufaM 
AprUi,  18»8 

London    Coal   md    Wind   Suttn  —  S*- 
nemUef, 
Qaaatlon,   Sir    Joaaph   Paua;    Anawar,  Tho 
Lord  ol  tba  Treaanrr  Mar  SS,  7S7 

Loso,  Mr.  W.  H.  (Beoretaiy  te  ik» 
Looal  Ooveromest  Board),  Ifiiit, 
Dtvnet 

Alderman    (Cooat)'  GoaBmla)  Abolition  BQL 

3R,  S18 
Poor  in  large  tona,  1171 
Snpplf— Fanpar  Lonalioi— Enftaad,  til 


Jo^CjOOgle 


Lord  Adtooate,  Tha  ((m  Bobektbok, 
Bight  Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 

LoBD  LiEUTKiTAirT  OF  Ikkluid  —  OMef 
Secretary  to  the  (im  BAuoini,  Bight 
Hon.  A.  J.) 

LOKD    PSSBISXNT    OF    THB   CotJKOIIi  (*«« 

OsAiTBBOox,  Viscount) 

LosD  Fbttt  Ssal  («m  Oadooait,  Earl) 

JjyrRiAif,  Marquess  of  (Secretarv  for 
Scotland) 
Sklnon  FlihAriai  Lagiilstioa,  iSS 

LowTHKB,  Bight  Hod.  J.,  Kmt,  IiU  of 
Thantt 


Foot  and  Month  Diseue,  1038 
Sopplj—Roral  P»rk«  sad   Plesiuw  Gudoat, 
lOSfi,  1089,  lOVO,  1001,  1003 

LowTHKB,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Cumberland,  Pen- 
rith 
Cbuit;   Conialuiosart  —  Colwich  Charitiei, 


LuBBOOK,  Sir  J.,  Condon  Univertity 
Sapplf— Cint  Seriioei  and  RaTepiiB  Depart- 
nuati,  S9S 

Lnuaoy  Acts  Amendment  Bill 
OommitteB  Mar  26,  879  [Bill  Bl 

Report  April  i,  1S40 
RMdS**  and  pMiad  AprU  6,  1699 

Ltmaey  Aett  Amendment  Bill 

QnettioD,  Mr.  Joba  CoriMtt ;    AtxTsr,   Tbs 
flnt  Lord  oFthe  Treaiarf  April  1,  1317 

iMnaoy — County  and    Borough    Zunatie 
Asyiume  {England  and  W'alei) 
KetuTD  ordarad  April  i,  1601 

ZiYXLL  Ur.,  Orkney  and  Shetland 
BootiMad — Lighthoiuei — Otknsj  and  Sbatland, 

1020 
SnpplT  —  EmigntioQ    and    ColoaUation    t>t 
Grortanaad  Cotteri,32T 

MoAbthub,  Mr.  A.,  Zeicetter 

Africa    (East    Coait}— Britiah     Subjeeti    at 

Saadaoi,  14 
Africa  (Soaih)~-Lo  Beogal»,aiT 
S-aiiUnd,  1803 


MoAsTHUB,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Cornwall,  Mid 
St.  Atutell 
Samoa —  Oonrerenae,  SB 
Sapplj — Uoaaaa  of  Parliament,  1883 

Maqabthby,  Mr.  W.  G.  B.,  Antrim,  S. 
IrelBDd— Board  of  Pobllo   Worka  and  Dnia- 
ags  (Arterial),  ITBJl 
Crimea  and  Oolragea  —  Malloionl  Damage 
to  Oabbagea,  1337 
Moonligbting  at  Doora,  13S1 
Diapanaarj     iJouwi  (Ireland)  Aet  (18T9> 

Ameodmant  Bill,  3R..  tlii.  1115,  Ilia 
luteal   GoTarnment    Board  —  Betfait   Rate- 

Colleotar*.  1T39 
Pablio  Meeting  at  Raadalatown,  1790 
TraBo  Id  Ether,  799 

MoOabtht,  Mr.  JuBtin,  Londonderry 
Death  of  Mr.  John  Bright,  1 175 


Maodokald,   Ur.  J.    I 
and  St.  Andrew's 


..    A.,  £!dinhurgh 
Univeraity,  Soot- 


Scotland —Croften'  Emigration,  101 

McDonald,  Mr.  P.,  Sligo,  JT. 

Ireland— Criminal   Law  and  ProoedUN  Aot — 
Mr.  M'Uugh,  IMS,  1341 

McDoKAU),  Dr.  B.,  Son  and  Cromarty 
Suppl; — EmigTation  of  Croften,  Ao,,33S,  330- 

Maodonaid,   Mr.  W.  A.,    Queen't  Co., 

Ireland,  Barrow  Drainage  Sofaeme,  13S,  137 
Criminal   Law  and   Procedure  Aat— Mr. 
Conton,  1023 

Sappl7— Uouie  of   Parliamant,    1437,  ISSO 
1091, 1878,  1S88 

MgLabxn,  Mr.  W.  8.  B.,  Cheihire,  Crewe 

Africa— Trial  of  Dioiiula,  131,  133 
Supplj— Skfe  Diatnrbancei,  191 

Maci:eak,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Oldham 

Africa  (Eaat)— British  Snbjeota,  14,  S84 
Anar  Annnal  Bill  Committee.  Add.  CI.,  HOI 
India— Labonr  io  Indian  Factorial,  140 
Naral  Defence  Cammittee.  1310 
Trait  Fundi  Inreatment  Bill,  31{.  1491, 1493 
Walea— SuDda;  Cloaing  Act,  398 

Maclubb,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Laneaehire,  S.E.f 
Strel/ord 
Hagiatratea— LieeoaiDg  Seiaiona,  831 
Railwa;  Rate*.  SIO,  1001 
RamoTal  of  Wrealu  Act  [1877)  Amendment 
BiU,  9R.  941 

Mag  Nbill,  Mr.  J.  G.  8.,  Donegal,  S. 
Ireland — Board  of  Public   fforhs— Drainag* 
(Arterial],  170fi 
Crimina]    Law  and   Procedure  Aot — Im- 

nriaonmant  and     Trnatninnt — Manrnpat 


Digitized  oy  Google 


{  INDKX I 


Hm  NnLLMr.  J.  G.  8.— ornf. 

DetantioD  af  Talej^um  and  Latter,  1145 
EflotiMu-Olphert'i  EaUle,  TOS  ;  Bkttsr. 
iDf  Ram,  ITOS,  ITBS  :  Edaoatioa  Com- 
miMionen'    Tonnunltj  Eatate,  1010 
Pouto  Crop,  20,  39,  ISSS,  ISflO 
Lkw,     Jaatiae,    aod     Polioe  —  Oonitabla 

H'Aoeam;,  1011 
Polioe  at  Gireedor,  SOS 
Polioa  Paaaaa,  13 
Prooau  Serring  io  Ktloar,  33 
lUid  on  the  BoDM  of  Jobn  Harkini,  SOT 
RaaideDt    HagiitratM— Cftptaia     Sa^nTa, 

R.M.,  870,  871,306,  307,  8SS,  S5t 
PriiOD  Board,  10,  11 
To)t  Onoa— Houn  of  CommoDl — R«-dlrM- 

tioQ  of  Let  ten,  832 
SIbto  Trade,  000 
Suppl; — Ciril  Service*  and  Raranna  Depart- 

Uaddbk,  Mr.  D.  H.  (Solioltor  GFenaral 
for  Ireland),  Daiiin  Unwertity 

Chief  Sacrstarj')  ladiipotltloD,  ISSO 
Colooel  Fortaaoae'a  Eetata,  Conntf  Lonth, 

1117 
CondoD,  Ht.  p.,  1S90,  ISOl 
Conitable  M'Aoaamr'a  Trial,  1019 
Cork  Sub.Comaiiaiionari,  31 
Orime     and      Oatnge— Mr.     and     Mlu 

Greagfa,  17,  373 
Critniiial  Law  and  Frooedun  Aat — Aireit* 
for  the  Murder  of  loapeolor  Martin,  877 
Divliioaal  Commiaaioner,  18 
Farrellf,  Fattier,  088,  993 
GraadJoriai— Cork,  S13,  518 
Oweedor  Priaonara,  SOO,  891 
HarriDgtOD,  Mr.  E.,  1300,  1718, 1710 
Jorora,  38,  91 
Labourer!   Aet — Ardee   Board    of   Guar- 

dlani,  1370 
Xand  Oommiuiooera — Fair  Rent!  Adnlnia- 

IralioD — Abbejlaii  Udioii,  370 
Land  Eatatai  Court— Appalotmeat  of  Mr. 

Murpbj,  1863 
Land  Jndgu  Court,  836 
J,«nl  Offleera— The  Lord  CbiuuMllar,  377 
H'Faddsn,  1380, 1877 
JU'Husb,  lUl 
Magiitraor  —  Catholic     Hagiatrataa    in 

ToDgtaal  aad  Caitlemartfr,  87S 
HaMereene  EiUte,  ITU,  1718 
Mr.  Commiialoner  Greer,  893 
Hn.    [liad'i   Tananta— Ejaotlon    Notloea, 

31,33 
Huaacer  Aaaiiei,  813 
Nnoilwr    of   Peraooi  Prooeeded  Aninat, 

1708 
-O'Brlan,  Mr.  V.,  1388 
Olpbert  Eatata— The  Battarins  Rmh,  1T08, 

ITOS 
-"  Partf  Eoiblemi,"  S31 
Polioe  at  Fermo7— Treipaaa  npon  PriTate 

Premiiaa— Queatloa*,  31,  3S 
Polioa  in  Donegal,  1118,  1110 
Polioe  Paana,  13,  801,  399 
Ponionb;  Eatate  and  the  Land  Corpora- 

tion.  878,  376 
PoUM  Crop,  93,93 
friaon  Board,  10, 1 1 


UaDDlK,  Mr.  D.  H. — tent. 
Priaon  Surgeona,  13 
Prooeaa  Serving  In  Kilcar,  99 
Proaeoiittoni  for  Cheering,  Ao..  838  - 
Qaarter  Seariooi— Athlooe,  981, 13M 
K«nt,Arrtaraof,— Mr.  G.  A.  Mo««,  IIU 
Return  for  Reooierf  of  Land,  718 
Staok,  Mr.,  833,710,711 
TreatmODt  of   Priaonen,   883,  881,   S85. 

1380  ;  Famalo  Priaonert,  839,  SIO 
Weat  Ueath  Eitr*  Poliet,  17, 18 
NaUouBt  Edooation — National  Sebool*— Raaolt 

Fesa,  878 
Poor  Law — Board  of  Gnardian*  North  DnbUn 

Union,  12S 
Parobaw    of    Land  (Ireland]    Aeti    AuMid- 

mont  Bill,  3  R.,  1677 
Hegiatration  of  Tithea  Bill,  1097 


CItH  Serrieea  a 


a]  959 

a  Departmmt, 


Moffitiraey  {England  and  WaM)  Nomi- 
nation of  CoiMty  Magittratei 
QunLion,  Mr.  Thomai  Ellii ;    Answer,    Th* 
Home  Sacretarj  .April  1,  1879 

MIlhort,  Mr. 
Ireland — Pien    and    Harbour* — Panil    Pim*. 
1003 

Makhtb,  Colonel  W.  T.,  S»itx,  8.W, 
Marriage  with  a  Dcoeaied  Wife'*  Sialw  (Soot- 
land)  Bill  3R'.,  1830 

Malta  —  Saluting    the    Reman    Catk^ia 

Qaeatlon,  Mr.  Byron  Reed;  Anawer,  Tha 
Under  Secretarj  for  Che  Coloeiea  April  8, 
1783 

MARJOKiBAincB,  Riglit  Hon.  £.,  Btrwiet- 
ihir» 
Emigration  and  Immi|[r»t[on  (Foreignara}  819 
Removal  of  Wreoka  Aot  (1877)  Ameadumit 

Bill,  9R.  038 
Sootland—Fiaherr  Board — InoreMtof  SalarJM 

of  OaHoert,  1118 
Sapplj  —Emigration  of  Cronera,  Ao,,  338 

Marlhrough    Sovm,     Maintnanw    and 
Repair  of 
(loeation,  Mr.  Edmund  Robertton ;  Aniwer, 
Tha  Firtt  Commlaaionsr  nf  Worka  Mar  98, 
1097 

Harriage  with  a  Deeeued  VUb's  Sister 
(SootU]Ld)BiU(No.l3} 

9R.,  .iiiril  8,  1811 

Correction  of  Error  in  the  Joonula  AwU  S, 
1690 

MAHaioTT,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  W.  T.  (Judge 
Advocate  (}ener&l],  Bryktim 
Armr  Annaal    Bill,  Oommittaa— 1090,  IIOO, 
110« 


jo^CjOogle 


HAB        HAT  {SESSION     1889}         MAT  MET 


Uuuii,  Mr.  E.  M.,  Jftttmny,  If. 

AIHm  (Wsit   Cout]  —  ImporUticiD  of    Arnu 

sad  Ammnnltion,  SiS 
Inland— Board     of     Publio    Work*— Rojal 

CotomlHloii,  037 

:Ha8txb  of  the  Bolls  (see  Eshkb,  Lord) 

3Ci.TTsxw8,  Bight  Hon.  H.  (Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Dopartment), 
Birmingham,  E. 
I   Bnilali  OD  Sandaf  In   Wtlei — Vi«>r  of  Lan- 
X^  arron,  TIB 

VoMalnitar  Abbej,  180S 
Goal  Minn  Ragalalioni  Aot,  S89,  llll,  180» 
CsTtlfloatM,  39S 
Coal  WgighiofT,  8B9,  390 
DHMDtaad  AiMnI,  IS 
Pandwtll  Coltiarj  Aooideat,  TIT,  T18 
Stnflbrd    Haia    CollieHw— Dlimltial    of 
MiDon,  lBl)4 
Coantjand  BoronghPalEo*  Aet  (ISBB)  Seotion 
ISaadtha  Local  GOTtrnmaDt  Act  (leSS), 
IfiSl 
'Taotorf  Aoti— Certiffinf  Sar^aoaa,  tSOS 
Emplormsiit   bf  a  Saabind  of   hli   Wita, 
1148 
Vithftriea— Boardi  of  GonisrTatora,  400 
futaruatloiial  Ooararanoa  on  Laboar  in  Mann- 

&etnrlng  Indoitrfaa,  1180 
XjtM  and  Jnitioa  and  Polioa — Anliaa — Cardiff, 
Jamea  Tajlor,  TIO 
Caaa  of  John  Withe; ,  13ST 
Charga  of  AtaaBltafalnitDetaotEva  Froat, 

188B 
IMaininf  a  Tninohaon,  888 
Eniploria    and    Vorknun'i   Aal     (18TS) 

Wakaficid  1241 
Famala  AtMndanti  at  Polioa  Statio&t,  41 
Poraifn  Joaraaliata,  408,  409 
•'Frag'iMarafa,"BBg,  BS1,  103S,  1149 
Oambliof  al  Tattaraall'i,  139 
OuQ  Lloaneea — Joaapb  Clark,  701 
"  Homn  Rola"  Song  U  th«  "Troeadore," 

508 
Folloa-Captain  Undaar.  19, 30,  S98, 899- 
Carntartbauibii*  FoiiM  and  Mr.  PbilUpa, 
1039— Parmeot  of  Polioa,  138T 
Bafomatory  S«boala^HandoDlh  In  Con- 

Tsjlng  B071  tharato,  tl8S 
Santenoa  on  Eliia  Cola  of  Oradlajr  Haatb, 

ITOI 
Walaa— AUegwi  PaHnrr,  509,  SIO 
Lioaniing  Lam— Sberiff  at  Nottingham,  9,  10 
Laada  Oaoi— Roman  CatboUo  Chaplain,  I9S8 
Uagiatraof — Nomination    of  Coantj    Magit- 

traua,  IS7B 
Hetropoiia — Omniboa  Serrieaa,  It8S 
Pnblla  Maotlngi-^aKiafa  Unemplojed,  £3, 1S9, 


1S8 


tiona}— Spaoiai  Con 


204,  35s,  3S6,  897,  S98,   S30,   S31,  T04, 
1010,1348.  1349 
PaTmcnt  ol  Hamhara,  1301,  1304 
PoUtlaal  Haadngiin  ThaatrM,  tOSB 
Priwnu— Portland  Priaoaa— Floning  In,  1044 
Bofai   Gollaga  of    Saivaoat- Nair  Bralawa, 

1S94 
&ile  of  Intoxieating  Liqoor  on  Snndaji  BUI, 


Muraiwa,  Right  Ron.  H.— Mnit. 
Sapply — Civil  Sarricea  and   EleTeDne  Depart- 
Tnanti.  3T8,  3TB,  379,  3B1,  383,  384,  388, 
388,  2BT,  393,  393,  31S,  SI4,  318,  323 
Tniok  AM— Alleged  Braaohaa  at   BamwlM, 

1898 
Walaa— Snadar  CloairiE  Act,  S9B,  1339 

Tithe  Agitation— Cardiganahire  and  Pom- 
brokeahira — Applioation  for  the  HiUtawr, 
I39T 
Penbrrn,    838,   fi3B,  830,   T90,  T31  11C7, 
1333,  1S88,  1805 
Panf  gam,  400 

Maxwxll,  Sir  H.  E.  (A   Lord  of  the 
Treaanrj),  Wigion 
Poit  OUdo— Aaatnlia— Radoead  Katea,  8SS 
Honaa    of    Com  mom  —  Ra-diraotion    of 

Latter*,  B33,  833 
Offloial  Notioei  oonoernitig  Maila,  1180 
Seotland— Dalinrr  at  Tomatin,  3,  T 
Work  done  Ibr  other  Departmenta,  1381 
Sootland- Plibar;  Board— Trawling    In   tba 
Oljde,  1378 

Matitk,   Admiral  B.   C,  P»mhrfi»  and 
Maetr/ordweit 
N«T7— Dookjardi— Honra  of  Lahonr,  lOOT 

HxATH,  Earl  of 

Indeeent  Adrertiwmenta  Bill,  SR.  1781 
NaUonal  aallarj,  1983,  1833,  16>4 

XerchaDt  Shipping  (Tonnago)  Bill 

«.  Ordar«d ;  read  !■  •  ITar  18,  67      [BUI  183] 
Rawl  3*  Jjirft  4,1810 

IterehMt  Shipping  {Tonnagt)  Bill 
Qneition,   Mr,    Sexton:    Aoawar,   The  Finl 
Lord  of  The  Traaaar;  ..Ijrril  8,  1810 

Xertej  Doeka  and  Earboor  Board  Bill 

Motion  for  Inatmotlon  to  CommittM  Xar  3S, 


MxraoFOLis 

M4lropolitai»    Atyliimt    Beard— Dr.  P.    E. 

KeKiUar.qjanHoo.  Mr.    Piokengjll ;  An. 

■«er.  The  Preaident  of  the  Looal  aoTarn- 

mant  Board  Jfor  38, 1010 
Mttr^poHtan   Ctnuttritt,  Addran  for   lUtDrn 

ApHia,  1783 
ltiddlM*m  Land  Btaiilrf,  Qneation,  Hr.  Jeii' 

nloc*  1  Aniwer,  The  Saaratarj  to  the  Trnt. 

mjApriH,  1389 
Oautiiut  Mtmiati,   ftnaatlon,   Hr.  Ooohrana- 

Baillia  ;  Aniwer,  The  Home  Swiretarj  Jfar 

39,1188 
iVirit— Orefmeiet        Park—Tlu      Banftr't 

L«df,  llaeation,  Mr.  Bradlangb  ;  Anawar, 

The  Firft  Commiuionir  ol  Work*  Jtfor  2S, 

1007  :  Riekmond  Pari,  Qneation, 

ElUi;  Anawar,  The  Firat  Comi 

Woriu  Jfar  IB,  18,  18 


Hinwraul — w"'- 

FiMie    BMdingi—Wmmintler    BaU—Per- 

tonal  Ej^lanatitH,  Lord   LuDingt4iii,  Mar 

18,  1 
PMit  MttHn^i—Jnnih    Untmplmtd,  Q.um- 

tioDi,  Ur.  E.  Gnban  :  Aniwen.  Tb«  Boma 

SeetaUrr  Mttr  la,  S2 ;  JViir  19,  133, 183 

PtUt*  _, 

Choree  of  AiiauU  againti  Dtttebve  Frott, 
QueitioD,  Mr.  ConjbMra;  Aniwan,  Tho 
Horns  Seoretarf  of  SUU  April  3,  I38T 

Female  AOetidmU  at  Uetmpolitait  Police 
Statiem,  Qaeitioo,  Mr.  Picker igil  1 :  Ad- 
■wer,  Th«  Boma  Secrctarj  Mar  18,  41 

Beport  of  Commiuiimen,  QussCioo*,  Mr. 
Rowlands.  Mr.  StD«« ;  Aoswors,  Th» 
Under  .Secretmrj  for  the  Homo  Department 
April  t,  IBSl 

BOuntt,  (toeitlon,  Mr.  J.  RowUndi  ; 
Aniwar,  The  Fint  Lord  ot  the  TroMurr 
AprilB,  18(j8 

MniDi^ToiT,  Viscoaat 

Hoitie  of  Lord*  (DlBoontiaauioa  of  Writi), 
aR.S61 

HtLLTOWH,  Earl  of 

Lareonr     Act     (1881)   Amendment    (Die  o( 

Fireumi)    Bill,    2R.    1340,    1803,    ISTl  ; 

Commillee,  1766,  ITT5,  1I7S 
LMalTaiitioQ — Lieenies,  1B9T 
National  fonnit  Gallerj,  1130 

Mining  Royaltiee 

Basal  CommMiion,  Qao«tion,Ur.  Conrbeara  ; 
Aniwer,  Tb«  Firrt  Lord  of  tho  trMinrj 
Kof-  28,  US  I 

MlHTO,  Earl  of 

Salmon  Fiaheriu  Le{[iBUtioii,  193 

MoLLoy,  Mr.  B.  C,  King't  Co.,  Birr 

Amy  (Annual)  Bill,  Uommittee,  1101 
Snpplj— Housei  of  Parliamonl,  H30,  1431 
Marlborough  llousa,  873 
Pwt  Office  Telegraph!,   1068 
BotbI  PsrkB  and  Pleaaure  Garden),  888 
SopplBrntnUtj— Und  Regirtrj,  333.  288 

Montagu,  Mr.  S.,  Toaer  BamUtt,  White- 
ehapel 

Annj— Manufaoturinj    DspartmenH  —  Small 
Arm*  Kaolor;— Workmen   and  the  Enfiald 
Election,  1008 
Supplf— Houaei  of  Parliament,  1895 

Mont»  Carlo 

SamJA'Ho  Table,  (iueition,  Mr.  S.  Smith; 
Anawer.  The  Under  Seoretar;  for  Fareigii 
Attain  Mar  2S,  701 

MoBOAN,  Right  Hon.  G.  Osborne,  Dm- 
highthtrt,  £. 
kfrvM  (ftouib  Coaat)— Lo  Beegnla,  833 
Bariala  in  Weatmioitor  Abboj,  1808 
Cnaloma—'lbe  Merchandtia  Hark*  Aot,  731 
Navj— U.M.S.-CaUiopo"  in  the  Hurrioaoe 
at  Samoa,  13S1 


MoBSAit,  Right  Hon.  O.  Oibome— «e«l. 

Parliament— EenningtoQ   Eleotioo— MeakM 

Writ,  83,  Si 
PoMmen  (Citj)— Hoan  of  Attandanee,  IHl 
Bale  of  Intoxioatlng  Liqnora  on  Soodari  Bil, 

3R.  963 

MoKLKY,  Earl  of 
NaTal    and    Miliury    DeputmenU— Bojil 
Commi>aionon,  1138 

MoBiaT,  Eight  Hon.  J.,  StwcMtU-nfm- 
Tyni 
Bright— The  lata  Right  Qon  John,  Oil 
Cnitom  Offloen— Uoon  of  Uboor.  1819 
Ireland— Crimi Dal  Law  and  Proeedora  Att— 
Mr.  E.  Harrington  1390, 15TS 
Erktiwi  —  The   Battering   Ran,  UM. 

1798, 1799 
Law  and  Jaitios— Phteniz  PaAHtiwn 


017 


NaT»l  Defonae.  184S 
Pariiamant— BoiiDeaa  of  the  Boqie,  lltl 
Memben    of    Parliament   (CbargM  wl 

AltegaUoB*}— Special   Comoiiiaiom  «. 

14,  369,  101 S 
Payment  of  Members,  1308 
Poor  in  Urge  Towns,  UBO 
Priionen  (Irstand)  Bill,  1098 
PriTate  Bill    Comminioner*'  B 
Sopplj — Ci?il  SoTTioei  aod  Ren 


1111,  lUl 
a,  370,  416,   434,  438.  6«,  «*.***• 


706 

Moroeeo  „    „   _w- 

J/«V.ai  Tangitr;  Qnettioo.  "r-,"^' 
Answer,  The  Under  SecrelaDr  for  Fmip 
Afein  jfar  IB,  111  ;  dtaxm.  Sir  «; 
Fowler;  Answer.  The  Under  Swf«a^»' 
Foreign  Ablra  Mar  33,619 

Mowbray,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  J.  B.,  O^f"^ 
Univertity 
Prirate  Bill    CommiiBianBr*  Bill,  i*"* 

MpmoLLAND,  Mr.  H.  I.,  Zwfon*^' 

Irish  'Publio  Work*  CommiMioii  »«'  ".nl 
SnrToji,  707 

Utjhdblla,  Eight  Hon.  A.  J-.  ^f*^ 
Cmelt»  to  Children  Pre«ntiM  Bill,  IK- '• 
Eduoatlon-Chrlefe  Hospital  Sob«»<. "' 

New  Edooation  Code,  1043       cmiii»W» 
Hocsa  Flesh  (Sale  (or  Food)  Bill,  OMo™— 

1671 
India— Faotoriei  Act,  Ifl»3 
National  DeU  Redemption,  491 
Soger  Bointj  ConrentloD,  IW'  _^_„,  n-Mit- 
Sofplj-Ciril  Serrieee  and  BeWM.WP^ 
ment,489 
Hooae*  of  Parliament,  IW7 

MiniPHY,Mr.W.M.,2>«i|<<|.«fJ£i£ 

IreUnd-Arm,  and  N»'7-«^'*^i,  ril»' 
Repre.eoUtlonoii»teCW""««' 

qniry.SeS  ^^ 
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lluBPUT,  Mr.  W.  t/l.—Iitlaad—coat. 

Armf— Dablin   BBiraoki— Sanitai?   Coa- 

ditioD  of,  378 
ETictiona — FalMmgh,  37,  38     - 
Fieri  and  llnrbouri— Fojneu  Pier,  38,39, 


Napier  of  Maodai^a,  Lord 
Annj  (AdddsI)  Bill  311.  1S45,  t0S3 

HatiDual  Debt  Redemption  Bill  <3So- 170) 

^DeitiOD,    Mr.   a.  n.  Fowler  1  Answer, 
ChBOoeUor  or  tba  Euhequar  Mar  31,  113, 
413 
«,  tkmudered  in  CommittM  Mar  31.  i03 

Reiolatlon*  Etoported  >nd  tgreed  to  Mar  33 

Bill  ordirtd  :  raad  I**  Mar  33 

Raid  3°^  Mar  2S 

Committee •  XyriJ  1,  IMfl  ;  April  i,  IflSS 

Bead  3°*  and  noed  April  4,  1S66 
I.  Raid  !••  April  6,  1038  [Bill  No.  39] 

Read  2^  April  S,  1773 

Jfaval  Dtftnee 
CoDaidersd  in  Committee  Mar  35,  Til ;  April  ] , 
13S3 
f.  V^^TtApriH.lWa;  Aprils,  1811 

Bill  preasntad  and   read  1**   Apr^   S,   1811 

[Bill  186] 
QuealLon,   Viaoouet    Canon  :    Anewar,    Tbe 
Firic  Lord  of  the  Treuur?  April  8, 18 1 1 

Naty 

Cardigan  Bay,  Qaaalion,  Mr.  Tbomu  Etlii ; 
Anewar,  The  Fint  Lord  or  (be  Admiraltf 
Mar  31,  393,  394  ;  Mar  35,  7SI,  733 

Chart  of  the  Malleit  likaidi,  Quaittoni,  Sir 
Edwanl   Reed,  hir   W.   Uwhid  i  Aniwera. 
Tbe  Fint  Lord  of  the  Admiralt]'  April 
1583 

Conlraeti—HuUer  and  Sail  Ptrk,  Qneation, 
Mr.  Howard  Vincsnt ;  Anawer,  The  Secre- 
tary (o  the  Admiraltf  April  3,  1381 ;  Port 
— Jrith  and  Danith,  Q,iiflition,  Mr.  Lane ; 
,  Tbe  Fint  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 


Mar  33, 1 


1,505 


Dtfeaee  of  Poru,  QuaaliaD,  Mr.  Athiaaoa  ; 
Anawer,  The  Fint  Lord  of  the  Admiraltj 
itfar  36,846,  847 


Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Mar  26,  847,  848  ; 
Queationa,  Mr.  John  O'Connor ;  Answeri.Tfaa 
Fint  Lord  or  tbe  Admitaltj,  Tbe  CItU  Lord 
ol  the  Adminltf,  April  I,  13S3  ;  April  3, 
1400,-  Queitlon,  Mr.  Conjbeare  i  Anawer, 
The  SeeretBTf  to  tbe  AdmiTaltj  April  2, 
1391,1393:  April  4,  lfiS7 
Dockt/ardi^Hourt  of  Labour,  Question,  Mr. 
Knitehbull'Qugeaaon;  Anawar,  The  Firit 
Lord  of  the  Admiraltj  Mar  19,  133 ; 
Queation,  Admiral  Mafae;  Aniwar,  The 
Fint  Lord  of  tbe  AdniinllT  Mar  38,  1  007  : 
AmeodmaDt  on  Committee  of  Suppl;  April 
5,  17S0 

-         -       -  "Tbe 
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PATT— WOf. 

B.M.B.  "  3Hiim,"  Qoeitioni,  Mr.  Pitkin- 
gill,  Mr.  Uowetl:  Anawen,  Tha  Flnt  Lord 
of  tbe  Admiraltf  April  4,  ItfU 

B.M.S,''Caltiiipt"  in  the  Surriami  at  Samoa, 
Qaeation,  Sir  George  Badaa  Po-alL ;  Ad- 
■wer,  Tbe  Ssantarj  t»  the  Admiraltr 
Aprils,  1391;  Q^eations,  Sir  C.  Falmflr, 
Mr.  0.  V.  Morgan  :  Amwari,  Tb«  Firat 
Lord  of  ths  Trraiary,  Tha  Fint  Lord  of 
thp  Admirallj  April  1, 13S0 

S.M.S.  "Sultan,"  aueatlon,  ViacOBnt  Sid- 
moath ;  Aniwer,  The  Fint  Lord  of  the 
Admlnltr  Mar  IB,  3  ;  Qantiana,  Sir  E.  J. 
Reed  ;  Aoawera,  The  Firat  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
minlt;  Star  1 S,  It,  IS  ;  Mar  3fi,  719,  719 ; 
April  i,  1S83  :  Quealion,  Sir  W.  Lawaoo  ; 
Anawer,  the  Fint  Lord  of  the  Admirmltj 
jlpril  i,  1S83  :  QneatioD,  Sir  John  Oolomb  ; 
Aniwer,  tha  Fint  Lord  of  tha  Admiraltj 
Jfaraj,  716,71« 

Netillb,  Mr.  B.,  Livtrpool,  Bxehat^e 
Maraej  Dooka  aod  Uarbonr  Board  Bill,  633 

New  Zgatamd,  Poit<yi  to 

QneatioD,  Mr.  Dennikar  Heatoa ;  Anawer,  The 
Poatmuter  GenanU,  Mar  28, 1033 

NoLAir,  Oolonel  T.  P.,  Oalway,  N. 

Iraiand— Looal    ttalea,  OraoCa  in   Aid,  I3ftl, 

1333, 1ST8 
Lookl   Ralaa — Aaaiataoae  from   the   Imperial 

Exchequer,  1103 
PariiamenI — Commona — New  Writ  (or  Centnd 

BinoiDgham,  1698 
pDrobaae  of  Land  (Inland)  Acta  Amandment 

Bill,  3R.  1676 
Supply — Houaaa  of  ParliameDt,  1880 

"SoUJi,  Mr.  J.,  Iiiiuth,  N. 

Irclaod— Iriah  Land  Commiaaion — Fair  Reota 
— Colonel  Forleacue'a  Estate,  Connt;  Loath, 
1U7 
Sapplj— RojTftl  FaUoei,  8T0 

NoKRia,  Hr.  E.  8.,  Tototr  SamUU,  Zinu- 
houti 
Local  GoTernment  Aot—Joeticet  for  London 

— Feea  on  Appointment,  134S 
Peru— PcruTian  Bond  holdera,  S3,  34 
Sugar  Bonntiea  ConTention  Bill,  1013 
Snppl;— Royal  Palaoea,  668 

Norton,  Lord 

Education  Code,  1681.  1639 

Laroenj  Aot  (186 1)  Amendment  (Uae  of  Fire- 

irma]  Bill,  3R.  )3fil ;  Committee,  1771 
Rpformatorr  and  Inonalrial  Sahoole  Legiilk- 

(ioD,  1142 

O'Bbibn,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.,  Mayo,  S. 

Inland — Eatsica — Arrears   of  Rant — Mr.  G. 
A.  Moore,  1H3,    1210 
Ejectment  Notlcea—Mra.  Hinda,  31 
Parliament— Members  of  (ChargeaandAllega- 
tioni)  —  The     Special    Commiation,     S30 
£31,701,709  1016,  1218 
Snpplx— (Jiril   Seriioea  and  Reienm  Depart- 
itient,  907. 90S 


VUVJSK,  MX.  if.,  MonaghUM,  H. 
Coatoma — LiTerpool  Offlaen,  3L  39,711 
Iraland  —  Eatalea  —  Anoktiil    EMat*    ud 
Soottiih  ProTident  Initilnte,  724,  735 
Land  Judge*  Court,  830 
Pailiunent— Memben     oF — Colonel     HncbM 
Ballett,  810 
Cbargea   and    Allagatloni— Speoial   Caa> 
miaeion,  112,  710 
Foit  OOoe  Saiinga  Bank— Coat  of  Uanage- 
ment — Rate  ot  luteraat,  1101 


O'Bbibn,  Ur.  P.  J.,  Tipparary,  N. 
Ireland — Poor    L>«~>Clerka   of  (JnioDa   tud 

Poor  Rate  Colleetora,  12,  43 
Foal    Offioe— Telegnpba— Inapeator     of    th* 

GlODceater  Ofllce,  1009 

O'OoNiTOR,  Mr.  A.,  Dontgal,S. 
Inland — Eatatai— Return  of  Ejeotmant  Bills 
■Dd  Write,  710 
Folioe  in  Donegal,  1119 
MagiaCraoT —  Reaident  —Captain    Sagran, 
409,  110 
Snppl.T — CiTil  Serrioea- Eioeasea,  34fl 

Roral  Farka  and  Pleaaure  Garden*.  109< 
Trail  Fnnda  lni«atment  Bill,  3R.  1181 
Vaccination  Acta,  1797 

O'CoNSOR,  Mr.  J.,  Tipptrary  8. 

Argentina  Republlo  — Emigration  to,  840,811, 

1033,  1308, 1899 
Diipantarj    Housea     (Inland)     Aot    (ISTV 

Amendment  Bill.  9K.  1119 
Inland— Arm) — Court  Martial  in  Cork,  639 
Contagioua    Diaeana     (Animala)     Aot — 

Pleurc  Pneumonia,  IT 08 
Criminal    Law    and    Frooedon  — FriwD 

Diaoiplina,  383,  381,  889 
Eviotjonl  ^  Clangorrr  Estate — Co.  Kll- 

dan,  ISST 
Law    and    Juiiioe    and    Potiee— Allegwl 

Aaaiult  br  thu  Polios,  910 
Poor  Law — Ij^leotion  oF  Gurdiana — Car- 

riok-on-SoLr  Union,  1313 
Foat      Office— TraTelling     Offloeri'      RM 
Moner,  381 
Nary — Dockjarda  —  Hiubowliue —  DiiobatM 

oF  Workmen,  1293,  1100 
Parliament— Buaineia  of  Ibe  Houw,  1000 
Frlaonen  (Ireland)  Bill,  igsS 
Sale  ol  Ititoxioating  Liquors  on  Sundaji    Bill, 

3R.d6e,  977,  081 
Sapplj — Civil  SerTice  and  Reieani  D^art- 

menl,  483 
Walea— 6nndi;  Cloiing  Aot,  300 

O'Connor, Mr. T.P.,Zi'c««ywo;,  Seotkmi 

Parliament — Members  of  (Charges  and  U\t- 

gationa)- The  Special  Cammiision,  14 

Farliamentarf      Elections  —  GoTinuMM 

ContiaolB,  01,  99 

Snppl; — Ciiii  Services  and  Rerenua  Deuct* 

mente,  300.  311,  333,  433,  481,  1S9,  9ST, 

968,681,989,900,  991,  093,  999,  638,  BM 


Official  Secrets  Bill 

e.  Read2°ifariS,lliO 
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O'HAHMlt,  ICr.  T.,  CMWtn,  E. 

IraUnd— Criniut   Lav  >ud  Proiwdnre  Aot 
— MarfuM  Call  and  Annia  Dohartr,  103T 

O'Hu,  Hr.  P.,  Donegal,  W. 
li«UDd— Captaia  Segnie,  B.M..  (10 

PoliM  Pa«Hi.  301,  393 
Sapplr—HoiiM*  of  PBrlUmeot,  188S,  18SB 
SnrTsri.  1S03 

O'Kkkffe,  Hr.  F.  A.,  Limtriek  Ciljf 
Arganline  Rapabtlo— Emimtion  to,  SIO 
trelaiMl— Landlord!  aod   Tsoanu— Loani  to. 
IMl 
Magialnuj— AppolntmaDt  of  Hr.  Fraooil 

HacGillionddj  Eagar,  6S1,  6Sfi 
NaiigatioD      and      DTaiii«(«  —  Shaanon 

Dralnafs  Bill,  313 
Probata  Dotim  and  Looal  Taxa^on,  TI3 

O'ExLLT,  Ur.  J.,  Sotetnumon,  N. 

Law.  JnitioB,  and  Polioe— "  Ftog't  March"— 
D«alk  of  Samael  Mabonvj,  990 


Cvtrhtad  WWu 

Qoatlon.  Sir  O,  Catnpball;  Aniwar,  Ths 
Prmidant  of  tha  Local  GoTarnmont  Board 
April  a,  1797 

AuMfia,    likmi*    of   fA«— See    BmithTn 
Saeifie 

PAUfsn,  Sir  0.  M.,  Durham,  Jarrme 
Nani  Dabnoa,Gominitt*a,  ISOT 
Nary— H.M.8,  "Calllopa"    in  tho  harrloana 
at  Sanwa,  I9S0 

Pabkkr,  Mr.  0.  8.,  Ptrih 

Local  ODTi>rDia«iit  (Scotland)  Bllli,  ISSS,  187S 

LORDS— 

ChaxTman  ef  Commilltei 

Earl  B»aohamp,  appointed  tamporair  Chair- 
man in  tba  abasnoa  of  the  Duhs  oF  Bnokioi- 
ham  and  Chandoi  from  itlDcai,  Mar  33,  eST. 

Earl  of  Morle/  sppointod  Chairman  of  Oom- 
mitteag  v.  (he  Dukg  of  Buokingham  and 
Chandoi,  deoeaaad  April  t,  1S33 

Tkt  talt  Dukt  of  Buckingham  and  ChtuHei, 
At  UM  Mr.  John  Bright,  Obnervationa,  The 
Premier,  Earl  <iranfille  Xar  28,  993 

Buiinitt  of  the  Eouti— Standing  Order;  Re- 
pOTl  of  Amendment*,  Mar  33,  195 

Standing  Ordiri  of  (A*  SeuH—PnitU  of 
Order,  Women;  Svfragi  Bill,  Queition, 
Lord  Denman  i  Anintr  The  Lord  Chanoellor 
Aprils,  1779 

Committee  of  Sileelion  for  Standing  Cem- 
mi K«i— appointed  April  6,  1698 

JStpreitntative  Petri  for  Ireland 

Earl  of  Fortarlingtoa'a    olaim    to    Tot< 
April  6, 1663 


PtBuuniiT— Lords— «)■■<• 

Ifew  Pmti 
April  1— E.  Cromaitie—Franoli  Snlherland- 
Le'ewm-Gower  Baron  Maeleod, 
Baroa  Caatleharan,  Viwount  Tar- 
bal,  aoil  Earl  of  Gromartie,  having 
gacoeeded  to  theaa  title*  on  the 
death  of  hi)  motber  Anne, 
Snsheu  of  Sotherland,  by  virtas 
of  a  ipcoial  limitation  contained 
in  a  Patent  bearing  dale  the  Slit 
d>r  of  October,  in  the  23th  jeaT 
of  the  reign  of  Htr  present  MaJeitT, 
introdae^  In  the  oaoal  manner, 
1»1 

COMMONS— 

Cemmittf  of  Sdntion— Special  lUpvrt  Apri^ 
3, I7S0 

Hbi  HAJinVa  Akiwbb  to    tsb    Addrub 
reported  Mar  18, 6 

Suiitieu  Bf  the  Boom  and  PuiUc  Bueineti.Ob- 
aeriations,  Mr.  Bradlaagb  ;  The  Obanoellor 
of  tha  Exobeqaer,  Mr.  Speakn-  3far  18,  flfi, 
30;  Qaeationi,  Mr.  Healr,  Sir  W.  Uarooprt  ; 
Aniwera,  Mr.  Speaker  Mar  IB,  143  ;  Qaes- 
tion,  Mr.  Broadborat  ;  \n>wBr,  Ths  First 
Lord  ol  tba  TrcMurr  Mar  35,  278  ;  (JiM*- 
tioo,  Mr.  de  Cobala  ;  Aniwar,  The  Fif«t 
oftheTreasarj  Mar  31,  401,  tOS ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr,  Baxton,  Mr.  Duff;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  thoTreamr;  Mar  33, 312,318 ; 
Qnesttcns,  Mr.  Beilon ;  Anawar,  Mr. 
Speaker  Mar  33,  733,  733  ;  ObserntlODl, 
Tba  Firat  Lord  of  tha  Trcamrj  ;  Unaaliona, 
Hr.  Idwson,  Hr.  Sexton;  Answers,  The 
Pint  I.ord  ot  the  Treaanrr  Mar  33,  BSfl  i 
Qnestion,  Mr.  Conrbeara ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Bpei^er  Mar  27,  939 ;  Qoeationi,  Mr. 
Samuel  Smith.  Hr,  John  Morle^  j  Answers, 
Tba  First  Lord  of  the  Treunrr  ;  ObsarTa- 
rations,  Mr.  Childers  Mar  29,  1 130  ;  Qnes- 
lions,  Mr.  Childers,  Sir  W.  Lawaon ;  An- 
twsrt,  Tha  First  Lord  of  the  Treasurj  ^firaJ 
1,  1362;  (^uestioDi,  Mr.  Cblldera,  Mr. 
Monro  Ferguson,  Mr,  Lea,  Mr.  Her- 
bert Gardner,  Hr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Mr. 
Bartlef,  Mr.  Woodall,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  J. 
O'Connor,  Mr.  D.  Crawford,  Mr.  Cnning- 
bams  Graham,  Mr.  P.  J.  Power  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  G.  J.  Goeohea,  Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robert- 
son, Mr.  W.  U.  Smith  April  1,  1398  :  Qnes- 
lions,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mr.  J.  Morlef  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Speaker,  The  Chief  Seoretary 
lor  Ireland  Jpri:  4,  lb9S;  Questions,  Mr. 
Gsslement,  Ur.  Buohanao,  Mr.  Campbell- 
Ban  ner  man  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasurj  April  3, 1719 
Motion  to  ^iye  l-reooOenoo  to  Sopplomenlarj 
Estimates,  1888-9  :  Excesses  1887-8 ;  Vole 
on  aoeount  lor  1889-SO,  and  Consolidated 
Fund  Bill,  ifar  19,113 

Siainge  oMd  Adjoumauntt  of  the  Souee 

Batter  Reette,   Questions,  Mr.  John    Ellis  ; 

Answer. The  Home  Socroiarj  J^riM,1347; 

Queitioa,   Mr.    J.    E.  Eitis ;    Answer,  Tbs 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasurj  April  4,  1897. 


Lord  of  tba  Treasurj  Mar  25,  733 


»tj(JC§IC 
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PAmunm —  C  DKUORi  — mn/  . 

Jfurnali  ef  tki  Boiaa — (JorrMLiOD  of  Error 

April  6,  leea 

Mmbtri 

DtMh  of  IS*  Ripht  Bm.  Jokt  Sruhl,  Ob- 
MTTBtioni,  The  Firit  Lord  of  the  Traanirr  ; 
Mr.  J.  Horlcj  Mar  37,  931  ;  ObMrvktioDi, 
The  FIr»l  Lord  of  the  Treunrf,  Mr.  W.  E, 
Gladitons,  The  MsrqaeH  of  HKrtfnpon, 
Mr.  JuitlD  M'Osrthy,  Hr.  J.  CbaEnbarlain 
Mar  30,  1186 

CeUn4l  Htigha-BalUt,  Qnntloii),  Mr,  Pktrkk 
O'Brien,  Mr.  Elli* :  Anawsra,  Tbe  Fint 
Lord  urthe  Trfaiary  Mar  M,  BtS 

Paymtnl  o/  Mmbert — Amendnient  oo  Cotn- 
mittte  ot  Supply  Mar  39 

N*V)  Writs 

Mar  3— For  Middleiei  (Enfield  Dirliion),  in 
the  roomofthe  RJsbt  HoDoorable 
Wm.  Plefdell  Bourerie,  eocamootr 
called  VtMtoant  Falkeilone,  ncnr 
Earl  or  Radnor,  «a!ted  a  p  to  the 
HoDHi  of  Peeri 

^fril  i—Ctntrtt  Birmingham,  QaaatloD,  Hr. 
Cobb  :  Aniwer,  ViaoaoDt  Wolmer; 
Notice  of  UotiOD  [Mr.  DiUwyn} 
April  4,  IflBT 

.April  t — For  Binningham  (Central  DiTiaioo), 
in  the  room  of  (he  room  ol  the 
Right  Hod.  John  Bright,  deceaeed 


Haltrtt— Chiltern  Hun 


I,  1783 


NIm  yfmltr$  Svnm 
Jfor  31  — Markllaoburj  Beanbr,  epqein,  i 

Umbeth  (Kennington  Di*i(ioD) 
Mar  38— Wm.  Mather,  eequlre,  for  South  Eaet 

Lanoaabire  (Gortoa  Dirlaiaii) 
April  1— -Capt.  Ilearj  Farrjinan  Bo'lei,  Go.  of 

Mlddlewx  (Enflald  DiTiiioo) 

PRIVILEOR 

Grxmini^  Lav  and  Frtuittrt  (JrttatuQ  Act 
— ImpriwDineat  of  Metnben — ^Lettera  re- 
oei*ed  bj  Mr.  Speaker  ai  la  Mr.  J .  R.  Cox, 
and  Mr.  D.  Kilbride,  April  8,  1780 

IriiK  Memberi  and  Paliei  Stipirmtion,  Quaa- 
tion,  Mr.  WUaoa  ;  Aoawer,  The  Chler 
Seorelarj  Mar  19,  137 

SUwardtkip  afth$  Chilttm  BmuhtdM—Ci^imtl 
BvfAu-SaUM,  QantiOTii,  Mr.  Patrick 
O'Brisn,  Mr.  Seiton  ;  Aniwera,  The  Chan- 
MllorofthaEichrquer  JTor  25,717 

MtmbtriBf  Parliauunt  {CAargtt  and  Alitga- 
h'oni)— rA»  Sptciai  Cotnmitiion—Miteel- 
lananu,  Qunelioix,  Mr.  J.  MorlBf,  Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Ileal;,  and  Mr.  Clanof  ; 
Aa>»en,  The  Chief  Secratarj  Mar  IS,  43, 
ii,  iB ;  Queationa,  Mr.  Healr,  Sir  W.  Har. 
aoart :  Aniwera,  The  Home  Saeretarr  Mar 
18,  esi  Mar  19,  133,  131:  Queatloai, 
Ur.  Heal;,  Mr.  Uorle; ;  AnaKen,  The 
Home  SeDratnrj  Mar  90,  26i,  3fia,  SSe ; 
Qoatlion,  Mr.  Heat; ;  Anawer,  The  Home 
SMteUrjr  Mar  31,  389  ;  Qaeationi,  Mr. 
Heal;,  Sir  W.  Rareonrt ;  ADtwara,  Tba 
Borne  BeereUrj  Mar  31,  3S7,  398  ;  Qnaa- 
tion,  Mr.  T.  Uaalj;  Aaaweri,  The  Chief 
SucrEtarjr  Mar  31,  110,  411:  Qacatlona 
Ur.  Uealf,  Mr.  EUli,  Mr.  P.  O'BrioD; 
[tont. 


Puiui  VBWT—  C  omoxa— Areib^— oon  t. 

Anaoen,  Tba  Chief  SMretarr  JTw- 31,  411,. 
4ia;  QoBitlona,  Mr.  Ubonohere,  Ur. 
Healr.Mr.  Gill,  Hr.  Bradlaofb  ;  Anawwa,. 
The  Home  Seoretarr  liar  33,  AID,  030,. 
B31  ;  QDeitiona,  Ur.  J.  F.  O'Brien,  Ur. 
SeitOD :  Anairera,  The  Chler  Seoreury 
ifar  S3,  S30,  SSI  ;  QoeitJODa,  Mr.  J.  W. 
O'Brien,  Hr.  Seitoo :  Anawan,  The 
Hone  Seoretarr  Mar  33,  704 ;  QnaitiOD, 
Mr,  J,  F.  O'Brien ;  Aniwor.  The  Ohlof 
SeoreUry  Mar  3Jl,  TOS;  Quaation,  Mr. 
Patriek  O'Brien  ;  Anawer,  Tba  Chief 
SeereUrr  Mtr  35,  710;  Qaeellon,  Ur. 
Cobb  i  Anawer,  The  Under  Secretary  ot 
State  for  tba  Home  Departmaot  Mar  IS, 
838  ;  dneatlon,  Mr.  Fowler ;  Anawer,  Tbe 
Piral  Lord  of  the  Treuury  Jfor  9S.  854  t 
QneatioDi,  Mr.  Seaton,  Mr.  J.  Morlej, 
Hr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien;  Anawen,  The 
Ohiaf  SHratary,  The  Home  SeoreUry  of 
State  Mar  38,  1014  ;  Qaeationi,  Ur.  J.  F.. 
Z.  O'Brien,  Mr.  IdboDahere  :  Anawer*, 
The  Home  SaoreUry,  April  1,  1348 ; 
Qaeation,  Mr.  Elayden ;  Anawer,  The  Chief 
SeoreUry  April  4,  15S6 
ParliaMentaTf  Prin&ng,  Qaeationa,  Ur- 
Uowall,Mr.  Cnnlngharae  Graham  i  Aniwen* 
Tbe  Seoretary  to  the  Treaanty  Mar  31, 380, 


Lord  ot  the  Treaanry  April  4,  1591 
P^aet  of   Wt4lminittr—EnUrgemtnt  of  tir 

Smtt  of  C«mMwnt,  QoMtloa,  Ur.    Heniy 

Feaae ;   Anawer,  The    Firvt    CemmlaaioDer 

of  Worki  Apr^  3,  I37T 
Boutt  of  ConiHuiM    Lifyrary,    Qnettion,  Mr, 

Corbet;   Ana-ar,    The    Seoretary   to    tbe 

Treaanry  April  4,  1S77 
Wetmimttr  SM,  Qneation,  Ur.  Cavendlab 

Bantiuek  ;  Anawar,  Tha  Firat  Commltuonar 

of  Work)  Mar  25,  S99,  700  ;  liuealioa,  Ur. 

de  Liale ;   Anawar,  the   Firat  Commlaaloiin- 

ofWorka  jrBr39, 1151 
Ce>u(i<HM«i(a,    Addreaa    for    Ratnm  —  (Jfr. 

noma*  SllU)  Mar  35, 734 
Pttuiont  t»  Lirdt  of  ParKamml,  yneatlon, 

Mr.  Summera  ;  Anawar,  The  Firet  Lord  of 

tba  Traaiury  Mar  35,  737 
/Uqutilfar  tht  Repelitifn  of  an  inauJibU  An- 

iteer,    Mr.    H.   J.    ITilaon  ;    Anawer,    Mr. 

Speaker  Jfor  39,  1166 
Parliamentary    Shetiotu^&evan,  ic. — Con~ 

traeli,   (foaation,    Ur.    T.    P.    O'Connor  i 

Anawer,    The    Firat   Lord   of  the  Treaanry 

Mar  18.  54,  55 
JTrMKin^n    Election — Abtmee   of  Mtmttri' 

JFHt,   Queationi,    Sir    William    Baroonrt, 

Mr.  0.  V.  Morgan  ;  Anawera,  Hr.  Speaker 

Mar  18,53,54 

Parnell,  Mr.  0.  8.,  Cori 

Supply— Clrll  Sarrioea  and  Rerenaa   Depart- 
ment, S37,  S49 

Parochial  Boards  (Scotland)  Bill 
Ordarad;  read  1°*  April8.I813   [Bill  189] 


u,^,..cJo:X300gle 


{SESSION    1889] 


W.,    Durham,    Smrnmrd 


FusB,  Sir  J. 

London  Cokl  >Dd  WiM  DntiM  Aot,  737 

Uerobut  Shipplag  Tanuga  Bill,  aR.  ISM 

I4aT>l  DataQM,  3R.  1610,  IMS 

NktftI  Programme,  1011 

Frivale  Bill  Commiuioiieti  Bill,  1633 
Sapplj— Pul  OtBM  Tetagraptu,  1063 
VMviulion  Aou,  17S6,  1T3T.  17U 

FuBi,  Ur.  A.  £.,  York 
Slav*  Tradv,  890,  S37 
Sapplj— HouMi  of  Farliament,  1S91 

FsMK,  Mr.  H.  F.,  Tork,  If.B.,  Vlwt- 
land 
Farliament — EoUrfamaat    of   (ha    Hoaw  of 


Pxu.,  Bight  Hon.  A.  W.  (m«  S»axjib, 
The) 


Pojimint  IhrougM  Ikt  Put  Ofiet,  Qnaatioii, 
Hr.  Sammcn ;  ADiwer,  Tbe  PottouuMr 
a*Bani  April  1,  1339 

PtiptlmU  Ftmiotu,  Qoaitioni,  Ur.  Brad- 
laugb;  Anawera,  Tha  Pirtt  Lord  or  the 
TrauurjF  Mar  36,  736.  737  :  April  i,  15B3 

BondAoldtrt,  QDNUona,  Hr.  Norria,  Mr. 
luaaaoD  ;  Aoawara,  The  Uodar  Saaraurj 
o(  :>UM  lor  Foreign  Abin  Jfor  IS,  33,  81 

Fhiliffs,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lanark,  Hut 
Sappir— Uouaoi  ol  ParlUmant,  ltiB3,  1803 
Kojal     Parka    aDd     Pleaanra     Oftrdeni, 
1083,   1081 

PiOKABD,  Mr.  B.,  York,  W.  B.,  Nannm- 

Coal  UiD«t  R«galatton  Aota,  383,  ISOS 

Oo.ll  Waigbing,  388,  390 

Straflbrd  Ualn  CoUierwa—Diambnaor  Hinan, 

ISOt 

FioKSBSOux,  Kr.  £.  H.,  Btihtu^  Srt*n, 
S.W. 
Knaj  Aanaal  Bill,  8R.  1317 
Baliuut  lalaodi— CbitrJDaliee,67 
CiuWmi  —  Inland     R«>enno  —  Traaalar     of 

.dutia*  from  Grul  Wlnobaator  StrMt,  SSI 
f  rjandlj  SoaiatJM— Rala  of  tbe  Roral  linr 

Kriondl/Soaietj,  1117 
£one  Flaab  (Sale  for  Food)  BiU,  CommitUa, 

1878,  1071 
t*m,  JoMioa,  and    Polio*—"  FrDg>a   Har«h  " 
Uaathof  Samuel  Uaboaa;,  B30, 9SI,   880, 
SB«,  1U38,  1110,  IIBU 
Police    Sutiooa— Female    AtloDdaoU,  11 
Lav  OSmti  of  tbe  Crown— Tbe  Crown  v. 

Sterenaoo,  1708, 1709 
Xagiatraioa,  Utddleaax—  I'raaeat  t»  their 
Clerk,  1708 


lOKBBasiLL,  Ur.  E.  H.->^mK. 
Uatropolilan    Aijlumi  Board  —  Dr.    P.    H. 

U'Kellar,  1010 
NaTalDefbooe—ComTnittae,  1311,311.  1617 
NaTj  —  EmbeiilamaDt  b;  tbs  lat*    Aiditant 
ParmMterorU.U.S.  "HiliDOD,"  1SS1,IS0« 
Shipa— U.M.U.  "Briton,"  1S6S 
Sapply— Po»  OOo*  Telegrapbi,  10(6,  1019, 
lOeO,  1063      - 
Rofal  Park*  aod  Plaainre  Gardena,  878 

PiOTon,  Mr.  J.  A.,  LticMttr 

Oonioiidatad  Fund  (No.  1.)  Bill,  81t.  346 
Natal  Dalanoe,  1311 
Sngar  Bountiaa,  107 
Sugar  ConTenlion,  019 
Supplj  — Roral  Palace*,  871 
Vaoeination  Aota,  1731,  1711,  1713,  1735 

Piar  and  Habonr  Fromional    Ordera 
(No-  1  BiU) 
rd««d;read  l<'*^;>rtIB,  1786    [Bill  181] 

PiNXXBTON,  Mr.  J.,  Oalway 

Po*t     OIBo* — lelegrapb      IfeparlBtent — Sab- 
marioe    Telegraph     Compaor'a     emplojtl. 


Pi^TFAiB,    Bight    Hon.    Sir     Lyon, 
iMdt,  S. 

VMoiDalion  Aau,  1711 


Plitbkbt,  Bi^ht  Hon.  D.  B.  (Firtt 
Commiauoner  of  Worke)  JhtbUn 
Univtrnty 


Marlboroogb    IIouh  —  Uaintenancs    and 

Repair  of,  1038 
Patka— Greenwioh     Park— The    Ranger'a 

Lodgp,  1U08 
Riehmood  Park,  18,  IS 
FarltamcDt— Enlargement  of  the  Bona*  ol 

Oommona,  1878 
Weatminiter  Hall,  688,  700, 1131 
Soollaad  — Or^nanoeSarnr,  1311 
Sopplf — Diril  SonlBea  and  Rersnne  Dapart- 

manta,  361,  366.  368 
BoueBi  ol  Fl^liamen^  1120.   1133,  1481, 

1133,   1A89,    1136,    1137,    1878,    1887, 

1888,  1889,  18B0,  1893,  1898,  1886 
Marlhorougb  Ilooee,  lOSS,  1086 
Rorat   PaUoe*,   8SU,  863,870,  871,   87S, 

873,  876,  876,  878,  878 
Rojal  Parka  and  Pleaaura  Gantena,  881, 

883,  883,  881.  1071.  107B,  1076,  1078, 

1080,  1687,  1081, 1093, 1001 

PoUtic^U  iSttingt  in  Th»atr*t 

QjMatlOD,  Hr.  Canitan  ;  Anawer,  The  Seera- 
tar;  of  StaM  for  tba  Home  DapvtmoBt 
Apr^  1,  1888 

Poor  in  Largt  Taun* 

Uotkio,  April  3,  1139;  April  1.  1880; 
Debate  ailjoarnod 


joitjoogle 


{INDBX} 


Feor  Law —  Ouardumt  of 

St.  LgemtriTi  ahorediteh  BtkoUi  and  tht  Edu- 
eatian  DepvrlBitnt,  liuellioD*,  Mr.  J 
Stnart:  Aoiwbti,  Tha  PrmldeDt  of  the 
Loot)  GoTemmeDt  Board  Mar  38,  lOU 

RtUrving  Offietr,  Dfrtham,  Qaeitioni,  Ur. 
CoDTbemis  :  Aniwer,  The  PrMident  of  tb» 
Loci*!  Go'animent  Hoard  Mir  91,  Hi 

f  oor  La«  (Iraland)  Amandment  BUI 
«.  Ordsnd:  roBd  )•■  Jrar9a,6t3    [Bill  ISS] 

Po»t  Offie* 
Auttralia 

Dtliv    IK  tfnb.QDmtiou.Ur.   Utoiiiker 
Hi-Bton;  ATiiw«r,Tb«  PiMtnwittr  a«D«nil 
Um  SB,  70S,  Ids 
OgieM  Netien,   Qawtlon,   Mr.    OanDlkm- 
Ummd  ;  Au*«<r,  k  Lord  ot   Um  Traa- 
■nrr  J/nVa,  1980 
Put  Card;  Qjnilloi],  Hr,  Hcnnikar  Hm- 
ton :  Anawar,  Tbe    KoitBuitar  GaDcntl 
Mar  18,  36 
Reductd   Rata  of  fowtagt,  Qnaation,  Mr 
llsnnlkar  U«ton  :  Aniwrr,  Sir  Barbart 
Maiwall  Var  96,  83S 
Cbailart    and     Btak    PaekiU,     QaaatioDi, 
Mr.  UiDDikcr  IJeaton  ;  Aniwan,  Tha  Fort- 
m»lcr  QiDaral  Jfar  31 ,  SBS 
CUrkt,  QuMtion,  Mr.  Caidwkll ;  Aatwer,  Tha 

PoKmaiier  Ganeral  Jfor  38,  UWS 
Raitta  of  Ciimmtnt—Dt-dirtetion  of  LtlUrt, 
4a««li0Di,  Mr.  Atkinwn,  Hr.  Mao  NaiJl ; 
Anawer,  a  Lord  of  tba  Traaaarj  ifar  26, 
832,  838 
India—Dtlay  in  Letltrt  far  SceOaytd  and  Jrt- 
land,  QuniioD,  Mr.  Hoonlkar  ilaaton  ;  An- 
•wtr,  Tbe  r^ttmaatar  Qaoeral  Mar  3S,  708, 
700 

Inland 

Dttirery   of   Leiltti  at  AngAaauhet,   Co. 
Ltilrim,  Quaalion,  Mr.  Uanvaj  ;  Anioar, 
The  PoaLmaalar  Ganaral  April  1,  1238 
At  Barravitla,  Qoaatiop,  Mr.QilhooIy;  An- 
awer, Tba   Hoilmutsr  Oaaanl  AJirit  1 
1327 
DelfTiiien  afTtUgram  mndltttir,  Q,iie*tlaD 
Mr.  Mao  Naill ;   Anivari.  Tba  Chief  Sa- 
«nUTj  Mar  2S,  1164;   Queilioni,  Mr. 
Mio  Ntili ;    Mr.  Sexlun  ;   Aaiwera,  Tbe 
Cbiaf  Sroralarj  for  Ireland  April  1,  ]Z3e 
LtUtrt—fJanvtyanct  bv  Sailuiay    Citmpimiei, 
Quaitlan,    Hr.   D.  Thoma* ;    Anawer,   Thf 
Foatmaatar  Qeoant  Mar  38,  lOIS 
Lalitri  far  S«n«H,  Queitlon,  Mr.  Heoniker 
Heaton;    Anawer,  Tha  FoitnaaCar  QflDermi 
ifar  118,  1020 
jritw  Zftlaitd,  Pulaga  to,  Quoatloa,  llr.  Baa- 
nikar    Uaalon  ;    Anawer,  Tbe    Poamaatar 
General  Jfor  26.  1098 
Parc^    Pott— Trade    C/iargii    on    Dtlivtry, 
QuoitioD,  Mr.  Bartlay  ;  Aoiwar,  'I  ha   Poit- 
nuuter  Genervl  Mai  31,  36JS 
PtntiMu,  Panment  of,   QuaitioD,  Mr.    Soid- 
nan ;    Amwar,   Tha    I'oatmaiter   Oanaral 
AprUl,  JI33 
Puteaidt,  Ojleial,  Qoaationo,  Mr.  Eaalomonl, 
Mr.  flenniker  Uaatoo,   Mr.    Ilanburj,  Mr, 
Graham,     Mr.     Barllaj ;      Aoiwera,      Tbe 
Chanoallor  of  the  Eiob«quer  April  S,  lOM 
[«MK. 


PMt  Qfiet—eooX. 

Petteard  5fiuijti,  Qaaatioo,    Mr.   Bnohanan  ; 

Annrer,  Tfaa   Poatinular  Ganaral  Aprit  8, 

UBS 
Pottaun—Cil^   Pottmen—Eoiv   %f   AU«ni- 

anti,  tlneatioD,  Mr.  OotariDB  V.  Horgso; 

Anawer,  Tha  Poatmutar  Oenaral  April  t, 

IS61  i—Petitioii   by  London  and   Snburitm 

Palmtn,    (tooatlon,    Mr.    Conrbaara ;    An. 

iwar.    The    FoatiDaatar    GoDorai  Aprit  1, 

ISSt 
S^tt^tdLtttert—TradtCSargnforDtlivtr^, 

ftueatioD,  Mr.  Bartlej ;  Aniwar,  Tha  Hoat- 

maatar  Ganaral  Mar  21,  36fi 
Travelling   Ofittrt  Bitk  Money  in  Irtlattd, 

Qaaalion,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor ;    Aniwar,  Tb* 

PoaUnaaiar  Uanarsl  JTar  21,  884 

Ikaiingt  Bank* 

Jrroana/tFori.QMttion.Mr.  Jamai  [U>ir> 

landai  Anawer,  The  PoaboMtSr  General 

Jfar  31,  8es 
Cbi(  of  Managtmtnt—Rat«    of    Mtreit, 

QoMtion,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ;  Aniwer,  Tho 

Ch>nOFllororiheEiahequerifar3»,  II8< 
Xntra  Work,  ^untlon,  Mr.   Jamea  ilow- 

landi ;  Aniwar,  The  Poalmaatar  General 

April  1, 1317  i  QnraLion,  Mr.  Jamn  Itow. 

landa  ;  Anawera,  The  Poatmaatar  General 

April  8,  1809 
getum  Orderid,  Mar  38,  731 
Tradt  Seeietin,  ftneation,  Mr.  Howell :  «D- 

(war.  The  I'oaimaiter  Ganaral  Jfdr  10, 

123,  130 

Seotland — lavtrnMiihire,  Qnaatioo,  Hr.  Fra* 
aer-Haokintoah ;  Anawer,  a  Lord  of  iba 
Traaanrr  Mar  IB,  0,  7 

TettgrapliM 

Cablet  to  the  Contineni,  Queaiion,  Sir  Ceo. 
Campbell  ;  Anawer,  The  Flnanoial  Seere- 
Urr  to  tba  Treaiurj  Jfar  38.  1030 
Cmtral     Telegraph    Office— TiUgraphittt^ 


Qua. 


,   Tba 


pMtmaiUr     Ganeral     Jfar     2»,     l(IZ2  ; 
(ioeallon.  Mr.  Conjbeara  ;  Anawer,  Tha 
Poitnujter  Grneral  Jfar  2S,  IISS 
Clerki,   QueiDoni,    Baron    <)e    RothKhild, 

Mr.  Caldwell;  Anawen.TheFoilinaatar 

General  JpnV  E,  1710 
ifengnofiDH  of  Clerk;  Qoeitian,  Ur.  Conf- 

bears  ;  Anawer.  Tha  Foitmaatar  General 

April  4,  1884 
Intpectar  of  the  Oloucf iltr  C^lee,  <hi<ittloii, 

Mr.  P.  J,  O'Brien  ;  Ana-er,  Tho  I'oat. 

maaler  General  Jfor  2a,  1 009 
St^Btarine    Telegraph    Cabte,  Cop7  of  ex< 

planalorj  Memonndnni  ordered  Jfor  28,. 

811 
Snimerine  Telegmph  Oewpmij/'*  Bmploym, 

Qnaatioo,  Mr.  Pinkerton  ;  Anawar,  Tba 

Poatmaater  General  JfiirVl.SSO 
Snrehergee  on  Jfr.  Luke'*  Telefram*  to  th* 

Onited  Slate*   and  Canada,  Qneitiona, 

Mr.  William   MeArthuri     Anawer,  Tha 

Poalmaaler  General  Marts,  710 
XVad«    Woftt — Ditmiital  of  Workmen  in 

tkt    Uatktr    Dtparlment  tf  Iht  Polat 

Telegraph  Store*,  Qooationa,  Ur.  Jama*. 

Rowlanda;    Anawan,    Tha   Poatmaatar 

GatMnlMor  31,383.  883 


o^CjOO^- 


Put  Offiei—TtUgrapht—eetA. 

Wat  Indiu^Foital  and  TeUgrafh  Con- 
munisafignt  betuttn  Burmada  and 
Halifax.  Quastian,  Sir  Edward  Wat- 
kin  ;  Auiiier,  Tbe  Poalnutater  Qensral 
Mar  21,  388,  389 
Work  don»for  Other  ZJfparlnwntf ,  Quution, 
Mr.  IleDnilicr  ileaton  ;  Aniwer,  A  Lord 
of  th«  Treuur;  April  i,  1381 

PoWRLi,  Mr.  r.  8.,  Wigam 
Edooation— N«w  Cods,  T33 
Sopplji— EmlprntiDD  of  Crofton,  Ac,  3IB 

PoTKE,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Wattrford,  E. 

I|«Iaod — CriiiiH  and  Oalragai — Mooallghting 

M  Doom,  1233 
Parliameat— BuiiMS)  ot  tbe  dooM,  IflOI 

PowitB,  Mr-  R.,  Wattrford 
Sappljr— HoDMi  of  Partiamant,  1889 

Pbiue  Ministke  (w«  Salisbubt,  Mar* 
quese  of) 

Pritonar*  {Irtland)  BiU 
Qurationi,  Mr.  J,   O'Connor,  Mr.   J.  Uorlaj  ; 
Amwori,  The  Speakvr,  Tha  Cbiaf  SaereMrr 
for  Inland  Aprtt  4,  lfi98 

PaiBOiTS  (Birai^ND  and  Wales) 

Ckathan—  Viiiti  le  John  DcUy,  Qumtiooa,  Ur. 
Ilaalj,  Sir  W.  Haroaart ;  Anawan,  The 
Home  SeoraUrj  Mar  18,  JtS  ;  Mar  19,  133, 
131 ;  (^ueitiODi,  Mr.  HeaJT,  Mr.  Morlajr ; 
Anaweri,  The  ilome  SsoreCirr  Mar  30,  9S4, 

3Sfi,  sea 

L*tdt^—Rotna*    CathalU    Chaplain,    Qneition, 

Ur.  Conwaj  ;  Aniwer,  Tbe  Homo  Seorelarj 

April  I,  1338 
Portland     Priion— Flogging,    Quaatlon,    Hr. 

Samuel  Smith  ;  Auirer,  The  Home  Seere- 

tarj  Mar  38,  1011 

Pbiboks  (Ibeland)  mm  Ireland  Prisoua 
Private  Bill  Conunissioners  BiU  (No.  lu] 

Queationa.  Mr.  Craig  Sellar.  Mr.  J.  Uorlar, 
Sir  J.  Mowbraj,  air  J.  Peaae  ;  Answer*,  The 
Fint  Lord  ol  the  Treainrji  Aprit  8,  1933 

Private  BUIb  (Scotland)  Bill 

Motion  for  Lmio  to  introduoe  Bill  AprU  8, 
1313 
e.  Ordand  ;  read  1*  *  April  8,  1878  [Bill  190] 

Pkotahs,    Mr.  A.  D.,    Qlatgote,  BlatJe- 
Jriart,  ipe. 
Supplf — Civil  SarTioe  (Sapplementarj    Eati- 
matet)— The  Skje  Diatarbaaeet,  I8B' 

JPnblio  Homes  (HonrB  of  Clonng)  (Scot- 


Pablic  Librorisa  Act  (1886)  Amendment 
Bill  (No.  S3) 

aR.  Mar  36,  938 

Fdustoet,  Sir  J.  H.,  Dwimport 
Navai  Dafenoe  Committee,  1331 
Sapplf— Poit  otBoe  Telegraphs,  1061, 1070 

FnTchaae  of  Land  (Ireland}  Act  Amend* 

mentBiU  (No.  iS3) 

«.  Readgo  ^Ijtnl  4,  1BT6 

Bajexb,  Bieht  Hon.  H.  C  (FoBtmoster 
(General),  Cambridgt  Univertity 
Qneation* — 

AuBtnllan  M*il«— Route  and  Delaj,  708, 

TOO 
ClroDlkr  and  Book  Paokatt,  305 
Clerka,  1009 

India— Maili-Delar,  TOB,  TOO 
Ireland— OeliTBrr    of   Lsttart    at  Augbi' 

oaihel,  Oo.   Leilrim,    1938  ;— Delirer?  of 

Letter!  at  BanmTilla,  1331 
Lettora— Conreffinoa    b;    Railwaf    Com- 

Letlar*  for  Sumen,  10.0 

Penaiona  Psjmont,  1232 

Poilapi  10  New  Zealand,  I0!!3 

Pott  Card  Slampi,  1T80 

Poatmen,    Citj — Houn     of     Atlendanee, 

ISS3;  — Petition  bfL  ndon  and  SuburhHD 

Pintro«D,  1S81 
Regiilerad  Letleri  —  Tmrslling    Ollloer* 

Riak  Monejr— Ireland,  334 
SaTinga  Bank   Department— Extra  Work, 

39fi, 131S,  1303 
Trade  Sooietiea,  130 

Telegnpb*— Central  Offioe    Telegraphiala, 
1023,  I1B6 

Clerki,  ITlO.lTll 

Inapeotor  of  GlouDealet  Offloe,  1000 

Reaigoation  Dl  Clarke,  1G81 

Surcharge*  on    Mr,    Luke'i  Telegram*, 
TIO 

Sabmariae   Talegniph  ContpaoT'B    Em- 
ploy £a,  SBO 
Trads    Gbargai — Paroel*  and    Regiatered 

Letter*,  3ttfi 
Trade    Wage*— Diimliaal    of  Woritmen— 

PoiUl  Telegraph  Store*,  383 
Weat  Indiea  — PoauUndTelegraphieCom- 
munioation      betweau     Bermudft      and 

Halifax,  3BS 


Bailwayb  (Enoland  aito  Waleb) 
Ltotl    Oroiwingi    at     A&ertillery,    QnaatloD, 

Mr.  Wmrmington  :  Anawer,  Tbe  Preeldeni 

ottbe  Board  of  Trad*  Mar  38, 1017 
Ovtrtimt—Work  tf  Servmtt.  Queition,  Earl 

de  la  Warr  ;  Antwer,  Tbe  Karl  of  Limeriok 

ApriU,  ISIS 
RMtt,   Qoeation*,  Earl  Compton,  Mr.  Watt, 

Sir  E.  Blrkbeeki  Aniwera,  The  Preaideut 

ol  the  Board  of  Trade  Mar  3 1 ,  808,  3(7  ; 

QoeitiODB,    Hr.     Bartlej ;    Anawera,    Tbe 


Digitized  oy  Google 


Em-'iTB — England  and  TWm — coot. 

SIO  ;  Mar  38,  1001  ;  Qucitian.  Mr  Cains  ; 
Aiumr,  Tha  Praiident  of  the  Boud  of 
Tntde  Xar  3S,  lOtO  ;  aDestloni,  Mr. 
Ainilie  1  Aniven,  Tbe  CmidenC  of  tho 
Board  ot  Trade  Mar  II,  101  ;  Qaeidon, 
Mr.  Ficeb:  Aniwer,  The  Pneideat  ot  the 
Board  of  Trade  Mar  18,  3S,  36  ;  Queiiian, 
Mr.  Watt :  Aniwer,  Tbe  Preaident  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  Mar  18,  10, 11  :  QueelioD, 
Mr.  Howard  Vincent ;  Aoswer,  Tbs  Preai- 
dent  of  tba  Board  of  Trade  Mar  38,  lD3fi  ; 
QA^ation,  Mr.  Watt  ;  Anawsr,  Tbe  Preai- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  April  1,  1530 

Bailing   Shareholders  (LicenaiiiK  Ses- 
aDm)Bill 

e.  Ordered  1  rawl  I' *  Mar  36,  BiB     [Bill  172} 

lUivDELL,  Mr.  D.,  Glamorgan,   Sotatr 
Law  and  Polioe — Carmartheaabira   Holioe  and 
Hr.  Fbilllpi,  1029 

Sankut,    Mr.    J.,    SartfordtHr*,    Leo- 
mitutir 
ContagiODi    IHaaaMt   (Anlmala}     Aot— Dateh 


SoollaDd— Crofter*'  Emigration,  1S9S 
Ea8<jh,  Major  F.  0.,  Stsfi,  8.S. 

Argrntine  RepubJiB,  Emigralion  lo,  1111 
Diairiet  GDunaila,  lisa 
Parliamrnt — PaTmeoC  of  Membera,  1330 
RamoTal   eF  Wraoki  Aol   (18BT]  Amendment 
BiU,  SK.  913 


Camanonthirt, 


Bathbonk,     Mr. 
Arfttn 
Meraej  Docka  aud  Harbour  Board  Bill,  690 


BSDXOND,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,  FermanagA,  JT. 

Ireland— Arm T— Court  Martial,  699 

Aaaiiei— Trial  of  Coaatable  M'AnealuT  at 

Derrr,  1013 
Criminal  Law  and  Preoedgre  Act — Father 

Parrellf ,  993 
Eiletiona  —  Compentation    for   iDJariei, 

loos 
Exoloaion  of  tbe  Prtaa,  1031 
SopplT — Civil  SerTioea  and  ReTonne  Depart- 
ment, lis,  lis,  419, 188,  ;e8,  ITS 

Bbsd,  Sir  E.  J.,  Cardif 
Haial  Defence,  601,  SOS 

Coniaittee,  I3S3, 12S1,  1303,  1331,  1338, 
1838,  1813 
Naial  Programme — New  Ship*,  1033 


RiiD,  Sir  E.  J.— >u»X. 
NaTj  —  Bhipt  — DealfDB  for   propo*>d  Nti 
Ship*,  1330 
I1.M.S.  "SalUn,"  14,  IS,  TIO,  IStl 

EsED,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Bradford,  S. 
Ireland — Oidaional  Commiaaioa.  813 

MalU— Saluting  the  Biahop,  1783 
Sopplr— Cifil  Mr*ioe  Eitimataa,  IBU 
Tithe  Etent  Charge  Bill*,  tBOB 

Seformatorr   and    Industrial  Schooli 
BiU 

read  1>  •  .^jnl  8,  1778    [BiUli 


£s/ormatory      and      Induitrul     Si^mU 
Ztguiation 
Qoeatien,  Lord   Norton  :  Amwtr.  Ti*  TiJ- 
maaler  General  Mar  39,  HI) 

Eefonnatory  Schools  Bill 

I.  PTMented;  read  1<*  April  3        [ffiUH.] 

EaiD,  Mr.  R.  T.,  Ditmfrm,  S^. 
Poor  in  large  towoa,  1100 

Eemoval  of  Wrecks  Act  (X^l)  AmaJ- 
mentBiU  (""'l 

e.  Order  for  2°  after  Debale  read  Jfar  IT,  MI 
Coniidered  in  Committee  April  9, 110) 

BiPOH,  Marquess  of 

Armr— DitaipllDO— PriTite  ColUna,  M 

RrroHii,  Right  Hon.  C.  T.  (PM«afflt 
of  the  Local   GoTemment  floiri)] 
Toieer  ffamleU,  St.  Omgt'i 
Ednoalion    Depariment— Poor   U«  SataW 

lOlB 
Emigratioa.    Motion   for   Seleot  CmudjIM 

Doraefleah  (Sale  for  Food]  Bill.Cixnn.  IK*' 

Local  Gowminent  (Englaod  and  W'l^)  *3 

(1883)— Ceuntj    CoiiDoil»-El<«»'  « 

Bankera,  ]fi08 
BoDndarf  Commiaaioa,  831 
Dairies  and  Cowaheda,  136 
Election  Eipanaei,  39  . 

Election*  lor  Cornwall,  1392,  W    ,^^ 
Magiatraloa,  Middle»a»— Praaaal  W  '•" 

Clerk,  1710  n.  p  a. 

Hetropeliun   Aajlum*  B«ard»-»-  ^-  "" 

M-Kellar,  1010 
0*erfaead  Wirea,  1797 
Poor  in  Urge  town*.  1170  H80 
Summon*  id  attend  Meetingi,  un 
Vewrj  Heating   at  Sohool-rooa  »t  '^ 
•  Suffolk,  lesi  ,.      ui 

Poor  Uw-Relie.ing  Ofllow.  ^^"-^ 
SaniUry  Uw.  AmaDdmaW  »n^  CoW."*- 
'   i(Metropa1ii)BIII,  1811 


EOS  {SESSION     1BB9} 


EoBBBTS,  Mr.  J.,  Flint,  J-e. 

Fiihing  Boaidi— Tba  BoMd*  of  Conwrrkton 
«l  FI»lMi7  DiiUioU,  3«V,  400 

SoBBSTB.    Mr.    J,    B.,     Carnanontkirt, 

Tithe  Agiwtion— Untr4inl«— C«ro«rTooibire, 

848 

BOBSKTSOS,  Ur.  E.,  DundM 

EdnntioDal     Endow  menu     (S«olUnd)      Aot, 

1883— Mar|t«n  HMpiUl,  Dandee,  1908 
RoialGranti,  « 

Sn»M— Muriboroagh  Uoii»,  878,  87B.  878, 
1037,  lOSl 
Skja  UiMurbaaee,  78, 83 

fioB«ttT80K,    Bight     Hon.    J.    P.     B. 

(Solicitor  General    for    Scotland), 

HuU 
AgrisullDnil  HoWingt  (8w»H.od)  A«t  (1883) 

Amendment  Bill,  3R.  1113 
Ednratlon  EndowmeoU  (Seotland)  Alti,  1703 
Jodioiil   Faeiori  {Koailsndt  Bill,   3ft.    HOT, 

1108 
Local     aoHminent     (Scotland)     Billi,      1813 

lSfi3,  laai,  1870,  13T6,  1877 
MkTTiue    with     k     DeoatMd    Wife'i    &i 

(SooLUnd)  Bill.  3K.  1A31 
Pu-liament— BniinMeoftlie  Uoue.  1569 


Edue 


303 


,   393, 


Fiiberiei— Inorww  of  SslariM  of  ODoen, 
1148  1— Uuuel  Ijommille*.  733;  Troat 
Fiibing  ID  Inland  Looha.  1786 

Lair  «nd  Jualloe  and  Police— CaithneM 
Sheriff  Court-Weir  r.    Weir.  39,  3U, 


711,  1031 


I  Gormaati — The    Cro- 


Fiwalihip  —  Appointment   —  ^uli 
tion.  33.  33 

Fiari  frioaa.  Sit.  366 
Hinoi— ArreaLot  Minera-"  Pielieliog 

33 
Probate  Dntlet,  Diatribution  of.  333 
Snpp'T— Kmijnitionot  IJcoftera,  *0., 

338,  336 
Troat  Fundi  Inieataieot  Bill,  3&.  149 
Uniieniij  Bill,  1043. 1 101 


PreiMtant  Camtttry 

one.   Lord    Laniin(ion  ;     j 
no  UiniaLcr  jrar28.9SB 


Prii 


BoBCOE,  Sir  H.  E.,  ifane^ttfr,  8. 

Ireland— Queen'i  Collage*.  Preaidane}  of,  ISW 
K«T5  —  Ship*  —  Design*    for  propoaad   nev 

Shipa,  1930 
S«|M  B«nati««  Coarention,  706 


BoesBKKT,  Earl  of 

Honw  or  Lord*  (Diaeoatinuanoa  of  WrttI  Bill], 
3a.  337,  864 

BowLAirsB,  Mr.  J.,  Fiiuburj/,  S. 

Aldermen  (Coantr  Council)  Abclitlon  Bill,  3B. 

938 
Armr  (Annul)  Bill,  3R.  1318 
Armj—Contraou— Maain.  Ro**.  104) 
Eeoleaiutioal    CommUiionar*  ~  Mr.   Llojd'e 
MatrcpalitiD  Area  Groand  PUn,  IBTi, 
1695 
Metropolitan  Police—Report  ofConinuiiiniten, 
1S94,  1S98 
Polioe  Retumi.  1808.  1809 
Poit  Office  SkTiDga    Bank*— Eitrm  Duty,  SQS, 

1247,  1803 
Supplf— Hcuae*  of  Parliament.  1439.  1434 
K«r>l  falaoee.  863 

Kofal  Park*  and  Pteatare  Garden*,  88i 
Trade  Wage*— Diemitaal  ol  Workmen,  383 

Bowi.Ain>a,  Mr.  W.  Bowen,    Cardigan- 
$hvn 
Walet— Titbe  Agitation— Penbrrn,  IIST,  1)38, 
1688,  IBOS 

BoviTTBEB,  Mr.  J.,  aearberovgh 

Ireland — Criminal  Lav  and  ProDediira    Aet — 
Father  M'Fadden  and  other*.  1S8I 

Royal  ColUgf  oj  Surgtotu 
Neie  Bytauit,  Q,ueBiion.Sir  Gnjer  nnnt«r ; 
Lniwer.TbeHome  Seoretarj  ^j>rtl2,  1394 

Eoyal  Family 
Oranlt,    Queation,    Mr.    Robertson:  Aneaer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the    Traaaurj  Mar  18,  48 

BuBBKLL.  Sir  Oharles,  Hatknty,   8. 
Snpplf — Sprolsl   CommiMion- Conduct  of  (ha 
Attorns;  Uanenl.  733,  737,  T3S 


disn*.  1378 
Land  Law  (Ireland)    Aet   (1887)  AmeDd- 

nient(l«saeholder()  Bill  3  K.  1B77 
Maisereene  E>Ule.  1713 
Plan  ofOampiign.  638 
State    of    Ireland— Bojocltiog—Deflrea»» 

of  Crime.  1^38 

Rauia — Statittict 
Qneatioii,  Mr.  T.    Ellis  :  Anawer.  Tha  Under 
Seontarf     of     Suia     lor    ForeigD    ASah« 
jrar31.S94 

Bt  Oilea  aertoratioa   (BooOand)  Act 
Amendment  Bill 
I.  Presented ;  read  !••  April  8,1778  [BUI  10] 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Iiiqoon  on  Bandar 
Bill  (■*»■  *>' 

Motion  lor  )•  Mar  37.  943 
Alter  Debate  r*wl  3°  Jfnr  37 


Jo^CjOOglC 


Sai^sbubt,  Marquess  of  (Prime  Minuter 
and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affiurs) 
Arriok-Lftk*  Njuu,  681,  683 
Ch>ritisa,  Inooms  tax  on,  ISfil,  15S3 
Laroeiir  Aot  (1861)  Amendmetit  (Um  of  Fir«- 
■nni)  Bills  El.  13S9,  1360,1304,1767,1769 
L«v  (nd  Jnitiee  and  Potica — Foraign  Jonro- 

aliiti,  183 
Parliamant— Lord* — Chairniaa  of  Committ««a, 
1SS3 
Doraiion  of  Specohca  in  Pirliammit,  4 
UODH  of  Loida  (DiaoontiDUBDEa  of  Wrlta), 

I.  2R.  SSS.  364 
Late  Daka  of  Baokingham  and  Chando* — 

Late  Mr.  John  Bright,  993 
SUadiDg  Orden,  491,  49S 
Rome— PratMtanl  Cemetery.  999 
WomcD'a  Suffrage  Bill,  SR.  S 

SAKSETmsT,  Lord 


itGallerr,  1131 

Sanitarg  Lav*  Amtndmmt  and  Connlida 
tion  [Mttropol:*)  Bill 
QoeKion,  Mr.   Laweon;  Anawer,  The  PreiU 
dent  of  the  Local  Government  Board  Afril 
8, 1810 

Saving*  Bank* 

Cardiff,    QueaiJDni,    Mr.    Howal],     Mr.  David 
Thama*  ;  Anawera,   The   Ctunoelior  o*   ■'■- 
Eiohrquer  itar    36,  *Bi,  SfiS :     Qoea 
Mr.  Dooell,  Mr.   Daiid  Tbomaa  ;  Ana 
The  Cbaooellor  of  tbe   Eiebequer  Mar  28, 
1«34 

JfocebnicU— Qneilion,  Mr.  Uoweli;  Anawer, 
'Ibe  Ctuineellor  of  tbe  Exchequer  Mar  31, 
370 

SoHWAKK.  Mr.  0.  E.,  Manchttttr,  N. 
Meraer    Docks    and     Harbour     Board    Bill, 
1330 

BOOTIANII 

Crefter  Emigration,  Queition,  Mr.  Watt  ;  An. 
Bwer.  Tbe  Lord  AdTOOale  Mar  31,  400,  401 ; 
Queition,  Mr.  Rankio ;  Anawer,  The  Firat 
Lord  of  tbe  Treasury  ^prti  4,  lfl96  •.—  Ciim- 
miition—Appnnlmenl  o/  ^iirMor*.  ftuea- 
tioo,  Mr.  Angua  Sutlierlacid  ;  Aaanrer,  The 
Lord  AdioeateJfar3l,394 

Education  —  New  Code  (1889)  —  Ceoktry 
Grant;  Qaeaiiona,  Mr.  Maokintoib,  Mr. 
Buobanan  ;  Anawera,  Tbe  Firat  Lord  of  tbe 
Treaaurj  ^iirtf  i,  1346 

Fithtritt  Board 

Crofttrt,  Loam  U>  Fitkermm,  (^ueition, 
Mr.  Angua  Sutherland ;  Anawer,  Tha 
Lord  Adioeats  Mar  18,  37  ;  April  4, 
1106 1  Qiieation,  Dr.  Clark  )  Antwera, 
The  Lord  Advoaale  Jfnr  28,  1026 

Mvitel  Cttnaiilu,  Q^eation,  Mr.  BareU;  ; 
Anawer,  The  Soiioilor  General  for  Scot- 
land Mar  36,  783 

iHtrtau  of  Salariet  of  Offiotr*,  QneitloD, 
Mr.  Majoribankai  Anawer,  The  Lord 
-    JfarSg,  1148 


SooTLMD — FUherui  Board — oonL 

StUmeit  Fithing.   queationa,  Mr.  Uiekli- 

Unh  Mr.  6.  Williamaon  ;  Anawera,  TU 

SeonUrj  to  the  Treasar?  Mar  19,  T.  a 

jyanling  in  the  Clydt,  Qaeatioo,  Hr.Job» 

Sinoluri  Anawer.A  I.Or<ioftbBTiMMrT 

Jj>n'i3,1378 

Trout  Fithing  in  Itiland  Loeht,  QMatiot, 

Mr.   Fraaer  Hackintoah  :   Aniwar.na 

Lord  Advocate  April  8,  17S» 

Tvuid  Fithtritt,  Keturn   order  Afri  I, 

1331 
£au  and  Juitiee  —  Caxthnen  SAmf  Caat- 
tVnr  V.  Weir,  Quealion.  Mr.  CiUireil: 
Ansvar,  Tbi   Lord   Advocate  JTor  IS, 
714;  Jfar38,  1031 
Malhtton  V.    Cirmaeh—Froatrtiar  Fiml, 
QMeation,   Mr.   Oaldwell :  Anawer,  Ttn 
Urd  Advocate  Jfor  30,  llfiS 
Edi«iurah     Sheriff    Siwuarf    Cturt- 
Floggiag  Boy,  (Jueation,  Mr,  BrmdlaBgh ; 
Anawer,  The    Lord  Advocate  ApH  ». 
16S8 
Fiari'  Prieit,  Queation,  Mr,  Doff:  Aaawer, 

The  Lord  Advocate  ifarai,3»6,Me 
Shmff    Clerk  DepuUM   and    FT<K-tam 
Fiital—Qtudi&cationi.     QneitiMB.  Mr. 
Cuningbem*  Graham  ;  Anawer,  Tta  Lort 
Advocate  ifar  18,  33,  33 

E^deJe,  (iueation.,  Mr.  Caid-U,  Dr. 
Cameron  ;  Anawera,  The  Lord  Adnou 
Mar  18,  39,  30 

LishthouMft-Orkmy  and  SAdionJ,  doo'io'i, 
Mr.  Ljell :  An.w'r,  The  Preaid.n.  Pi  ■!" 
Board  oFTrade  Jfar  38,  1030 

Loeal  Owenmtnt  Bill- OaU  of  /■t"*^"^ 
Ijuwlion,  Mr.  Finh ;  Answer.  Tli.  f  i^ 
Lord  ol  ilie  'Ireaaorj  Mar  29, 1184 

ioeol  Govertmonl,  f-c.  Motion  for  w"  » 
introduce  Bills,  April  B,  1813  , 

Minf—ArreHofMineri—"Pici"i'>g-  Wr* 
lion,  Mr.  Cuninghame  Onhim  ;  Abiww.i" 
Lord  Advocate  Mar  18,  33  „       ^  . 

Ordnance  Surv^,  Qaestion.  Mr.  M.  S«-«t. 
Anawer.  The  firai  Commiaaionar  ef  Wert. 
April  1,  1344  u, 

ProiattJ><tlie*-DiitrHut{o>>,  ftuMUW'  ''■ 
Oaldwell  J  Answer,  The  Lord  A<li<«»»  ^" 
33,  03a,  634  .  „      .„ 

&*«;.  Acoom^odation  in  ««»''»iK.' 
Dr.  Cameron;  Aoawor,  The  Lord  id'<c»" 
3far31,393,  B93  „      ,.„    u, 

Sunday    Cloting  Ai>t—Rir>dt.(l'>*>^l 


Anawer,  The'aoa-S-rtW' 

VnivtrMitin  BUI.  Quealion,  Mr.  K""^, 
Answer, The  Lord  Advocate  Jf^'^^. 
<tuealioo,  Mr.  Campbell  ^'^^ 
Answer,  Tbe  Lord  Advoeaie  Jfur  "■ 

8au^,      Mr.    A.     0..     l^^^' 
Fartick  ,„, 

Private  Bill  Commi.sioocra  Bill,  !«* 

Sklttk-Ibbxtson,  Right  Hon.  9«"'   ' 
Mtux,  iSpptng  y„d'i 

EoolesiaUioal  Cominiasiooat»--i»r.  .  ^j, 
Metropoliian  Area  Ground  ^ '•? ■ 'J!^  BiU. 

Sale  of  InloiioaliDg  Liquors  on  »"""' 
3K.  974 
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Bblhtth,  Captain  C.W.,  Cambridgt,  Wit- 
Anof — Tenderi  for  Sspplf   of  Oani,   I8SS, 


Sbtoh-Kabk,  Ur  H.,  8t.  Stlent 
poor  ID  lu-ga  Cowni,  HtO 
Sapplf— Emigntlon  of  Croftan,  te.,  SIS,  31fl 

Bbxton,  Bight  Hon.  T.  (Lord  Ifayor  of 
Dublin),  Bilfiut,  W. 
AnDT     Annual    Bill— Com  mi  ItM,   Add.     CI. 
1096,  1097,  loas.  inaa,  iioo,  iio«,  iioe, 
1107;  aft.  807,8118 
InliDd— Court     Martial— Eielai ion    of    thr, 
Prui,  1031 
Madieal  0»«t>— Inqalrj,  38S,  Ki,  B14, 

81S 
Balloar^  Mr.,  loiliipoiilion  of,  1389 
Horwflsifa  (SalB  for  Food}  Bill  CommittM, 

1674. lS7a 
'bairi    dI     Pnblio  Worki -Draiaage    (Ar- 

Urial).  1783 
Criminil  l.aw  and  Procwlure  AoC— Booing 
Mr.  Ballour,  78 
Collaciion    tor  the  ParaeliitV  Indemnitj 

Fund,  use,  iieo 

Farreli;,  pKLber.  986,988,  lOtI,  1160, 

1161,  133S,  1336,  1937,  1566,1801 
Owwidora  Priwinen,  391 
Harrington,  Mr.  E.,  1390,  1713,  1719 
K'OnoilT,  Kalbar.  1017 
H'Fadden,  Fmher,  VtS9,  1983 
liCliD(h.  I9«fi 
Hr.  W.  O'Urien,  47,  48,  413,  414,  034, 

ftSA,  733,  734,  1388 
Tr«atmant  of  PriMneri,  384.  8«4,  13BS 
DUtnrbanot  at  Cloomal   Ghureh — Lioo- 

tanant  Geoghigan  and  Troopi,  17S7 
Landlord  and  Tenant— Kan  mare  EiUI 

and  Moonlighian,  635,  S38 

Hauarcano  Egtala,  1714,  171S 

Plan  of  Campaign,  S38 

Vindel<!or  Ealale,  Conntj  Clue,  1788 
Erictiona— Batlering  ram,  1TU6,  1800 
Clongoraj  EiUte,  Couotj  Kildara,  1  ICO, 

1353,1686,  laST 
Lord  Maaa«Tttina'*  Eitata,  1003 
Hiahail   Donoran,  Ballfdurane,  Conntjr 

Cork.  1343 
Land   Comniiuion    —   Diriiional   Conl' 

miationera,  813 

Sala  ot  Land  al  Littowcl,  1373 
Labourara    Aot— Ardaa    Board   of   Goar- 

duni,  1879 
Potato  Crop— Fallnia  of,  1580 
Law  and  Jnitioa  aod  Polioa— Oraod  Jnrj 

ol  Cork,  913 
PoliealaUoDcgal,  1148 
Polioa  Kano*.  13,  31,  391,  393 
Looal  Uo<r«mu*nt  Board— bal&at     Rate 

C»11aalor>,  1788 
lluiatraat— Rwidant    Magiairalaa— Capt. 
O'Naill  SaasnTfl,  fLU.,  1S5,  371,  409, 
410 
Poor    Law— Board    ol    GBMrtfiana— NMth 

Doblin  Union,  133 
Priaoo  Board,  1 1 

bhippiog  (Toanag*]   Bill,  3R.  1867 

[0Mt. 


StiTON,  Right  non.  T.— «onl. 

Parliament— Bu>inau  oftba  Houaa,  783,738,- 
888, 1810 
Memberaof  (Obargea  and  Allofrilioni) — 
Speoial  Cammltaiou,  531,701,  70S.tU14 
Stawantahip  of  tha  Chiltorn    Elundrodi— 
Cotonnl  Uughaa-Uallrtt,  717 
Snpplr— Ci*il  SarTiooa  and  RoTanne  Depart- 
ment,  563 
Clril  Setrioea    (Eioaoaa),  331,  337,   389, 

340,  3«3,  350,  261 
Egjptian  Aoaoonla- Adjuatmant,  331 

SiDifOiTTH,  Viscount 

i*ai   and  MiliUr?    Penatoni— CommnUtloit' 
of.  1000 

■TV— U. M.S.  '■  Sultan,"  3.  3 
VolunWen,  4^5,   1373,  137^  1377 


SurciAiE,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Falkirk,  ft. 

Local  Gorarnment  (Scotland)  Bllla,  1861 
Meraay  Dock  and    Harbour  Board  Bill,  887r 

695,  1£33 
Snpplj— Poat  Offloe  Talagraphi,  1056 


Small  Debts  (ScotUndl  Bill     (No.  163) 
c.  Read  3°  A/irit  4,  16T4 

Smalt  Pex  at  Shtfiild -Rtport 

Qneatlon,  Mr.  Theodora  Frj ;  An*«ar,  Tb»- 
Praaident  of  the  Looal  Gorernmeni  Board 
April  4, 15H 

auiTH,  Eight  Hon.  W.  H.  (Firet  Lord 
of   the  TrBMury),    Strand,    W»»t- 
m%n»t*r 
Armj  and  Stij  (Adminiitration)- The  rtojal 

Commlaaion,  107 
Bright,  The  Lata  (Ught  lion.  J.,  931,  1180 
Contagioni    Oiaeam    (Animaia)    A 01— Foot 

and  Mouth  UiMaac,  1563,  1798 
Diitriol  Coanell*,  1166 
Ednoation— New  Code,  1604,  1719 
Immigration     ol     Poraignori  —  SrlMt    Com- 

mluce,  738 
Ireland— Captain  Sagra*a,  R.M.,  873 
London  Coal  and  Wise  Uutiai  Aol,  Til 
LnnaafAouAmendment  Bill,  1317 
Herotaaot  Shipping  Tonnage  Bill,  1810 
Malropolilan  <  olioa  Kelnrni,  1808,  1809 
Mining  RofiUirt— Rojal  CommiMlon,  1191 
Rational  D«bt  Redempiion  Bill  Comm,  1346 
National  Gallerj,  50 

Hand  and  Militarj  Ad uinlatTatloii— Appoint- 
ment of  Capuin  Hall,  738 
Navf  BUI,  1811 
Narai  D^lence,   1359.  1386,  1844,  1845,  134S, 

IR.  1006,  1813 
Narj— li.H.S.  "  Calliopo"  In  the  borriaan* 
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SMitB,  Rtgbt  Hon.  W.  H.  —mm. 

FarliiDisiiE— Buiinauar  tba  Houh,  55,  liS- 

165,  lee,    1S8,  ITS,   lao,  11)5,  513,  SlSi 

798,885,  see,  1150,  1151,  1353,  ]e99t 

1500,  ISOl.lTia,  ITSO 

Memtwn  or  (Chftrgei  Bud  AlIegi^tioD*} — 

Tha  SpMial  Oonmidion,  851 
Hambari— Colonel  Hughai-UkllaM,  810 
PirliamantBrr    Rleotiaa*  —   GoiaramaDt 

CootruU,  51 
PaniiOD*  lo  Lord!  of  ParliamaDt,  137 
Priottngol  Raiurna,leS3,  1591 
biuiogi  and    AdjournmenU  ofth*  BoOM, 
— Tbfl    Eaiter  Keoeii,    1317,    1598;— 
Morning  Sittinga,  733 
Perpetual   Peniiona,  TSU,  731,  1593 
Priuta  Uill  Commiuioaen  Bill,  1533 
Rofal  Pamilj— GnnU.  15 
&oo(luid  CroFtera— EmigratioD,  1595 
Eduoatian— Mflw     Code,     1339— Cookn? 

GianU,  1216,  1317 
Looal   GuTernmant    Bill— Dale   of    latro- 
duotion,  liei 
Sugxr  Bounliaa — 'Ibe  Board  of  Trad*,  107 
Sugar  Bountiea  ConTention  Bill,  lDl3,  135! 
Aupplji — Ciril  SerTiaea   and    Keianue  Depart- 
Qient,  359,  189,  773 
Clril  Seriioe  iHatiinatei,  1811 
Egyptian     Aaaaaata  —  AdjiutmeDt,      3Slf 

353 
Skje  DialorbaDoe,  S8 
Tithe  Kent  Charge  Bill*,  1808 
Tmat  FuDda  iDieatmant  Bill,  3R.  1193 
Waji  and  Mean*— Abolition  at  Eioiae  Colteo- 

tori'  Offleera,  45 
Weitminitar  Abbejr—Bnriala  in,  1593,  1800 

^KiTH,  Mr.  B.,  Flintihire 

Law    and  Juitiee — Gambling  at  Tatteraall'a, 

139 
Uoen^ng    Ijtva— DmoiceDneai     oa    Sandaj 

CooTlatioDa,  700 
Monte  Carlo— Gambling  Tablei,  701 
Parliament— Bn si neu  at  the  Uoote,  II5I 

pBjmont  or  Menbera,  1310 
PorttaDd  Priaon,  Floggtog  in,  1011 


JSovtft  Pacific,  Ulandt  eftht 
Samoa — Anntxativn  of  lilandt,  (taeation.  Dr. 
Cameron  ;  Anawer,  Tba  Firat  Lord  of  the 
Admiraltf  Mar  18,  37,  38 

OMftrtHce,  Qnealion,  Mr.  U'Arthar  ;  Anawer, 
Tbe  Under  Saeretarj  far  Foreign  Aflkira 
Mer  18,  35 

Surriamt  at— B. M.S."  CaUiapt,"  Qneation, 
Sir  George  Badea  Powell;  Anawer,  Tbe 
Seoreurj  lo  (be  Admiralt;  AprU  3,  1381  ; 
Queationa,  Sir  C.  Palmar,  Mr,  O.  V.  Mor- 
gan :  Anawera,  The  First  Lord  ol  tbe  Ad- 
miralty, Tbe  Firat  Lord  ol  the  Treaanr; 
April  1,  1350 

BiitHre  ef  Mr.  QUan,  Qusftion,  Dr.  Cameron  ; 
Anawer,  The  Firat  Lord  of  tbe  Admiralt; 
Mar  18,  38,  39 


intematienal  Jnduitrial  Concenlioit,  Queati 
Mr.  Howard  Vinoent ;  Anawvr,  The  Under 
Seoretar}'  lor  Foreign  Alhlra  Mar  IS,  15,  M 


Ifsakxb,    The   (Bight  Hon.  Astsuk 
Wnt,T.nHi,itY    F^l),    Waneiek    and 
Ltamittgion 
Qneationa —Conn lor    Slatamanta   not   Admia- 
table  Mar  18,  36 
Inaudible  Anawer,  Mar  29,  1155 
Supplementary   QJieatitma    ConTexing  Im- 
pulattona — Fartber   (^ueationa    npon   it 
inadmiaaible  April  1,  1335 
Fririlege  of  Allowing  Quealiona  to  ba    put 
to  Mambera  of  tba   Gountj   CoDnoili  is 
the  ilouaa,  aa  wai  done  to   Member!  of 
tbe   Metropolitan    Board  of  Worka,  was 
not  continued  «ar  3fi,  713 
Rnlea  and  Order  of  DebaUi— Motion  on  Paper 
oonlaJDlng  aereral  Propaiuion a— Motion 
to  be  put  aa  one — Aniitjr    to   moTa  ttt 
omit  anr  portion  of  Motion  Mar  19,  112 
Bill    upon    pointi  ainoa  oonoeded   bj    tba 
Government  —  Abilitj       to     withdraw 
Bill  it  Amendment  flrat  withdrawn ,  April 
1, 1598 
NaTai  Defence— On    Report  of   Re*.— Not 
admiaailile    to    raiae     Diaoueiion    ai   to 
Naial  Eaiimataa  Gomiuiitee,    but  liuaa- 
tiona  allowBd  Aprti  K,  1813 
Motion  to  reduce  Salary  in  order  to  ratte 
Point    upon     Conduai,     different     mat- 
ter to  Queation  of  dimot   pasuniarf  1d- 
tareatMir35,  733 
Motion  to  delay  Arm;  (Anunal)   Bill   for 
pnrpoaa   of  alluding  to  eiania    of  patt 
jaar  not  in  Order — Diacuuion.  ol    Con- 
duct of  any  parilBular   OSoer  irregular 
Mar  30,  8DT 
Ulaeellaneoua,    ifar    IS,    II;    ifor  18,  18  ; 
Mar  IB,  BS  ;  ifor   18,    191  ;  Mar  19,  198: 
ifor  19,  157  ;  Mar  3U,  S33  ;  Uar  36,  595  ; 
Mar  3d,  7>1  ;  Mar  35,  TS6  ;  ifor  35,  771  ; 
Mar  2b,  811  ;  Jfor  36,  BID;  Mar  27,  939; 
J«ir    38,    1017:    Mar  36,  1165;  AprU  1, 
1317;  April  i,  1639 
Writ)— Kennington— Id  abaenea  of  Writ,    ia- 
oompetent  for  Member  to  take  hia  aaat — 
When    Ordera    ol    Day   ooinmanced,  Vol 
allowable  to  interrupt  tba  Publio  BuainMi 
for  Member  to  take  Oath  or  Seat—DnQr 
of  Bolurning  Offloer  Mar  18,  58 
Birmingham  —    CommunioatloD  with  the 
nbipa    before    Motion    lor    new    Writ 
April  5,  1598 


Stahhopk,  Sight  Hon.  £.  (Becretaty 
of   BtatA    for  War),   LintolnMhirf, 
SomcMtU 
Arm;- Arntj   Annoal  Bill— Com mlttM,  .^^ 
CI.,  1037,1093,  IIDO,  1105,  1106,  HOT 
Ami  liar  J     Foraea- Militia— ^rganiaatioa 
and  Admin iairation,  1706 
Permanent  Btaff,  730 
Contnwia— Iriah     Contraota,     56,     57;- 
,  Menra.    Roaa,    1018 ;   Tendera  tor  lb* 
Supply  of  Gnna,  707 
Edaoation  —  Uiliiia   UompetitioQ    Exami- 
nation, 1150 
Qarriaon  Artillery  OBoera,  17IS 
Uenrrai'i  Liat,  50 

[eMt. 
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Brmon,  Right  Bon.  E.—ecnl, 

Ireland— Dnblin  Buntaki,  H9, 3T8 
CoarU  U*rti&l,  S8S,  1031 
Lient.  GM>gh«gui  >n<I  Troopi  at  Clonmal 

Chnrch,  1788 
Hodioal  Offloeri  Inqnirj,  383,386, 100, 

JiSfi 
Nnmb«rof  Traopiiu  Iniand,  30,  31 
OrdnaiKie  Stor*  Dapartownt — Daitniotion 
of  Stom  kt  Wmdon,  369 
Uliaied  Orbinn  lor  Scbool  DrUJ,  128 
Rnignation  or  Inapeotorof  Clothing,  fllO 
H*nnf«a(anngDepartmenti — Smkll  Arnw 
Fietorj — Waiknen    and   tht  EnBetd 
ElecUon,  1008 
P«n«ioni   and    Promotiont  —  Liantanut 

Gsniral  Tappar,  (36,037 
R^mSDU— Horw  ArtlllnrT,  1036 
Rajml  Artlllarr— Hiior-Ganenl  Dowaai, 

311 
Sooltand  —  Barrj  Linki  ArlillaiT  Rann, 

1806 
Staff  Paj-MaUcra,  188 
Sword*,  DefMiini,  130,  131,  303 

Stanhope,  Hon.  J.,  Wiiliuihuiy 
Supplj— Ciril  SarTJee  (Sapplamaatarr   Eatl- 
natei) — Egyptian   AooonnU    Adjutnianti, 


Staitlet  07  Aldkblry,  Lord 
Cbariliaa— Inooms  Taxoo,  1S49 
Local  I'aiation— Lioonoei,  16ST 


Sm-KBsoir,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Sufoti,  Eyt 
Colonial  Oonatita liana,  180T 
Bnpplj— Snrra;*,  1899, 1900 
Taatr*  Haatlogin  Saboolroomat  Efa,  SoSblk, 
1300, 1301  ;-Uaa|b1«7,  1788 

SrsYZiTsaiT,  Mr.  J.  0.,  South  SKUldi 
Uambant  Sfaipplog  (ToDnaga)  Bill,  SR.  16ST 
Sala  of  Intoiioaling  Liqaon  on  Sandaja  Bill, 
3R.  943, 983 

Stbwabt,  Ur.  H.,  Lineolnthirt,  Spalding 
Sappir    RBTenDO    Dapartmenta— Poit     Uffloa 
Telagrspha,  1063 

Stswabt,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Eirkcudhright 
Army  —  Saotland  —  Barrj  Lloki  Artillarj 

lUngs,  ISOT,  laOS 
Local  GoTerninent(Sootland)  Billa,   1847 
HuriagowltbaUeoaued  Wifb'a  Siitar  (Soot- 
land  Bill,  3R.  1321. 
SooUand — Ordnance  Surra j,  1914 

STOKT-MABKELYira,  Mr.M.  H.  N.,  WilU, 
Crieklait 
Snpplf — Baildiuga  of  the   Ronwa  of  Parlia. 


Stbaffobi),  Earl  of 

Egfpt  —  DaaoratioD   for   tba   Egjptlan  Cam- 
paign of  IBSl-e,  636 


Stuabt,  Mr.  J.,  ShorediUh,  Boxto* 

Eoclaiiaitieal      Gommiiiioaari^Mr.      Llajd'l 

UfltropollUn  Ama  Ground  Plan,  1371 
Edac&tion   Dapartment — Poor     Lav   Sofaooil, 

1043 
India— Can  ton  msnt    Act,     Naw— CUaie     39, 

1013 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and   Procadare  Ac^— 

Father  M'Faddan,  I3B6,  1S89 
Metropolitan  Police — Rrport  of  OommiiaionBn 

1304, 1393 
Parliament — Buiinan  ot  the  Qouae — Arrang*- 

mentor  Public  Bnitneia,  leu 
Sopplf-Ilcaaea  of  Parliament,  1431,  1430 

Bock  Draina^  Bill 

«.  Read  3*  ■  Apnt  3,  1377 

Stuar  BouniUt 

Qnaationi,  Mr.  lilinfwarth,  Mr.  Glsd»tane; 
Anawera,  Tba  Under  Seoratarj  for  tb* 
Coloniea,  Tba  Preaidant  ol  tba  Board  of 
Trvde  Mar  30,  1  IBS 

Bttari  g/  Tradt,  Q^eition,  Hr.  Pictoa  ;  Aa> 
■■er,  Tbe  First  Lord  of  tba  Treaanry 
Uwf  31, 107 

CamtHtiim,  Qneatton,  Sir  H.  Roaooa ;  An- 
awer,  Tbe  Under  Seeretarj  for  tbe  GolonlM 
Mar  33,  706  ;  Quaition,  Mr.  Pioton  ;  Ad- 
•wer.  The  Under  Seoretarr  for  Foreign 
AfUra  Mar  33,  SIS;  Quaaticni,  Mr. 
Illingirortb,  Hr.  Mandella,  Mr.  Gladatono ; 
Anaoera,  Tba  Fine  Lord  oF  tba  Trcaanrr. 
The  Under  Srorelar;  far  tbeColonlea  Mar  M, 

lasi 

Svgar  Bounty  Convmtion  Sill 
■Ineuion,    Mr.    Norria ;    Anawer,   Tb«  Flr« 
LordoftheTreaiarj  ilfar  38,  1013 

SuiAAvAS,  Mr.  D.,  Wtitmtath,  8. 
India — Poit  Offlce — Telegrapb  Department— 

Dalea  tor  making  Promotiona,  703 
Ireland— ffeatmeftth  Extra  Police,  IT 

SumraBa,  Mr.  W..  SudderiJUld 
Ireland— Qnean'a  College,  Beiraat,   Freaiden«7 

of,   1033 
Peoaiona  to  Lords  or  Parliament,  737 
Pen aions—Paf meat  through  the  Poet  OfBee, 

1233 
Westminiter  Abbaj,  Buriaii  in,  1393,  1800 

SUPPLY 

Conaidered  In  Oommittce,  Ciril  Sartlea  [Sop- 
plamentar;  Eatimatca,  1888-9]  [1)  Eipenaea 
of  the  Law  agent  in  Saotland  for  Qototd- 
mant  Departments:  (3)  £31,600  Supplg. 
mantarr  Poblin  Eduoation ;  (3)  Chargea 
oonaected  with  the  Orange  Rirer  Territorj, 
Tranaraal,  Zuloland,  Beshnanaland,  The 
Island  oF  St.  Helens,  and  tbe  High  Commia- 
sioner  Tor  South  Africa  J/or  18,  68,93,94 

Report  Mar  19,  133 

Considered  in  Committee,  Ciril  Serrioe  (Sup- 
plamantarr  Eatimates  1888-9)  ;  (I)  Class fi. 
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Sdpplt — coal. 

£9,S0O  SupannDuUoD*  Bod  Retired  Allow- 
anoei;  (3)  £7,000  SopplamenUrf,  PaupM- 
LDMtiet,  EnglKDil ;  (3)  Clui  vii.  Emign- 
tion  mud  Coloniutiou  of  Croflert  and  Cot- 
tar* :  (1)  EgTptikn  Aoeonnig  ■djuitmont : 
{6)  UlMi  iii,  £133  SopplemenUrj  Lkodi 
Ragiitr;:  (S|  Civil  SerTJoa  (EioeiMt) 
Uar  le,  303 
Report  Uar  90,  333 

Conaidered  in  Comtaittee.  Civil   Seirioei  and 
RiTenae  Depirtment,  £3,T3«,SD3oDW)eouDt 
Mar  20,256  ;  Mar  31,  US;  Uiir22,Si3 
fiepoK  Mar  3S,  7TS 

Coaiidered  in  Committee,  Ciril  SerTiee  and 
Reieane  Departmeoti  Gitimatee,  CIm*  t. — 
Mudtenanoe  and  repair  or  Rojal  Palaoee, 
Hninlananoe  and  repair  of  Marlboroagh 
Qouw  Mar  20.  MO 
Report  Jtfor  88,  1094 

-CoDiidered    in   rommittee,  ReToane   Depart- 
iiieDtB,  Poet  Offloe  Telegraph!  Var  33,1017 
Report  April  iflBiB 

Conaidered    in    Oommittee,    Civil    Serrioee, 
Clau  I,  Rojal  Parka  and  Pleunre  Gardens 
JfariB,  1079 
Report  April  4,  IBSB 

Conildered  in  Committee,  CiTil  Serfioe 
Eitimatee,  ClaM  I,  Buildingg  ofthe  Houeee 
Parliament  April  3,  MOl  ;  April  8,  1873; 
Pubtic  Building*,  Great  Britain  April  8, 
1S9S  1  Admiralty  Eitenuan  of  Building*, 
Furnitare  o'  Public  Officea,  Great  Britain  ; 
BeTenue  Department  Buildinga,  Great 
Britain  ;  Countj  Court  Building* ;  Metro. 
polltan  Volioe  Court  Buildinga ;  Sheriff 
Coart  llouaee,  Scotland  ;  Surveft  of  the 
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